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The chief sources for the study of John the Bapltils
are the New Testament, oud one pavegraph in the "Anbluiti
of Josephus. Neither the Slavonic additions to Jogsephus!
tTewish War®, nor the Mandsean literature sre of any value
they-are both 1ater compilations, and do not“drawsupon any
independent historical sourees. | |

_ John does not appear %0 have been associated with
either the Sadducees or the Pharisees, and certainly not w
the Zealots, since hiw message was not a political one, an
he did not advocate violence.  Rather, he is to be
assoclated with the nonw-conformist, sectarian, baptist
‘movenent, maﬁe up of various groups sctive, prlnelpally in
" the Jorden valley, from the let,Cent.B.C, onwards, and
1nclu@1ng the: Essenes and the Quuran sect,

| The narvative of John's birth and infancy in Iulke
was originally compiled- ueparately, and most probably in
Hebrew 3. 1t is largely legendary in character., It is
poasible thét-Johh, ag o youth, was adopted by an BEssene
group, though thls is ineapable 0f proof.

a John's preaching was grounded in the prophets end
the apoealyptle traQLtion._ He proclaimed the imminent.
a@proach of the end of days and of the Judgement, when. the
wicked would be degtroyed in a river of Llre, while on ‘the
righteous wauld be poured ownt the bleq ngs of God's holy
Spirit. The Judgement would be exceuted by "he Coming O
a Messieniec fligure, in meny ways akin to the Son of Man.
Tace of the coming judgement, John demanded that men sholil
repent and live righteous lives. His teaching was addres
to Jews, and did not go beyond the boundaries of Jewlsh
ethies.

John demended thatlhis'hearers gshould submit to
bapbism, which he administeved. . Proselyte baptism arose
rather late to have influenced John, snd in any case 1t
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differs irom his ba@tlmm in several iﬂportdmt respects. . M
he]pfal are the baptmumal vites of sectaxian Judamsm,
teemally the Qumran baptm&m of 1niﬁ4a$10n¢ by which a pe:
became a member of the e&ehatolagnca& gammun;ty of the new
covenant, John's baptism is $0 be understood in terms of
queh a rlte, though there were also important differsnces,
_ John regarded himsclf a@ the aﬁohatﬁjogieal prophe
| - though problle not Ldent4fy1ng hWimeelf definitely with
'evther the Moses. or the: EL1 jeh branch of this exppctatibn.
He abtracto@ & froup of disclvlea, who shared in his minde
and 1n his praotioe of prﬂyer and fastmng.. John'¢4
aoeetJ01sm WS not the result of expalszon trom Qn Rosene
ordox, nor can he e regarded as a Nazirite : it was prim
an. cxpre%sion of repentance and hamﬂlzataon beiore God.
J eSS was orzgznally a follower of John, and submi
0 his baptlbm, but then h@ brohe awad 0 bocnme an
independent preacher. John did 0ot hail Jesus as Messiah
the Ba@tism ; 1t was only WRén_he.was in'prigbn that this
possibllity devmed oy1} him. John's hailing of Jeéug as S0
of God and Temb of God cannot be'feé%ded'as.historioal, bua
is true that Jesus held a very high opinion of Jolm.
Duriﬁg the_periodgwhen the ministr&essqf'John and,
Jesus overlapped, John went and ministered in Semaris. A
gurvey‘of semaritea sectarianism reveals how this was nod
imposaible or unlikely oceurrence, aund it can be shown how
Jokn's message would £ind many points of contact.
On his return %0 Peraea, John was srvested LYy Hero
Antipas and impfisaneﬂ at ﬂaéhaerus. John's mesgage, tho
non=political, could have imporfant political repercussion
and it was as o precaution rather than a punishment that b
wag puf to death.
After John's death a group of his disciples contin
a geparéte exisﬁence; and they came H0 regard John as.
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Me%s.i.ah. . The aect we.s nevex' large mor 1'npm.‘tant, dm
probably did nob Ja%b beyond the 3rd,Cent. A,D. There is
evidence that it eontr'fbuted 1}0 the Mandaean synthesise
Though John's background was the baptist movement,
was nevertheless an Iuaeuendont and orinnn&l figure, The.
chief features of his miniutry were 1lig prophetic roots, it
vigour dnd wimpilclty, and the primacy of preaching. Moqc

| reﬁearch.uncovers a pleture of John dgifferent in details

Lrom that found elther in JO$ephud or in the New Testament.

- In some- resvect he was o MOLe: or:ginal and more. independer

?1gure than our gources allow 3 but at the seme time, on
hig own merite, he hardly. deserved the Tame that has been ¥

lot becamse of his incorporation iunto the Christian

trodition.
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| BART e THE  SQUBCES. .
The»?ioture-Weugain-of.aehnithe Beptist depends entirely o
the sourges of informetion from which our pleture is built up.
Any treastment. of thé life and work of John must be preceded by ¢
careful investlgatiou and aaseaﬁment of the source material,

_n__gggLypw TE%TAMFNT

Our most important souxue 48 the New Tesﬁament. The earl)
h?hristian kerygma eometimes began its outline of the life, deatt
and resurrection or Ghrist with a mention nf the baptism of John
this is fo in Aots 10:37 whexe Peter in a sermon. telke of "the
word which was proulaimed thraughout all Judaea, beginning from
 gnlilee after the bapiism which John preaehea....." In Acte
|13=?4 25, ?aul, in his permon at Antiaah, likewiﬁe refers to
John who “prenehea Y ba@tiam of repentsnce to all the peonle of
Israel®, prior to the coming of Jesus. Thua, from the start,
John had a place in the Chrigtian meseage. When we turn to the
Wew Testamernt, we find that the early Church preserved quite an
emount of information gonoernlng JdJohn in writ#en form;7  Bach
source within the New Testoment must be considered in turn.
| o a) Q Material. ’

- The syuwbol  designates the sonroe common to Matthew and
Iuke, whatever its exact nature mny have been;l It wae
certainly a sayings eolleation, with little or no narrative
nateriel, and a atronp oase can be mede out that it is the
%5#@@& docunent known %o Panias, thot 1t wes origxnally in
Aranele, and that it existed around 50

Twe first seotions of Q concern John the Baptiat. Any
introduatory geotion 1s lost, but the phrese -weoet)wpes o
lepddiver , which ls common to Mt eand Lk (Mt 315: Lk 3:3) nay
have been part of. such an introduetion, deaoribing biiefly the
' eppearanae of the Baptist. 2

T. See B.H. Strecter, "The Four ﬁaspelq", pp 271=292; V.Taylor,
: ﬂTh§SGg§pels“. P 36~4%; T.W,Manson, "The Seyings of degus?,
PR do~dl.
2+  See Thoumes, "l ﬁouvemenﬁ Baptiste®, p 66,
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The first Q passnge which has survived is the mocounl of
John's preaching found in KMt 317b ~ 10 and Lk %17b - 9. J@ﬁn
urges his hesrere to beer L£ruit that beflis repentance, end net
to trust in thelr dedeent from Apbreham, for the judgement is
iuminent when every tree that does not bear frult will be ocut
down and burned. The first and third evangelists heve each
added thelr own introductioun, Mt addressing the words to the
Pherisees and Sadducees (Mt 317a), and Iuke to the multitudes
(Tk %:7a). In this Q passage the egreement between Mt end Ik
1s extremely close.

A Turther Q section on John's Preaehing lg found in Mt 3;
11,12 and Tk 3:16,17. As there is overlanping with ik, it is
1mpoaeible to say what exmatly stood in Q. Probably Q hed the
words "I baptize you with water, hut he who comes after me is

mnightlexr than I." Probebtily Q elso had the words, "he will
baptize you with holy spirit end with fire", slthough this has
been muoh disputed.l Certainly, @ had the words which

follow, "His winnowing fork de in hie hand, and he will clear
his threshing-iloox and gather his wheat into the granary, but
the oheff he will burn with unguenchable fire.* Probably Q
slso had the reference to Jesus' sandals, Tk follows ik in
saying, "the thong of whose sendals I sw not worthy Mk adds -
"4o sboop down end") to untle"; but Mt, who perhapa follows
" (?), hae, "whoge sendals I am not worthy to earry.t

¢her6 Iollnwa in 81l three Synopitic Gospels the scoount
of Jedua' bapitiam by John. Streeter srgues that @ must have hsa
an account of the baptiem -~ "John'te Preaching, the Boptism asnd
the Temptetion obviously form 8 single section, snd a source
which contalos the firet and third must have contained the
second, which not only connects the other {wo, but 1g the point
round which they hinge. 0}y therefore, must have contained an
asoount of the Baptism."2 But this sgeems most unlikely.
Nerrative sectlons in Q are very few, and serve only %o introd
or e&plein seyings; an account of the baptlsm in Q is therefore
unlikely. The versions of it and Lk cen be adequotely ex:
. plained es being dvawn from Mk, with slight elterations, so that
Weliv Enox's summing up seeme Jjuat - #1f 0 contained an eccount
of the Baptliem 1t hea left no decisive trace.” 3

e

] has the aoegunt'ﬂf the question which John asked Jesus
from prison - *Are you he who is to gome, or shall we look for
gnotherf! (Mt_1132-6;'£k T:18-2%).  Q must have had only the

1. On %hic pemssage see Part-IV, vp [19F
2+ M“The Four Gospels®, p 188,
‘3. "Sourcee of theSynoptic Gospelsh, Vol Ii, p 4.



| b
briefest of introductions,perhaps, "John sent through his
~Qdsciples, sayingsssr.." and, "Jesus onswered themsee..®; - 1t
gonacentrated almost entirely on the sotual words spoken. Nt
and Tk expand the narretive a 1little, each in thelir own way.

guite a lerge seation of sayings of Jesus concerning John
are presexved in Q. In Mt 11:7-11 end Tk 7:24-28, Jesus halls
John as 2 prophet and more than s vrophet; he was the messens
iger prophesied by Mslachl; no one has been greoter then John,
yet "he who is least in the Xingdom of God ig grester than he."

The difficult saying beginning. vTthe law and the nprophets
were until John" is found in Mt 7312 and Lk 16316, but =s the
forms of it are different, at least one of the evangelists hasg
elterea the saying es it was din Q. ,

 The contrariness of those who condemned John'e asceticism
and yet oslled Jesus & glutton and a drunkerd is the subject of
the Q paseage preserved in it 11:16-19 and Tk T:%1-35.

In Q we.thue-h&ve s considerable qﬁantity of materisl on
~ John the Baptist, emounting in all to approximetely 21 verses.

. WMerk's Goepel, like Q, begins with an account of John the
the Baptisi, bdut unlike Q, it contalns considerable narrative

meteriel. Both Matthew and Iuke depend on Ms rki's account and
often araW'upnn it.

Merk's opening mccount of John is brief, but packed with
information. John sppears in fulfliment of prophecy, presches
a beptiem of repentsnce in the wilderness, which stirects lerge
arowds who some to be baptized. John's dress and food are
described. The only account of his memsage is contained in
the words, "After me there comes one who is mightier then I,
the thong of whose sandels I am not worthy to stoop down and
untie. I heve bhaptized you with water. but he will baptize
you with holy spirit."

Mk 2:19-11 pives e brief eccount of how Jesus come to Jon

end was baptiged by him.  But then, after mentioning that 1t
was "after John was arrested® (Wk 1:14) thet Jesus begen to
preach, Mk's chief concern is with Jesus.

In Mk 2318 £. there is en account of how the people asked
Jesus why, when Jdohn's disedples and the disciples of the
Phorisees taated, his disciples. did not.
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Thereafier John 1ls forxgotten until the mention in 6314-16
that Herod thought Jesus wes John roised from the dead causas
Mk to tell the story of how John was srrested and met hile
death.  There follows in Mk 6317-29, the story of how Herodias
daughter fdanced before Herod, snd, on being offered the grantin
of any reaquest, asked; at the prompting of her mother, for the
head of John the Bepiist. ' :

Prior to Petor's confepsion at (Caesares Pnilipph there is
another mention of the popular belief thet Jesus wag John the
Baptist come again (Mk 8127, 28.).

In ik 9311~1% the disciples gquestion Jesus about the

‘expactation of the return of Flijsh. Jesus saye Flijah hag

alrendy come "and they did +to him whatever they plessed."
Tvidently, he is referring to John.

Mnelly, in Mk 11:%0-33, in answer to the question about
euthority, Jesus ngks his quegtioners, "Wes the baptism of
John from heaven or from men?? They refuse to answer thie
question for they had not believed in Jobhn, though all the

- peonle had held him t0 be a real pProphet.

There i thus & total of 19 verees in Mark which refor to
John the Baptist. '

e)  Luke.

It is evident that the third Gospel, like Merk end Q,

originally begen with the nministry of John the Baptist, for Tk
331 £« has at one time served as the opening of the book.l Xs
it now stands, however, Tuke belongs to a later group of
Cnristisn writings whioh were interested in tracing metters
Pfurther back, especielly to the descent and birth of Jesus.
The infaney narrative of John (Iuke I) is & separate seotion,
with its-own'oompléx problems, snd it will be deslt with in
Part IIX. | |

From Chapter 3 onwards, Luke, 88 we now heve it, gives an

extensive macount of John, drawn mainly from Q and iark.

1. Streeter, "The Four Goapela", p 209.
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Liuke dates the appesrence of John and tells us that "he
word of god oame" to hium "in the wildprneas" whereupon he
aomuenced to premch (Lk 3%31~3); he quotes s 4013, as does
Merk, but edds to it Is 4034,5. (Lk 3:4-86).

Then comer an sccount of Jdohm's tesching. Tk 3:7 b =9
comes directly f£from Q, with Ta bheing an editorisl sddition.
Ik 3:110=-14 has no parallel elsewhere and is, therefore, usuelly
-~ asalgned to Inke's specisl source, L, whether a written or sn
- oral collections It ls concelvable that this section belonged
to @, and that atthew falled to reproduce it, since Tuke's
speclial source appesrs to have presexrved little or no material
concerning John. Tk 3:10~14 follows on naturally from the Q
panspge preceding it, Ik 3:i17~9. That this wes so is, however,
quite incapable of proof, and it is best to regard the seotlon
aa goming from Luke's speolal source.

Ik 3315, an edltoriel verse, mentions that "all men
questioned in thelxy hearts, concerning John whether perhaps he
were the Christ.". For the rest of the tesching section, Lk
Z3l6a follows Mk, and Lk 3:16b, X7 follows Q. Tk 3118 1is.
editorial; 4in it John is represented as presching the good
news to the people.

Iuke does not glive & full account of Johnt's imprisonment
and death as Mark does, but he introduces at Lk 3:19,20, e note
to the efiect that Johnm, ror having criticized Herod's marrisge,
war dunprisoned. .

Ik repeats the question about fasting which is found in W
(Lk 5:3%; Nk 2:118.)

. dohn's question to Jesus, and Jesus' words about John are
found in Tk T:118-%5, this section being based euntirely on @,
with spome editorial additions. Thus in Lk 7:18 John's
digoiples have been reporting 4o him what Jesus has been doldng;
7:20 expands the narrative further, and 7121 mentions some of
JdJesus! mirnclen as a preparetion for Jesus' reply; '7:29,3%0
telln us that "the people and the tax-gatherers® had been baps
tized by John, while the FTharisees and soribes had not.

fhe £irst mentlon of John's death comes in Ik 9:7-9, the
pasgage where Jesus is said 4o be John rigen from the dead. = Ik

draws on Mg here, but alters the sense somewhat, refreining from
meking Herod himself actually say that Jesus must be John. Lk
followg 1k In dhe agcount of Peter's confesslon where this
bellef 1s mgain mentioned (Tk 9:19).
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In Tk 1131 the request of Jesus'! discdples thet he should
teanh them t0 pray "as John tsught hls disciples" occurs.
Thie verse has no parallel elsewhere.

Tk 16416 is A 0 seying (sece ebove, p 6. ).

Finally, epaxt from slight editorial alterationa, Lk 203
1-8, the question asbout authority, follows the Marken account.

Luke thus has a totel of 51 verses which direotly concern
John the Baptist: If Ik 3:1~% and 1lil be rvegerded ss
editorial, then Ik 3310~1l4 1is the only passage where Inke draws
from & source other then Nark or Q (unless, as suggested sbove,
1t does in faot come from Q.)

d) Notthew.

-

Iike Iuke, Metthew drews upon Q and upon Mark in his
aocounts of John.  Chepters I and 2 ave'occupied with the
genealogy and birth of Jesus,,ao'that Matthewts aocount of the
Baptist begins at Chapter 3. '

Mt 3116 follows Mk falrly olosely except that he re-
arranges the materisl a llittle and sdds one verse as o sunmary
of Johin's mesgage = "Repent for the Kingdom of heaven in at
hand®. (Mt 3:12),

| 'In his scoount of John's tesching lt drawe on Q (Mt 3: 732

The story oi the bapiism is teaken from Mk dbut is prefaced by
two verses (Wt 3:14,15), which seek 10 meet the difficulty of
understanding why Jesus should submit to a baptism of repentenc
end which are clearly secondary.

Mt 4312 coples Nk 1:1l4 in placing the astart of Jesus?
ministry after dohn's imprisonment.

Mt 9114, thewqueation ehout fasting, follows k.

Mt 1132-19 reproduces the Q POBIRLES On John's question to
Jesus, end Jesus' gayings sbout John. IMi's verslon of the .

diffioult saying sboul the law snd the prophets being until Johr
is found here (Mt 11:12,13); Ik hes it in a different context
(Ik 16X%6). Mt slso inserta here two varses - "and if you are
willing to nocept it, he is Wlijeh who is to come. He who hue
ears to hear, let him hanr * (Mb. 113514,15),
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Mt follaws lik*s ehronology in not relating John's death until
ne has opgoaslon to yelate the fact that Herod thought Jesus
wes John risen ag&in._ Mt 1411,2 repeats Mk's story of the
beheading of John. Mt canﬂenses the asccount cansiderebly,
uedng just aver half the number of words employed by Mk. ~In -
v 5, he adds that Herod feared the people who held John to be a
prophet. _ , _

Mt 16114 (Peterta Confeanion) repvesta Ik $128,

¥t 17$10~12 follows Mk 93111~-13, the dlsciples' question
aebout Elijah. But Nt adds the explanatory comment (v. 13) =
"?hen the disciples underﬁtocﬁ that he wag ppeaking 10 them of
Jobn the Beptist.® .

~ Mt 2112%-27 repeats Nk 11:27—33, the- question abaut
suthority.

To the Parshle of the Two Sons (It 21:28-31), Mt appends

a saying, "¥or John came 4o you in the way of righteousness,
and you did not believe him, but the tax collectors and the
harlots bellieved him, end even when you saw it, you 4id not
eftervord vepent end believe him." (It 21132).° This hes
similarities with Dk 7:29,30but it is an independent eaying,
probably from s special Mﬂtt éan source, though of course it
could be & ( seying which Ik bhas omitted.

~ Thus 1t can be seén thet while Matthew has 59 verses
concerning John, with the exception of Mt 21132 he has no
sources &part'rxom Mark aﬁd-q;l only 7 verses arve peculiar to
nim, and of tnese. 6 can be ettributed to editorisl alterations

e) mhe Eourth Gaspel,

The Faurth Gnapel stands apart from the fLiret three. It
has & peredoxicel character, for it bas maeht less interesd in
historicsl accursey as such and more interesi in theologlcsl
oonaiderations then the Synoptics, yet at the same time its
- suthor h&d-&pe&ss to independent, trustworthy end very early
pources, unknown to the Synoptics. This ile sdmirsbly illuss
strated by ite references to John the Baptist.

| The Fourih (Gospel nay be regarded ag a further stege in
egrly'Ghristianlliterature. in which the interest does not begi

with John's ministry,
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nor even with Jesus! descent and dbirth, but with Jesus' pre-
‘existence. After the Prologue, however, the narrative proper
commeonces with the RBaptist.

The Prologue to the Gospel is twice intervurted (Jn 1
6=8, 1115) by refersences to John. These verses seem ewkward
end interrupt the rhythmlesl) socheme of the Prologue, which
reads naturally without them.l They stress the inferiority
of John, who came not as the Lighit, but only to besy witness
to the Light, and who acknowledged that Jesus ronked before him,
They are thus to be regnrded as an interpolation by an editor ox
redactor, o

 In the‘narrativé aonaerning John which commences after the
Prologue at Jn 1319 ., the various events are related as having
oocurred on successive days.

On the firet doy (Jn 1319-28) & deputation of priests and
Tevites from Jerussalem come and guestion John, who dénies that
ne is either the Christ, Elijah (contrest the Synoptic view) or
"{he prophet®; he quotes Is 4013 to then (none of the Synoptice
puts the Isalah quotatlion in Johnts own mouth as the Fourth
Gogpeld does here.) = John mays ~ "I beptize with water; bdut
anong you stands one whom you do not know, even he who comes
after me, the thong of whose sandal I sm not worthy to untie."
These two verses are sinilar to, and probably imply knowledge of
the Synoptic account (Mk 137,83 Ik 3:lée: Mt 3:111)., Verse 28
glves the location of this incident &g YBethany beyond Jerdan,
where dJohn wes beptising.®

On the pecond day (Jn 1129-34), John sees Jesus approaching
end heils hin as "the Lamb of God, who tckes awey the ain of the
world." - The Pourth Gospel has no Barrative -of the baptism of
Jesuas  the nearest approach is this passage where John relates
how he sow the spirit desvending on Jesug and was divinely
paoured that this wae he who would baptize with the Holy Spirit.
tand I have seen snd have borne witness that this 1s the Son of
God", he ooncludes (Jn 1:%4). '

,The third day (Jn 1135-40) provides us with invslumble
information, including the fact thet some of the dilsciples of
Jesus were originally digeiples of John. Two such men, one of
- them being nemed as Andrew, lesve John, and follow Jesus with
whtom they go end stay. . Andrew finds his brother, Simon Peter
snd bringe him to Jesus alaeo.

Atter this, the narrative is concemed with Jesus who, on
the next day goes to¢ the wedding &t (ens. Thereafter he goes

1. COFf. G.H.C.Meegregor, "John", p 9.
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t0 Qapernmum "for o few days® (Jn 2:12). The next verse .
relates how, as "the Passover of the Jews was at hand, Jesus
went up to Jerusalem.” After thig Jerusslem visit, "Jesus
end his disciples went into the land of Judaen® (Jn %:122). At
this point the Pouxth Gospel reaocunts parellel ministries of.
John end Jesus, for while Jesus snd his disciples bapiize. in
Judees, John also baptizes at Aenon neer Seplim (Jn 3:23), for hi
- had not yet been put in prison. This last remark {(Jn3:24)
looks very like s oorrection of the Synoptic account whioh
impliea thmt there was no overlap. -

: The following passoage (dn 3:125=-%0) agaln deals with John's
reletion to Jesus. The introduciory verse "Now a discussion
aroge between John's dimedples and & Jew over purifying" -~ does
not connect very essily with what follows. dJohn's disciples
gomplain that Jesus is baptizing and attracting a great follow:
tings but John repests his assertion of the superviority of
dJegug, couparing thelr relstlon to thet of bridegroom snd frien
of the bridegroom, end eonaluding with the saying, “He muat
inorease, but I must decrease.?

an 3331~36 ie not, as some have cupposed (and as a reading
of the A,V. would suggest) a continuatlon of the words of John.
There has been dielooation of the text, and?3:%l does not econtinm
the previous verse, but follows on from %:21 aoeoraang to some
soholars. or more likely from Fi1l3%. -

- dn 43l mentiona the Bapti&t ~ "Now ‘wheh the Lord knew
that the Pharlsees had heard thet Jesus was neking and beptisning
more dlsosivles than Johin {(although Jesus himself did not bep:
stlze, but only his disciples), he left Judaen, and departed
apain 10 Galilee,.t

There is no acgount in the Fourth Gospel of the desth of
John, but there are two later references that look back to him.
In dn 5133~35, Jesus, in gpesking 1o the Jews, remindes them,
"You sent to John, and he has born witness to the truthn, Joht
was "a burning and shining lewp, and you were willing to rejoies
for a while in his light“ bum he is inferior to Jesue.

Pinally, in Jn 10:40*41, 1t is seid thet Jesus went to the
place across the Jordan where John at first bepticed. There he
attracted meny people, who said, "John did no sign, but everys
sthing that John sald sbont this man was frue."

The Pourth gGospel thus has 42 verses dealing with John.
One or two mey be based on the Synoptic account, but the large

le SGQ GeHaCoe H&Ogregor' “JOhﬁ", P T



mejority consist of meterisl found noﬁhere-else.l | -[3]

T

.,. f)  J Apta.-
While the book o£ Aeta conteing no direct narrative of the

1ife of d ehn the Baptiat, 1t does mention him on several '
aecasions. ' o

. Pirstly, John figures in accounts of early Cnristien
preaching. In Acts 10337 Peter talke of "the word which was
proclaimed throughout all Judses, beginning from Galilee after
the baptism which John preached.eesse® In Acts 13:324,25,
Peul, speaking of Jesus says thaet, *before his coming John had
preached a baptism . of repentance to 8ll the people of Israel.
And- as John was finiahing hils course he gaid, 'Whet do men
suppose thet I am? I anm nbt he. Ko, but after me one is’
coming, the sendels. of whose feet I am not worthy 4o untietv,
This saying is also.found in the Synoptics and Johne - In Acte
1222, when Judas! plaee ig %o be £illed, the new apogtle hag to
be, "one of those nen who have sccompenied us during ell the tim
“that the DLord dJesus went inisnd out among us. beginning from

i

the baptiam of Jghn..a..." E_e
. - Nedt, Acts. twice quates e saying of Jesus about John. In
‘A ts 115, Jesusg, at his Ascension. -gays, "John baptized with
w&ter but you shall be baptized with the Holy Spirit.n Thig 1
Yery sinilser to the Baying found in all three Synoptios (Mk Ysg
Tic 33163 Mt 3311), where it is apoken by John' here, however,
1it ia- attribuﬁed 'fieauﬂ. S e _ | |

S Finally, there are two referenoes in Aets 21s} perﬁona who
had been baptized “into John's baptism.® Jn-Acts 18:24 £es
we. are introduced to Apollos, who ﬂtaught aceurately the things
- goncerning Jesus, thaugh he knew .only the baptism of John." In
- Acta 1931 £, there.is the story of how Paul discovered at
‘Ephesus gome people: who believed, yet who had not heard of the
Holy Spirit as they. had only been bapitized with John's baptism.
These people were baptized by P&ul and recemved the Holy

' Spirit. '

Acts thus givea uﬁ 15.verses or information on John the
Baptist, from the viewpoint of the early Church, of which only
el verses depend directly on the Synoptics.:' A

g) mhe Trustwortnineaa of tha New Testament Fvidence

H&ving aurvayed the New Teatament referenaes to dohn, we

maet now asgk how trustworthy they are.and how far we can rely o




nt

: I
them in racdnatruating' the life and winistry of John. =

The reliability  of much of the materiel has been called in
quogtion especlnlly by the form»oritiaal sohool, The more
extreme views of this sehool esnnot be aocepted, but these
acholers heve nonetheless an important contribuﬁion to uake
towsrds the study of- John. ' |

While the form eritios have been successful in clessifying
varioun typee af aayings and storiee. they haeve had leagt
succees in aemling with a%zaightfcrward narrative materialq
The nerzetive of John and his baptiamal aotivity, for example,
‘really defies the form critic. Such materinl is ealled by
pibelius "mythen“. anﬁ by Bultmeann "Geaohichtserzq;ung und
Legende", by which he neans traditional narrative meterial, not
praperly to Be olaaqed 28 mir&ole stories, which.heve o
religioualy edifying rather than. a- hiatorical onaraater.2 - But
these critios!. treatment of “myths" or "legends“ does not surely
-stem from theixr formrcriticism, sinoe the ae%ual form of the
narrative 15 able to tell us vexy little, their acepiiaismdip
1mported £rom elaewhere. : similarly. in their treatment of
other pass&ges, the . form oritles leex toe heavily on unproved
aasertiona. . Where an 01d meatament text is Iinked with a
shory, it tends to be assumed thet the atary has been 1nvented
by the commhnity to rit the text.-. mhus Bultmann approves K.D.
Sohmidt's view that "1n the wildernesw" in Mk li14 is & secondary
9-ﬂddition,3 ~the cenceptian of John as 8 "desertunreacher"
depends .on the- christian view which saw in Is 40s 3 a propheey
of the forerunner of Jesus.  Again, . Bultmann disnieses John'a

propheay of the Mbssiah aa the bparer of the Spirit, on the

2. Bultmann, ”Gesohiohte der synoptisoheﬁ mradition", ? 150,

| 3» One 0lte, P 151»

“Ta Cfe V. Taylor, ®The Formation of the Gospel Tradition"
bR 29"32a
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very doubtful grounds thet the view of baptlism as the sacrament
which beatcwazthe;spirit la specificelly Hellenis%ic.l

Form eritieism is of greest velue, however, in ite stress
ot the Sitz in Leben of the primitive oral formp. The
trodition was passed on by the Onristian ooumunity, and there:
store the. seleation, adaptation and preservation of the isolete
gtorles and sayings depended on the life end activities of the
gommunity. On the whole, thisAis noe resson to dishelieve the
historiosl accuracy of the material which has been preserved,
yet in the case of John the Baptist especially, there arve
grounds for holding that the early Ohristlan community was fer
from unbiessed in its atiitude. |

The reasons for holding this are as follows.

1. [The New Tesiement materisl 1is inconsistent and bears
trsces of development. In the Synoptias, John is regerded as

the returning Flijah « whereas thls ie denied in the Founth

gospel (In 1321).  In the Synoptics, John does not hall Jesus
ge the Measiahs. whereag, in the Fourth Goepel, John hails
Jesus o the Iemb of God, the Son of God and the bestower of
the Holy 8p ixit. ' In the Synoptics, John and Jesus pome
into contact only at the time of Jesuy' baptism, wheress the
Pourth Gospel knows of @ perilod of contact; the Synoptios
state that Jesus begen his ministry after Jom's srrest, while
this ie speoifically denied in the Yourth Gospel (dn 32:24. )

2« The excessive stress on the subordination of dohn givesn
rige %o suspicion.  According to the New Testament, John's
sole importence 1s as the forexunuer of Jesus. But the fact
thet John continued his independent winistry efter the baptism

of Jesus, and the fact that whea in priaon'he appears not yet

1. Gpp Gits, P 151-

2. See Part VI, pp 209-2{6.

%s  See Paxt VIII, pp 239,240
4 See Part VIII, pp 1#&8-253.
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to have declded whether Jesus wes the Messish or not (Matt 1l
1f«3 Tk 7:18f.) sugpgest differently. ALl the exesmples oﬁ
inconsigtencles given sbove ean best be explained ss being due
to alterations designed to minimize the impartanbe of John.
- %hls trend ie easpecially seen in the Fourth Gospél where, for
exemple, the Prologue is interrupted to stress John's inferiors
sity, 2nd where he is the one who must decremse while Jesus
increnses {(Jn 3:30). All this seems to do less than juatioe
to John as an 1ndependenm religious figure.
Je There is a susploion at some points that John'e nesgage
hgs been “Christiendued.n Iuke concludes him mccount of
Johnts message by eaying, "Sb theu, with meny other exortetions
he_preaehed the Gospel to the paonle" (80qy¥8)¢§¢?@ oV §MX@V
~ Tk %418). Here John seems to be regarded as the firet
Uhristian prescher. - Suapicion has slso been cast for this
reason on matthew's sumnary of John's meeaage, "Repent for the
Kingdon of Heavan is at hand® (Matt 3:2) , and on the descrip:
ttion of John's baptism as "a baptism of repentence for the
forgivaness of sins" (Mk 114 and parallels). These last two
references are, however,’open to question.

- Thege tendencies are readily understood when we realize
- that during the period of the formetion of the New Testament
there was a gontinuing bapiist seot, wede up of disciples of
John who had not gone over to the (hristian Churxch. The
evidence for +this is smple and convincing, and is dealt with
in -detail in Pert XI. When we remember how this sect must
heve viewed John, and how they put forward cevtain oleinms for
him, then we con eppreciste why the New Testament naterdal has
been adepted to meet this situation. '

Along with these tendencies to alter and sdapt the

1..-sée Hawlinson, "St. HMark®, Vestninster Commentery, ppl3,1l4.
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traditional ﬁaterial._we must also note that there are reann;7/
for holding that much of the New Testament evidence is suthenti

%) Eyewitnesses of the eveunte in which John figures nusd
neve survived into the period when the first documents were
producéd. There is no reason to doubt the evidence of the
Fourth Gospel which indicetes that several of Jesus? disciples
were originally followers of the Baptiet (Jn 1335%.). It is
slgrilficent thet one of the quelifications of an apostle was
that he should be "one of the men who heve socompanied us
during ell the time thet the Lord Jesus went in end out smong
us, beginning from the baptiem of Johne...." (Acts ;1221.

2) The very tendency to minimize the'figura of John in
the early Church lends welght to those pmssages which rive a
high eatimnte of dJohn. - Even Bultmsnn iegaxds ag authentie
Jdesus' worde about John preserved in @, end found in Mett 1L37-
1le, 16-19; the Marcen passage 11:27-30 (the question about
authority); and also the saying in Nett 21:32.

3)  Even where the evidence is gontradioctory, it is
usually possible to mee whare end why the alteration has been
mede.. Thus the original form of the material can be determine
and oen be accepted as historicel. |

4) HMany fagtusl detalls are recorded in the New Testemen
which could not be interpreted eithér as favouring the Baptist
or as being part of a polemio diredted sgeinst him. The Acts
references to the fsmet that the Christian movement begen during
John's ministry, the fact that John baptlized, ithe fmot that thi
baptism was usually'in the dordean, the geogr&ph&cal referencea
in the Fourth Goqpal to Aenon near Salim end Bethany beyond
Jorden, the dlet of the Baptist -~ in all such cases it is most
reasonable to suppose that these faots are relsted for the
sluaple wveason th&t.they are true. The stofy of the death of
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the Baptist also (Mk 6117~29, Nt 14:3~12), while many details

mey he gquestioned, aantains the sinple tact that John was put
de death by Herod, & fact in which the New Testament writers he,
no doguetic or apologetic interest.

5) There is some.evidence of underlying Semitic sources
in mudh,éf the materleal with which we are‘éoneerned, thdugh the
woxk of Dalm&n.umgrrey, Burney and Black cannot bs saild to have
provided oonaluaivehevidenaea; Retreanslation pfoﬁi@es
wordplsys between‘"ahilaren" end "atones® in Lk Ssei(mgktaS:B).
and also between "fleet ( ¢vg$£v — DY ) in Tk 317 (Matt 317
and "root" ( Ad&a —~ “IPH ) in Ik 319 (Matt 3110).
Paralleliem and Semitic grammatlieal eonatructicns oen be found
also, the best authenticated examples being confined to the

aylngs of John.é - Burney eapeoi&lly hes argued strongly
for en Apameic source behind the Fourth Gospel,3 and there are
aertainly ‘maeny exﬁmplea of Hemltieme in the Fourth Gompel's
peapages on John._ This whole argument from Semitisms hes tb
be used with great caution. however, and must be taken along
with other arguments for or sgainat a pessapge's auxhenticity.
In the Fourth Gospel eapediﬁlly,'pceéible-semitisms are not
suffleient to“ﬁ@hald_certain*pasaggea where the writer hae
alearly been-influenaed'by theologlanl motives.

| . Prom these oonsiderstions it would sppeex thadg i1y our
noat reliable_saurce. It 1e probably the earliest, and it
contains the grentest proportion of material-oonoeéningAJahn.
It bas the highest estimate of John, and bears no slgn of
”Ghristianizing",his mesgsage.  The elearestfevidence of
semitisms comes from the éayinge.. In § there is no suggess
stion et o1l thet John hailed Jesus ss the Messish, and

¥.  The most reocent contribution to this questlon ie 1, Bleck's
scholarly and objective work, "An Aramalce Approach to the
Gospels end Acts® (1946); Bleck is much more osutious than
hig predecessors in this field. ‘

2 See Black, oD. olte, 7 200,

3« "The Aramaie Grzgin oL the Pourth Goepel®, 1922.
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therefore no qontraﬁiotion with the incident of Johnts qnestiin
from prison, which ig 8 @ pgesage.l B

John's question from pfison is e very important pessege.
(Mett 11$2-6, Lk 7118-23), end 1s discussed in Part VIII, pp

236€, 263 . The fact that it is a @ pesssge ie in favour
of itas authenticity. John‘s'questinn, tare you the Comlng
One?" im .an mcouraste reflection of his Messienla expeotationa.a
Jesus' refusal to give a diresct answer to John's question bears
all the merks of authenileity; John is left to mske the leap
of faith. Above 8ll, since it is thie pasesge which hes
caused so much trouble by its apparent contradiction of the mor
general New Testament view of the relation between John and
Jesusg, it i imposeible to imagiﬁe such & passage being invens
1ted by the eexrly Qhurch. For these reasons we eccept it es
genuine, end en importent plece of evidence.

¥ark hes slightly less to tell us, but preserves & number
of factusl deteils of great velue, and on the whole is a fairly
unbiassed work as far es John is concerned.

Matthew and Inke have very litile indevendent informetion,
apart from what they draw from Merk and Q, and in their fairly
frequent editorial verses, they display the interssts of the
early Church,

The Fourih Gospel is = paradex. To some extent it is mueo
the most bimssed, end does not hesitete 4o anlter the faots to o
considerable extent in order to minimlze the importance of Jahg
Yet &t the seme time, in Chapters 1 -~ 4, 1t elearly draws upon
o source quite unknown to the Synoptios, which obviocusly, as
fastual details snd mentlon of geographical locations clearly
show, preserves outhentic early tradition. | |

1. " Sec ;fuz'hher ?&rt VIII, pp 23‘H’
2, @f. Part IV, pp logf
3. (f. Part XI, pp 298-300.



. As__The Greck Text.

The only mention'of.thnithe Baptist In the ordinery Greek
text of Jmsebhus is found in "The Antiquities of ithe Jews",
XYIIL, 5, 2. ~After relating how the srumy of Hexod éntipaa was
defeated by that of Aretas, Jogsephus shys,

tSome of the Jews believed that Herod's ariny wes
destroyed by God, God punishing hinm very justly for ™
John called the Bapilet, whom Herod had put 4o desih.
Por Jobhn wes & plous man, and he was bldding the Jews
who praciiced virtue end exercised righieousness towasrd
gach other sand plety towerd God, to come {together for
beptism. For thus, it soemned ﬁo nim, would baptismel
ablution he acceptable, 1f 1t were used not to bheg off
from gina committed, dbut for the purificsntion of the
body when the soul had previously been cleansed by
righteoua conduets And when everyboedy turned to
John « for they were profoundly stirred by what he eaid
Herod feared that Johnt's so extensive influence over
the people might lead to an uprdsing (Lfor the people
geoemed likely to do everything he might counsel). He
thought 1t much better, undexr the eolrcoumatences, to get
John out of the way in advance, before any insurrection
mlght develop, than for himgelf to get into trouble and
be sorry not to hove soted; once an insurrection had
begun. 8o begouse of Herod's suspiclon, John wes sen
es 8 prisoner to Machaerus, the foritrems alreandy meny
stioned, and there put to deaths Bubt the Jews believed
that the destruatlion whieh overtook the army cnme as &
puniashment for Herod, God wilshing to do him harm.® 1

Thia passage was for long accepted asg being euthentio,
but in modern times it has been questioned~2 Sohuirer held
that 1t must be regarded with susplolon. Boot writers are
willing to aamit that Jasephua¢aia write acmething,about dohn,

1; mranalatien by He Ste John Thackeray, in Loeb Classiial
" Iibrerye. For a odliiloanl edition of the Greek text, ses
Bs Nieme, "Plavil losephi Opersa®, Vol IV, Berlin,l890.

2. It has not,however,been guestioned so vigorously as the

' pasgage in the "Antiquitiea"™ concerning Jesusi 1V should
be clear that the Jesus passepe is of very doubtful suther
tticity and stands on & quite different footing from this
passage on John.

D0
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but several hold that the text as we now have it besrs the
marks of Christian 1nterpqxations.l

But there is good resgon to belleve that the text is
authentic. :

1. JInternal evidenge. The style and vocabulary are
those of Josephus,'and it is generally acknowledged that there
is no reamon on thia'eeexé for stiributing the prasage to any
othey suthor.

A,H_QgﬁQ, External evidence. This too, is favoureble, for the
| paspege has beent quoted from early times. Origen refers to it
in "Contra Celsum®, I, 47 (c. 250 A.D.), seying that "Josephus
testifies in the 18th Hook of his Antlquities, that John wng th
Baptist; and thoet he promised purificstion to those that were
baptisad." | | _

The firet full quotation is found in Xuseblus, "Eoclesias:
1tical History", I, 11, 4~6 (os 330 A.D.) where Eusebius quotes
from the 18th Book of the Antiquities. The entire passage isg
glven. (Sée Nlese for the verients, none of them of any signi.
tficance.) , '

3o It the passage were an early Christlen interpolation
we would expect at lesst some refevence to dohn's lesslanie
preaching, and to his testimony to Jesus, these being mugh the
- most importent femtures of his ministry from the Chrktien point
of view. But es it stends the passage make%no mention of
these, nor le it even directly in line with the Gospels, asorib:
ting a quite different motive for Herod's execution of John.
Any sdveantage geined by such a forged testimony of Jgaephuh,
would be outwelgched by the spperent contrasdiction with the . .
Goapels. If it be oladuwed that the interxpolator deliberstely

1s  Bee Eisler, "The fesslah Jesus and John the Baptist", p 246
Goguel, "Jemn-Raptiste®, p l?.
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had the subtlety to weite suoh a teﬁtimony. neking it disapree
with the Goepelis, then 1t can only be said that this men had
the education and outlaok of & modern ariticzl

There thue geens to be no good reascn for rejeating the
text ag 8 whole. ' :

 Asm regarda Christian interpoiations in the passege,

a) ' It hms often been held thet Josephus would not osll Johin
"o good man” ( dyo{gav *Vépm ), end thet this must be a
Christlen addition. But as Josephus mekes out John to be a
teacher of virtue snd of piety, who desired thet mens' souls
should be purified by righteousnesa.‘thére is no reeson why he
gehould not h&vefcalled hiw a pood nen. Jasephus‘waﬁfalwaya
interested in showing tbat Judeism wes a highly morsl religion.
We way compare hie fevoursble mccounts of the Hesenes. |
b) . Similarly. the words "very justly" have been held to be en
addition. But the whole tone of the passage euggests that
Josephue shared the popular apin;on that John hed done nothing
warthy of death. ' - o
o) It has besn held that Josephus would not have called John
"the Bapilst® without further explaustion, snd that thie title
" has been borrowed from the Naﬁmeatament. But it-is difsioult
1o mee whnt further axplanmtion oould be glven other then the
aeaeripﬁion of John's baptizing activitiesn which follows: and
if the New Temtament evidence is wowth enything et ell, it is
slear thet “the Beptist® was » designatlon in widgspread nuae,
Bo that Joaaphua could enelly heve heeard of it._7'fﬁhe uge
of the different forms of "baptize® in the passage 1s slgnifiean
fLor, . a,part from the term ﬁmﬂ re.@'ﬂgg o Josphus" ugege is
quite 1ndependent of the Rew Testament.
I, “See Goguel, "Jean-Baptiste®, p 18.

2« See Abrahams, "S%udies in Phariaaism end the Gogpela®, I,
. P 33
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d) Eielerl Pinde meveral other Qhristien interpolations ang
alterstions, but none of them osn be regarded seriously. He
would restore part of the originel text ms Ffollown - "Roy wov
Herod killed him, = wild manl(with 8 shegey body and clothed
in enimel's hair, who inclted) the Jews {to libexrty mnd) bade
then practiee justice towards each other and pilety toward God,
and to band together through baptism.® Phis ds not textusl
oriticism but guesswork based on pre-~conceived ideas.

- There is one vapriant reading whioh deserves mentlon. Nies
rends %fﬁ*@% Ge BITL a‘r}\'gé‘cm'w v "they were greaily

pleesed® or "delighted.” . But the better reading is
?B’ /@Q’y‘ ol g‘fﬁ. ‘ﬁ*k a?eﬁ""mv, "they were greatly moved" or
troused®. The latter resding also mekee it eamier 1o

understand why Herod should intervene, Eislera rendexs

?i' £ 2 oy  wthey were roused (to revolt)" and thinks that
@alﬁs&\f ~1s a Christian "correotion”. This may be so,
or the varisnt may have arisen quite aucldentally through the
confuslon of two very slmilar words. :
We therefore mccept that this passege in the Antiquities
is £rom the pen of Josephus.

*Be_ The Sievonig Version.

The works of Josephus have undergone transleation into many
lenguages, snd so it was not surprising when the disovery of
the so-called flavonic version of the "Jewlsh War" was snnounce
in 1866 by A,N. Popov. This vereion is actuelly written inm a
dialect of Old Russilsn, and survives in a8 number of Rypssian
manuseripts of theIISth and 16th Centuries. = What wes surs
sprising wee the snnouncement by the discoverer that this
version contained hitherto unknown paseages on John the Boptist

T- ihe Wesslah Jesus end John the Bsptist®, pp 246-249,
2, “The Messish Jesus and John the Baptist®, pp 246, 247.
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and Jesus. Latey, Popov published the=text'o£ part of these
passages. o

Pew sehalars had access to the version, however, until in
1906 the Esthonien scholar, Alexander Berendts of Dorpat,
published a German transletion aof the passages releting to John
Jesus and the early Cburch. Berendts also prepared e Germen
translation of BobRS'I-IV of the Slavonic "War", -buf he dled in
1912, and the tranelation was eventually published by his |
colleague Konred Grags in 1924*1927. | ‘

It was Berendts who was the first to suggest that the
Slavonic version can be traced back to an originel, composed by
Josephus. We know from the Preface to the "War" that Josephus
first wrote en Aramaic version of this work, for he says thet
he propesed {0 "itranslale into the Greék tongue those books,
vhiech I formerly oomposed in the language of our own country,
and sent to the upper Barbarians. - Prom the next mection it
is evident that by these he meant ”thé'?arthiaﬁs and the Baby:
:lonians, and the remotest  Areblans, and those of our nation

beyond the Fuphrates, with the Adiabenl.” Berendts suggested
that the Stavonie version ie based on this Areamsic original
and thet the Slawonio "additione" were parts of the Arsmaio
original which were suppressed when the Greek translation was

made for s rather different public.

| Berendts and all. other scholars who have studied the bext
of. the 51avonic version are agreed on this point: that ihe
Siavonic version was ngde from 8 Greek oxiginal, for ithe trans:

slation is a clumsy and literal one and occaslonally actual
Greek words are carrlied over into the Slavonic. = But Berendis

held that this G:éek version wes in turn translated from the

" A+ Berendis and K. Grase, "Flevius Josephus vom Judischen
Kriege, Buch I-IV nach der slavischen Uebersetzung deutsch
herausgegeben und mit dem griechischem Text verglichen."
Dorpat, 1924~3927a
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Berenﬁta' view& faund little aupporti and were strongly
attacked by Sohirer. . In 1909, J. Yrey sdvanced the view that
though the John and Jesus papsages are interpolestions, they gen
be aseribed to e Jewish wrdter of the lote first Century. -
Hoennloke, on the othexr hand, held that they should be alaﬂsiﬂh
anlong with the New Testament Apoeryphe. In 1911, AsGpethals
puggeoted that the sdditional materisl was based on the Memoirs
of Hegesippus mentioned by Husedbius. In 1924, G.R. 5 Mead, in
his book, "The Gnostlc John the Baptizer®, held thet the
Sliavonie passages "are bhased on echoes of popular traditions
8till flosting sbout in the Jewigh environment 6f'0hristianity
in, say, the lest third of the first century®s .In the 1920s,
Robert Bisler revived and moﬁified Berendts’ thaory. His
views were expressed in various articles, and then in his book,
"Ihe Meseish Jesus end John the Baptist."® = He held that the
Greck book, "The Jewlsh War" was a veraion of an esrlier
ﬁraﬁgie work, "On the Oppture of Jerusalem” (Halosis), and that
g Greok verslon ofi the leiter woe translated into the Silavonio,
in Dithuanie, between 1250 end 1260 A0 Fisler's theory
wap widely oritioilsed by many aehml&ra.a Reaently. Bislex's
theorles have agaih recelved favourable notlce from s number of
writers, G.E Brendon, in his book,ﬁ"Tha #all of Jerusalem"
re~gtates Eisler's onpe in modified terms.. R, Dunkerley
("Reyond the_saspelaﬁ,'rellean, 1957) =mdmite the poasibility
of the sl@Vonié passeges preserving soune first gentury witnees

b

Lo ﬁhe Qrigimi_eerman work 1 "IHEZOYE BAZIANAEYZ OY
BASIAEYZAZE .« Dle messisnisolie Unabhéngigkeitabewegu

sng vom Auftreten Johannes des Taufers bis zum Untergang
Jacob deg Gerechten nsch der neuwerschlossenen Eroberung von
Jerugslem des Flavius Josephus und. den chrigtlichen Quellen
2 vole. Heldelberg, 1929~18%0. %he English translation,
from which all quotations are itsken, is "ihe iesslah Jesus
and John the Baptilst, esccording to Flaviue Joephus' recentl
rediscovered 'Capture of Jerusalem'® sand the other Jewlsh an
. Christien sources." Translﬁted by AeHeXrpappe. NMethuen,

. _Ironﬁ{)n. 193’14

2+ The best trestment of Eislar is "mhe Hiatcric Christ®, by
JeWs Jack. London, Jomes Olarke & Cos Ltdse 1933,
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to the\historioity of Jesus end to the start of the Christien
Churche. G.A. Williamson, in an Appendix to his translation ot
uhe Jewish Wort (The Penguin Gleasioa, 1959}, aupports
Eisler s views o

 An thlish translation of the ehmef Slavonio additions
will be found in an Appendix to Vol IIIF of Dr. Bis John Thaok:
sexray's translation of Joesephus, in the Loeb claaﬁical Library;
and another tranel&tion oan he found in J.M.Greed, Hervard
.mhoologiaal Review, Vol XXV, DD 303*314. The two nassages whic
mention John the Baptist are as follows (the tranalatxon is
thet of Qreed) -~ '

=) Inserted into “The Jewish. war," II, T»

Now nt that time there walked among the Jews a man in
wondrous garb. He had put the hair of beasts upon his body,
wherever it was not govered with nis own heir; and in counten:
sance he was like = wild man. He came to the Jews and enticed
them to Iiberty, sayings ngod has sent me 1o show you the way
of the law, whereby ye may be freed from meny mesiers.. - And

" there shall be nd morital ruling over you, save only the Highest

who has gent me ¥  And wh&n the people hesrd this they were
glad, and there went ailter him the whole of Judea which is
. gbout Jerusalem.  And he did nothing else ‘to them, pave that
‘he dipped them in the river Jordan and let then go, admonishing
“tHem to cense from evil workss And (he said that) there woul
he granted to them a king who would set them free and subjeot
~all who were not obedient, dut himself would be subject to no
one. gome mooked at his words; bdbut others put faith in hin.
And . when they had brought him to Archelaus, and the teachers of
the law were gathered together, they asked him who he was and
‘whexe he had been until then. And he answered and saids "I
sm o men, and hither the divine spirit has brought me; and I
feed on cene and roots snd wood shavings.® But when they
threatened to torture him if he did not desist from these word:
snd deeds, he speke nevertheless: "I{ is meet rether for you
to desist from your shameful works and to submmt to the Lord
your God." .

And gimon, an Essene by birth, g Boribe, arose in wrath
and spakes *We read the divine books every day, but thou, bu
now come -forth from the wood like & wild men, dost thou care 1y

teach ue and to seduce the multiﬁuﬁes with thy cursed specohe:
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And he rushed upon hiwm to rend his body.  But he spake in
reproach to thems "I will not disclose to you the mystery whick
is smong you, because you would ot have it (or, him).
Therefore has unapeakable misfortune come upon you, asnd through
your own doing.® And after he hod thus spoken; he went
forth to thatl region of Jordsn, and, since no man durst hindey
him. ne did whet he had done before.

b) Insertad into "The Jewish war,?'ll, 9.

. Philip, while he wes in his kingdom, sew s dresn, to wit
that on eagle plucked cut both his eyes. And he gslled togets
ther sll his wise men. And when esch interpreted the dreen
differently, thet men, whom we have before described ss wolking
sbout in the hair of bessts end ¢leansing the people in ‘the
waters of Jordan, ceme to him suddenly, without being eummoned.
And he pald: "Heer the word of the Lord. (Tuis 1s) the- dream
which theu hes seen. The engzle is thy venelity, for that
bird ie violent and rapmcious. And this sin will teke ayay
thine eyes, which are thy dominion and thy wife."  And when he
had thus spoken, Phililp expired before evening. And hisg kKing:
sdom weg glven to Agrippa, and his wife Herodias was taken by
his brother Herod. But for thls reason all who were learned
in the law abhorred him, dbut dared not aocuse him to his face,
Thet man sloneg, whom they oalled s wild wen, oesme to him in
wrath end seid: “iorasmuch as thou hes taken thy brother's wife,
thou evil mma, even as ihy brother-has dled s merciless death
a0 wilt thou too be out off by the heavenly slckle. For the
divine counsel will not stay, but it wll destroy thee through
evil afflictions in other londs) heesuse thou dogt not raise
up seed to thy brother, but gratifiest Tlesly luet and commit:
teat adultery, seeing that he hes left four children. ~ But
whén Herod heerd that he was wroth, and comuaended that they
should bheat him and drive him out. But he incesssntly sacecumed
Herod wherever he found hiw, until he (Herod). (at lnngth)
treated him with contumely, and ordered that he should be sleiu.

Now his menner of life wes mervellous and his life not
human .. oY 28 8 spirit without lesh so he continued. Hig
mouth kuew no bresd, nortven at pespover did he taste unleavene
bread, sayings "2Zn remembrance of God who redeemed the people

~ from bondsge is (the unlesvened bread) given to est, and for
~the £1ight, sinece the journey was in haste.®  But wine and

gbtrong drink he would not 9o much as allow ta be brought near
him, ond every beast he abhorred (for food); and every indues
ttice he rebuked; and wood-shevings served bim for bie needs.

We are not dlreetly concerned with the Jesue passages,
except in mo for oo they have & bearing on the suthenticity of
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of the ¢ 1avonin version LR Whole. g % will be nctea thet in
the above pesgapea Jghn the Baptist is not agtually nameﬂ,
_similarly in most of the Jesuu pagsages, Jesus ia raferred t0 8
"the wonder-worker". : _
| When compared to the ordinary Greek text of the "whr" the
Siavonic version is found to contein numerous varlants. Ag
well as edditions of which the John and Jesus passeages are the
nost outstanding examples, a ponelderchle number of PagSngen ar
omltted or abbreviated._ One cherecteristic of the version ip
that p&aaagea which appesyr in the Greek se indirect speech, are
put into direot spaeoh.l From the language and style of the
Slavonie verslon,: and from various glogpes ingerted by the
trunslator, it is generally agreed that the translation rmugt
heve been mede in the 12th ox 13%th (entur .2' ~ But regarding
the Greek work from which Yhe translation was made, diverse
opinions have been held regarding its nature and dete.

| Those who oleim that the S1avonic version goes bhack to an
Apamaio’ work, try to prove this by finding treces of & Ssmitile
\Qriginal.3 But aa we have geen, the Siavonle wag trans
solated from a Greck version and must therefore stand at two
removes from an Aramsic original. Nothing deunted, Pisler
gives n°1list of supposed misreadings of Semitio words (pp 17%2-
13%). Tpe only_Semitie word thet he oan find however ims
"meglawijem® which, he says, "is nothing but the Hebrew
‘meglebhejhent!*, mesaning "their whips."  But there was a word
,a.q.a«rytiz}m? Aeev dgurrent in lote Byzantine Greek mesning
tatrap" or #whip“, and this ls quite suffiolent to explein the
word in the Slavonio}4 It must be confessed that the . |
ettempte to find a Semitio ariginal,axe very far from convincin,

Le See Greed, I:{TR’ XXV, PR 2&4. 285«

2« Bee Creed, HIR, XXV, pp 291-303,

3. Fisler, "gho ﬁessiah Jasua and John the Baptist", pp

’ - A31-134.

4. Tor the ocontroversy over this word see Zeitlin, JQR, XX, D

ig. 12; Fialer, JORy XXI, pp 37,383 Zoltlin, JOR, XXI, P
l 020 :
5, fee Jaok, “fhe Historia Christ®, pp 50 £.



A8 regards the two pamssages dealing with John, Eislexr not only
postulates a Semitio originel, but clelms to detect two
gourcess “one evidentiy g biographioal sccount euposed by“gﬁg'
of John's discinles, the other & compiletion of prophetic dresms
and their interpredetion and speedy fulfilment, the lastter no
doubt of FEssene origin.”l Thie is pur%%anjecture, for

which he offers no evidence whatsoever. '

Moreover, there are good reasone for doubiing thnt the
additions could ever hsve gome from the hend of Josephus,

g) If Jomephus' originel Apamaic version dld contain thes:
remaykable sgeounts and did survive, 1t ie very strange thet no
-‘mention is mede of ‘them in any writer, Jewiﬁh'aréchriatiani and
especially that none of the Fathers meke use of them as teati;
smonies to the truth of the Gospel revord.

b) = There ere historical ervors in the additions whioh ere
inconeistent with suthorshlip by Josephus. Bege Herodlas' firsi
hueband is said t0 be Philip the MTetrarch (it is significant
thet the Gospels make the same mistnke): 4t is said that
Herodias' second merriesge took place after the desth of hexr
Lirst husbaﬂd;_’it is seid that st the desth of Philip his tet:
srarchy was given to Agrippe. . In each case the information
differs fLrom thaﬁ-gi?en in the suthentic works of 3gaephus.2

¢) There are chronologleal inconaistencies in the
pdditions, for they eay that John the Baptist appeared before
Arahélaua {who was depéeea in 6 AWDe)3 and thedr data concernir
Herodias and Pnilip means thet Johnbannot have been exeouted
untll after 33-34 A.Ds whed Philip died.  REisler sceepts this
fantestic chronology, but this can only befgqné by completely

discounting the evidence of the New Testement.

L. "The Meassish Jesus and John the Bﬁptiat", PR 226, 231.
2. 8ee further Goguel, "Jean-Beptiste", pp 26, 27.
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d) mhe» gravonie, version is very snii-Roman in tone, and
sontaing paseagea severely condemning the Romens (who are:®
referred to ag "ITialians® or "lstins®, terms never used by\’m
Joesphua). These pessages are in complete contradietion to th
attitude of Josephus, who aduiréd the Romsns, and who sought to
ingretiate himeelf with them.

e} In the Slavonie version the nmmes of the months eve
notngbén in the Hebrew form,‘bux only in the SHuyyo-limcedonian
form whlch would not have been understood by the Jews for whon
Josephus intended hie Apsmeic version. Fven if the Syro-.
Mpoedonian nsmee werd inserted by the trenslator from Arpamaic
into Greek, he wauld at lesast heve kept the Hebrew neme and
added the other one thus -~ "Nisen, which the Mecedonisns oall
Yanthicus:" This kind of double naming ie always used by
Josephues {the other way round of gourse) when he ‘is working
from Hebrew mources, but wriiing for Greek reaaers.a

Furthermore, there sre definite indicatlons that the greek
text underlying the Siavonic verslion wae o ocompilation from
yarious sources, made in the Byaantime periods

1. There are passsges in it clearly dependent on the Hew
| Testonent, which could only come from the hend of a Christlen
writer, e.ge. the wordse in the passege on John the Baptist, "end
there went after him the whole of Judes which is sbout Jerueale
(oX. Bk 115, K&)B:E);; the yeference to the rending of the vell
of the Temple;' the referonce t0 Lazarus. whethér the
nasesagen depend directly on the New Yestament 18 not certaing
it mey be that the New Testsment maﬁerial-has been {rensmitted
via the works of some of the Church Fatherg,s Eisler, however

acknowledges these Christlan interpolations, but defends the

L+ See Jack, "The Himtorie Christ®, pp 50 £,

2+ BSee Zeitlin, JQR, XX, pp 3-5,;11,12: Eislexr, JQR, XXI, P
32~353 Zedtlin, JOR, XXI, pp 400,401,

%« Pee Jack, "The Historiec Chriet", » 104.
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rest of the text (i.e. the narts not obviously ﬁapenﬂing on the
Hew Tasﬁamant} as being part of an original by Josephus!.

2. The Mavonle version is wrelnted to the ordinaxy Greek
version of Josephus. A study of the Greek presumed by the
Siavonic showe thet it is often similar %o the ordinsry Greek
veraibn of Josephus and especlally to one brach of manueeripts
(LVRC).  These menuscripts form one of two mein textual
traditions and are held by Niese to be generslly inferior to
the other group, PACK) o Further, elthough the compiler of the
Stavonic version mensges to keep hils version self-sonsistent
moet of the time in eplte of much mmterial being omitted, on
&t Yengt one occaesion he botrays the foot that he hes been
working from the Greek Josephus. Harcd, in a spaﬁeh, urgee'
his troops to battle with the Arabs to avenge the brutal murder
by the Avabs of the Jewlsh ambassad ore. The aeoaunt of thig
murder is found in the Greck Josephus but has been omitted by
the oompiler,™ A dependence on the Greek verslon thus
rules out en inﬁependent version based on en Arsmsic original,

%« The Slavonia versian hﬁs many similerities to the
Hegesippus and the Josippon. - The Hegesippus is & Pairly
free Imtin translation Qf the Greek Jasephug, sbounding in
Fhristian intezpolatione, which was composed in the 4%h Century
AeDe The dosippon ie a Hebrew version of Jomephus, with
Jewish interpoletions; i1t i usuelly esoribed to the 9th Cent.,
but in its original form it may be e&rlier.g' -~ Qertein’
PEsnALes fdﬁnﬂ in the Greek Josephug {(e.g. i&e account of the
risging of MGnahem, the aon of Judes of Galilee; the seation of
King Agrippats speech referring to the Parthisns) ave omitted

2

fron the Hegeaippus and from the Joaipgon end from the Slavonic.
These versions also sgree ggpingt the Greek Josepvhus at certein
points.  H.g. the Oreek Josephus eays that Herod arrested

Le fee (Creed, H@R, XXV, » - 283, :
2. $ee further, Creed, nmm. xx&. po. 2as~ago.
-3¢ Bes Zeitlin, JQR. XK. p 338,
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John beesuse he fegred John's infiuence over the peoplej  the
Hagesipgua; Josippon and Slavonio (following the New Testenent)
pay. thei the Yemson wes John's denunaletion of Herod's adultery.
fgain, the Josippon end the flavonlo give & different versidn' ol
the demth of Herod's brother Ppaseel than thet found in the
Gmaék-Jaﬁepnué- | ‘T4 soems. clear thet the compiler of the
Greék underlying the Slavonic knew the Hegesippus snd perhaps:
also the stippona .

4. The flevonic version draws on various Cburch Fathers.
Zeltlin finds p&fallela in Justidn, Origen snd Fyséblius, and
espeeially in Julius: Afrieanua.l :

5.  Use has also been made of the Shrdstlen Apocrypha,
ouge the Acts of Pilste (Gospel of Nicodemus.)>

hus it heoones olesy thet . not only wag there no Semitio
oviginel underlying the Greek text. from which the Biavonlc was
tranaleted, but that the (reek text was compiled from the
ordinnry Greek dJosephus and from & vnriety of sources, most of
ihem Christian.  The presence of Byzentine Oreek words, such
ag "Frenki®, "Ietins® and "Meglawijen" confirme thet this.
compilation was made in the Bysantine period. The suthor of
the additlions was alearly a Chrisiian, for when placed iogether
ﬁﬁe'iﬁterpolatichs are=seen 1o wmake up a connested series'whiah
testlfly tnf&l;-ihe.chief events of the New Testament.a

Suech a]compilatién need osoasion no surprise; an anslogy
1g te be found in the Hegesippus which is full of Ohristian
interpolations. '_In +he Hegesippus, however, no attempt i
maae to pass off the interpolations sa the work of Jomephus.
But the dompiler of the work;unagrlying tnegslaveniafversion
von probébly wrdting Lo a’ﬁéopié;Who‘haﬁAnot resd Josephus at
ell before. It must not be thought that he was a Lorger.

T. Bee d0ORe XKy DD 24,295,268 :

2 See Zeitlin. JQR. XJ(' P 18. 19,

%« Greed, HIR, XXV, pp 314, 315; dJack, "The Historie Christ*,
P 101, 102. ~
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He probebly believed that Jospphus must hove referred to John
and Jesus in the "Warv. The fact thet no reference was o be
found would, to his mind, probably be attributable %o s Jewimsh
censor. Therefore it was hle duty to resonstruct the gort of
thing that Josephus must have written.

The Slevonic version is thus of no value as an historical
sourde for the study of John the Beptigt. We 8re in sgreement
with Goguel who characterises 1t as "une fiction littéraire",l

e The Relinbility of Josephus.

The Greek text of "ntiquities”, XVIII, 5,2 io thus the
aﬂly genuine part of the woxks of dosaphus which refers to John
the Baptist dbut, while aceepting that'thislpaasage iz from the
nen of Joaephué.‘there'still remains the questlon of the res
s1iebility of his evidence. ' _; ‘

As g historisn, Josephus 1s suspect for meny r&acone.g
Nlese romarks that "he was assuredly no historien of the first
venk, no comscientious or unbisssed inguirer, secking truth
slone, but s writer whose supreme'objeetrwas to produce a“eerta
impfeaﬁion."ﬁ", He used eources vwhloh are almost entirely uni
tknown to us, so that we sennot oheck on how acocurate hig use
of them ise ~ Being borm im 37 A,D., he had no first-~hend
knowledge of the period with which we are here concerned, and

it is posgible that hne may elther have misunderstood oxr delibex
setely sltered the information which came down to him, whether
in wrltten or orsl foru. He was cepeble on ocaesion of great
exaggeration, and of swellowlng some incredibdble tales. 4 Above
all, he was clearly guiity both of dlstortliog and omitting muck
naterial in order to serve the two maln purposes of hias

Le . EJ Gﬁﬂ"’B&ptiﬁte“ 30-
2 Hor eatimates af tha velue of Josephus see (. Guignebert,
"The Jewlsh World in the Time of Jesus" pp 15-19; G.F.
Moore, "Judslasn®, Vol I, pp 208-~21C; B. Niese, esrticle,
. "Josephus" in ?RE, Vol VII. A3 569-579.
4o G.A. Williamson, "The Jewish Warm, p 14.
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%ritinga, nemely, to defend his own life end conduct (which at
times leit much Yo be deslred), and 1o defend the Jewlsh people
raising them in the estimation of the Romen world. ~ Thig
latter motive especially, led him to throw all the blame for
the Jewlsh revolt on & few fanstles, to play down Jewish hatred
of Rome, to omit all reference to the Messianle expectations
of the Jews, and to idealize certain aspects of Judeiem, re:
ipresenting the Pharisees, ﬁadduoeaé and ¥emsenes, for exemple,
as if they were (Gresk philosophical sects.

The passage in which John figures contalne no obvious
exaggerations or impossibilities, and of course Jpsephus had no
personal interest in the events related. It must come from a
gouvce of gome kind, but there is litile io0 indieate that the
gource was unreliable, though the mctual faots concerning John
are rather mesgre., Phe malin. grownds for doubting its trusts
sworthiness ave firstly, that it gives a favouxeble view of
John, regarding him as yet another exemple of Jewish piety snd
virtue. But surely this is itself is no evidence of untrust:
iworthiness. fecondly, Jdosephus portrays John as & plous
tescher of righ%eoﬁangsa but makes no mention whetsoever of any
Nessianle presching or eschatologicel reference; Here certein
sy bis bias im to be deteoted. |

We must therefore be cautious In our use of Josephus, but,
a9 G,A*williamsén says, "when he has no axe to grind and is not
indulgivng in patent exaggeretion he is an informetive and
veliable historisn.'l There are no grounds for donbiing mos
of what be does tell us, but we muct regerd it as a one-~pided
agcounts It is largely the truth, but by no mesns the whole
trutha.

le "The Jewish War®, pp 14, 1S8.
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3s.. BARLY OHRI STIAN WRITERS.
Outsiﬁe of the New Testement, surprisingly few early

ghristien writers mention John the Beptist. 5
dustin lartyr (o. 114~165 A.Da) sypues in his "Dialogue
wlth Tryphot that John was ﬁlijah.l Trypho had stated the
Jowleh view -~ "Ror we all expect that Chriet will be a man {(dom
of men, end that Elijeh when he comes will asnoint him,.®
dqustin quotes from Isalah, showing how the prophecles have bheen
fulfilled, but he oleasrly lme no sources epart from the 0id snd
New estomerts.

Tertullian (0+155-04222A41¢ ), in his "Treatise on Prayer', I,
statea thet "all Jobn's doings were laid ss groundwork for
gHiimt", and expresses the opinion that "the whole work of the
forerunner psssea over, together with his spirit itself, unto
the TLord. Tbeﬁefdre. after what form of words Jdohn tought
to prey is not extant, becsuse earihly things havs given place
to heavenly."

Hippolytus (c.lGOnESS AsDs) witnesses to a beldef in two
forerunners. John, the son of Zacharias, was the "forerunner
and herald of our Saviour®, dut a further coning of Eiljsh is
to be'expaated hefore the HSeocond Agveant. A sumnary of Jpohn'e
minietry, besed on the Biblical mcoount, is given, with the
Pollowlng addition - "He also first preached to those in Hades,
becoming a forerunner there when he was put to death by Herod,
that {there too he might intimate that the Seviour would descend
to rensom the souls of the galnts Lrom the hand of of daath."g

Orizen (c.l85w=c.254 A.D.) refers to the teaiimany of
Josephug in the 18th Book of his "Antigquities®. Joesphus,
tulthough not beliéving'in-aesus ng the Christ®, is an indepens
ident witneps to the truth of the Goapel acadunt.s

I, "hialopgne with Teypholy 49=51.
2. Mtrentige on Christ and Anti~Christv, 44-46,
3. tooutre Celaunm®. 47.




) - These writers are inieresting es refiegting the views o
the enrly ﬂhﬁrah on Johti, but they heve no lndependent hlstoris
toel troditions ebout the life of Johns
Jnhn fxgurea in severel spoeryphal worksie  The Gospel
- sovording Yo the Hpbrew& {possibly o. 120 A.ﬁ ) enlarges on the
aﬁory of Jesus going te be baptized by Jahn. Agcording to
ﬁ@iphanius,a the gocpel of the fhionites slso expanded the
socount of-Jesus'.baptism. It contalned this pessnge - "John
was'b&ptizing, and theré‘wanﬁ-aut unﬁd him Ph&riaeas'anﬁ were
beptized, and all Jeruselem: And Jobn had veiment of cemelts
heir end & leathern gixdle'abaux-hia loines; and his neat was
wild honey, whereof the tagte 1y the tusie of mannae, es a ceke
dipped 1n oil." - Epihaniuvg adde his own éomme@ﬁ'm tihat,
torsooth, they may rervert the word of truth into & lie, and
for locusts put & cake ddpped 1n haney. The Ebionites were
veget&ripnﬁ snd substituted Manke" ( Eysgaag ) for "locusim"
( mkga¢3 )- Bhe Gospel of NWicodmus  (Acts of Pilete),
which may dote £rou abagﬁ the 4th gentury, recounts Johnteg
preaching in Hades, %o prepare the way for Christ there.
John figures also in egeveral aprcryphsal infancy gospels.

- The Qﬁak-cf_ﬂamas {Protévangelium), which probably dates from
thﬂ-znd Gontury. enlarges on the star& of Jonn's infanoy.4
Other infoncy Goagals dopend. on the Bogk of Jdmns.s

: Finelly, therve are & merles of r@iwrenuaa, meinly to the
diseilples of ‘dohn, dn the ﬁlemantine Homilies eand Recognitions.

Theae,passagaa sre dealt with in Paxt KI,b

1 Quated in rRrh ?IIX, P 2 + See Jemes, "The Apooryphal
Rew Testenent”, p 6. The quotation comes from Jeronme,
_ "Qontra Pelngium", IXI, 2«
g_ﬁ "A{Uﬂinﬁt H@&‘Qﬂieﬂ" "{.ﬁ:x.' '
%. See Part VII, 1 224 '
4, See Jones,; "The Apocryphal Hew Testament“ P F8. .
5. On the qguestion of the Infency gospels see fuﬂther, Part
- IIXs pp 99.tco, '
6« Part Y{, P 300-306.
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In view of the clainms thet heve been made for it, the
literature of the Mandsesns must be exemined os a passible_
source for our study of John the Baptist. The Liandsesns atlll
" exist in Iraq at the present day,l end were filirst discovered by
Westerners in the 17th Cent. Though copies. of their smcred
'writiﬂgﬂ were brought back to Burope, little yrogress was made
until the publication of & Mendeean grammar by T, Noldeke, in
1875. The maln books were tronslated into German by Iil.
Lidgbarskl in the first querter of this aentury, and this
trensletion wes the basls of the theories of seversl scholars.
The most 1mpartaﬁt booke are the Book of Johnji The Qolagtae
(liturgioal.texfa); and the @inze ("treasure").

The Hendeeans were termed by the 17th Cent. missionaries,
"Christine of St. John". besause of the high regard in which
they held John the Baptiset, This is 2 most misleading desig:
snation, ae they are in fact sirongly anti-Jewish and enti~"
Christian. We are not concerned here with giving = fuilseurva
or'Mandaeiam,3 the sacred wrltings of which havd'been desoribved
es "an extreordinary farrsgo of theology, myth, fairy~tsle,
ethicel instruction, ritual ordinsnces, snd wﬁﬁt'pﬁr?ofts 10 be
history.“4 The system 1s Gnostlc in its;méin Teatures, and
basleally duslistic. There is a world of light ruled by "the
Great TLife", snd a world of derkness ruled by Ruhe d'Xudsha
(the Holy Spirit). This world end man were crected %hrougm th
egency of the Demiurge, Ptahll, man's body balanging to the
world of darkness, though his soul belongs to the realm of ligh

_THE NMANDAPAN LITERATURE.

1. An excelient description of the present day Mondeesns is
given in 3, 8.Drower, "The Mendeeans of Iveq end Irvan.”

2, "Des Johannesbuch der Mandder® (1915): ‘"Manddische Liters
tgien” (1920);  "Ginza, der Schitez, oder das grosse Buch

ey Mandiéen"{1925),

3. For sueh a gurvey see W, Brandt, erticle "Mandmesns", ERE,
VIII,Gpp 380-393. See also Thomes, "Le Mouvewent Bsptiste®
pp 186 f£. '

4. C.H. Dodd, "The Interpretsatlon of the Fourth Goepel®, p 115



| 28
The soul must pass upwerds through a series of "werds", end
thia it can only do 1f 4t has been Quly dreperxed. This .
preparation ean be aoeomplished only by the correct parfoxmanae
of the Handaean ritual, especlally of baptism.l and by gaining
the knowledge of the Mendaean myth..

- Thisg myth is a complex ohe, but concerns basioally the
desoent of o divine being, Manda d'Hayye { yvlei wig Eong )
He overcomes the powers of daxkness and returns safely to the
realm of light, thus enebling the soul %o escend in similar
fashions This mot of redemptlon, however, took place before
the areation of man, and the gnoaia wag luparted 1o Agen by the
Great Life, aspilated by Hibil, Shitil anﬁ Enoshe fhroughout
history, men has been asaailed by agenis of evil POWEX'S,
including Mishe bar Amra (Mosesm), Christ, and Ahnst, son of
Bizbat {Mohemmed). éhriat iz viewed as » falge prophet, who
is oppoged by twO'figuras,'Yohamaﬁ(Jahn the=Baptist) and Enoshe
Uthpra. This 1atter figure sppesrs 4o be Jesus, viewed in @&
favourable light. ™
_ On the face of 1%, a litersture compiled ebout the &th
Cent. AeDe would not seem to be of importence to the study of
dohn the Baptist. The theory has been elaboremted by several
scholars, however, ithat the Mondeesn literature can toke us
back to & pre-Chriatian complex of religious ideas which
entered Ohristianity vie John the Bapiist. John wss a "pre-
Mendeesn®, who took over thie redempiion mystery, which wes
itteelf of Iyanisn origin. Christianity developed from the
Beptist's group, baslng iltself on the redemption’mj%h, but the
baptist sect split sway from the Christian Church end continued

1. For s desoription of Mandeean baptiem, see #, s.nrawer, "The
- Mandaeans of Ireq and Iran", pp 105-118..

2 Bee {.H. Dodd, "The Interpretation of the Pourth Gospel",
pp 119 L.



39
an 1ndependent exiStencs. ﬁithin this continuing sect, both
the redemption mystery aad independent traditions concerning
John were preserved, and are now to be found embedded in the
Mandaaan literature. It is not denied that there are pastui
Christien elements in Mﬂnd&eiam, but it iz held that th& pre=
Christian elements can be identified and dated. ‘

This theory has taken various forms, and, if true; would
provide us with important source material for the study of John
giving uscmaferial conserning his beliefs and practices, as wel
ag:hiatoriéal detéiiS'of his life and ministry.

In the first plaee, proponents of this point of view
suggest. that certsin beliefs found in eerly christianity, were
inherited by the Church via John the Baptist. This theory hes
been followed out along two main lines. \

1) PFiretly, there is the theory of the redemption myth,
which is said to have entered Christianity via John the-Baptist
This hes been most fully worked out by R. Reitzenstein,l who,
using Menichaesn and meny other sources as well es Mendaeism,
nag attempted to reconstruct the original Iranian m&th.'
Central inlﬁhis-is"the»idea_of the Primel Men QrIHeaveniy Man,
a pre—-existent divine being, who was sent forth from God at the
veginning of time, and who came into contect with the powers of
derkness.  God raised him agein to the kingdom of light, but
part of him was left behind in this world; and from this part
of his nature the human soul originated. Man ig thus linked
with the Heavenly Men, snd through him can find redemption and
access to the kingdom of light. |

Reltzenstein traces this myth from Persisn origins, via
-B&bylania and: Syria to pre~Christian Judaism. He draws support

L. Espeeially in "Das iranisehe Erloaungmysterium" 1921. A

- good treatment of Reitzenstein's views will be fnund in W.
Mangon, "Jesus the Messiah", especislly Appendix D, "The
Heavenly Men Redemtion Myth*. pp 174~190. See also J.M..
(reed, "The Heavenly Man®, JT8, 1925, XXVI, pp 113%-13%6,
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from the gencrally accepted view that posi-exlilic Judalsm was

influenueﬁ, to 8 certain extent, by Iranien 1dens, The
Heavenly Men myth 1s responsible, in hie view, for the "Son of
Man* conception in Daniel, end parts of I Enoch and IV Fzre.
Further proof im sought in the exaltetion of Adem, the first
men, in certsin Jewlsh and Jewishmvhristian works. - John the
Bpp%igt'a nessage wae aentred in this Heavenly ¥Man Redeemer,
and. from thia. the.christian,mesaage tookhshape. Reltzenstein
gees the influence of the myth especielly in Peuline theology
with its idess of thé pre-existent Chwist, the men from heeven,
the fedeeﬁg?%wha hes overcome the powers of darkness.

- 2) qaebhdiy, the thebry of Mandeesn influence on
Christieaity via John the Baptist has been worked out especisll
with regard to the Fourth rosgel. . Perallels in thought and
- wording betiween the gospel Bnd certain parts of the Nondeean
literature ave explained as helng due to the Fourth Gospel drew
:ing upon ldeas which entered the early Lhristian Ghureh by

means of John the Baptist amﬁ his followers.

It is undeniable that many . such parallels osour as Bults
smernn end Beuer have both shown. There are, for example, key
worde such asg "1ight“ nLifen, "trath", and "glory", The
symbols of "water", "Bread" and "the spring of life" are held
in common. Thare'are_same.ggsgagea in the Mendaean writlngs
which immediately'hrihg Joharmine passages to rind. Of these,
the most striking are® - |

"A shepherd am I who loves hia sheeps I keep waitch over
my sheep and my lambsj
Around my neok Y oarry my: Sheep. and they wandpr net
' from: the village.
I.bring them into the fold, the goad fold, end then
. with me .they find pasture.
Pron the mouth of Euphratea, Buphrates the radiant.
I brought them wonderful glfts.

T,  See "The Hananesns and the Faurth Gospelt, ?.Taylcr; HJ;_
- XXVIIX, pp 531-546,

2« As quoted by qu Howard, Interpreter's Bible, Vel 8, pp

455 4 456,
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"No wolf leaps into our fold, end of fieree lion they need
not be:frightened,

Of the tempest they need not be fearful, end no thief gan
ever assall us:

No thief bresks into their fold, end of the sword they
need stand in no terror.t®

"The true envoy am I

In whom is no lie:

The true one in whom is no lie,
In him ia no blemish or fault.n

"A vine are we, a vine of life,
A tree which oannot dles

A tyee of praise, whose fragrance steys
All men with hreath of l1ifa.t

In addition there gre eimilaritiea between the Christ of
the Fourth Gospel and the;Manﬁaean Saviour, who is sent by his
Father down 1o earih, to the world of darkness, in order to glw
life to his own, whnqaha ohooses, end to lead them out of depks
snesg into light. He is hated. by the world, butl ascends sgain
to the reelm of light after praylng fer his own. Here, Bult:
mann pute forwerd viewa agimilaxy 10, Raitzenstein, and asserts
boldly that "the fignre of Jeaua in John 1is portrayed in the
forms offered by the Gnostic Redeemarmmyth.ﬂl

It 1ia further ocleimed that the Mendeeen literature has |
preserved independent traditions conperning John the Bepiiet,
and that this is a further proof that the ildeas which we have
just been aiaauséing“above were introduced by him into the ermrl;

Christlien Church. - It 1ls true that the Wandsean writings
| sontain references to John, but %heir nature and extent must be
carefully snalyeed.,

The pasuages dealing wlth John appear in the Ginze, end in
the Hook of Jdohn. A few exemples of these passages may be
glven, In Ginza II, 1, 151-154, Hibil-Ziwa soye =

1. "fheology of the New maatament" Ii, p l2. Foxr other
parellels, see V. Taylar. Hdy XXVIII. PP 5%6-B42. -
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In thoee days, ® ohild shell be born who will receive
the name of, Y0h#ns; he will be the son of old Zekhrig,

- who shall receive thie child in his old age, even ot the
age of & hundred. Hie mother, Enlshbai, advanced in
years, shall concelve him and bring forth her child. When
Yoheine is a man, £aith shell repose in hig hesrt, he
ghall come to the Jordeon and sball bhaptlze for forty-two
years, before Nebou shall celothe hinself with flesh and
coteé into the world. While Yoh&na lives in Jeruselen,
geining pwey over Jordan and beptizing, Jesus Christ
shall come to him, shall humble himmel®, ghall receive
the baptism of Yoh&néd end shall become wilse wlth the
wisdom of Yohén#s  But then shall he coxrupt the sayings
of ¥dhénd, pervert the baptism of Jorden, distort the
worde of truth; and preach fraud snd mallce throughout
all the world. In the day when the measure shall be
full, I will come myself (Hibil-Ziwa) to him, I will
aprear to him in the form of & little child three yenrs
and one day old, and I will telk ‘o him of baptism end
Instruct his disciples. Then I ghsell tesr him from his
f£lesh; oarry him in triumph into the world of pure light
and baptize him in the oclear, linmpld waters of the Jordan
I will give him garments of plory end. cover him in
elothing of light, I wlll etir up in his hesrt e hymn of
praise echoing thet which the angels of light reise to
thelr Dlord at all times snd for nll eternity. After the
death of Yohana; the world shall fall a prey to exrror.
The Romen Chriet shell ovexthyow the peoples, the twelve
geducers shall treovel through tine world: for thirty years

. +he poman shall menifest himself to men.

The baptlem of Manda d tHayye by John ig described in Ginzea

¥, the teachings of John are glven in Glnza VII, and John is
mentioned again in Ginze XVI. The Bock of John, eas the nanme
suggests, contains meteriel concerning John, though much of it
is simply Mendsesn teaching plece on John's lips. One paasssge
deals with portents et John's birth - '

A ohild was plented out of the height, a nystery revesled
in Jerusalem. he priegts saw dreamsi chill seized on
thelx ohildren, chlll gelzed on Jerusalem.  Xarly in
the morming he went to the temple, He orened his wmouth
in blespheny snd his lips of lying. He opened his moutk
{n blesphemy and spake to sll of the priestes "In my
vieion of +the night I beheld, (I beheld) in my vision.
When I lay there, I slept not esnd rested not, and sleep
came 1ot to me by nights I slept not and rested not,
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{and I beheld) that a ster sppeared and stood over
Enishbai,. . Fire burned in Old Father (Aba 84b&) Zakhria
three haavenmlights eppeared., The sun sank and the ...
lights wrose. Fire lit up the houme of the people
(synagogue), smoke rose over the temple. A quaking quake
in the Throne-chariot, so that Earth removed from her sest
A star flew down into Judaes, a star flew down into
Jerusalen. The sun appeared by night, and the moon rose
‘byday." i (BOQk of Jﬂhn' 1.8);

John's birth 1s desoribed in the Book of John, 32 -

"My father," says Yahy#&, "was ninety end nine and ny
mother eighty and eight yeexs olde Out of the besin of
Jorden they took me. Thuey bore me up gnd leid me in the
womb of Enishbel. 'Nine monthst', saild they, tthou shalt
atay in her womb, as do all other ohildren.' . . . . I
was born from Fnishbsl ln the region of Jerden.®

Tha region of Jerusalem quekes and the wall of the priest
rooks. Eliger, the great house, standes there snd his
body trembhles. The Jews gather together,. come unto 014
Father Yskhrid and they speak 4o hims "0 014 Father
Zekhrif, thou art to heve a2 sons  Yell us now, what nenme

- ghall we give him? $&hall we give him for neme *Yagifl of
Wisdom', that he may teach. the Book in Jerusalem? Or
shall we glve him for neme '"Zatan the Pillsr', mo th&t the
Jews may swear by him and comuit no decelt?®

then Enlshhal heard thia, ahe aried out and she saidi

"0f all these names whioh you nege, will I not glve kin
onej but the neme Yahyd-Yohéns will I give him, { the naue
which Iife's meli has glven unto hin.

Thls same gection mentions Johu’s upbringing -

vhen Andsh, the tre&suré, heard this he took the ¢hild
_and brought 1t to Parwan, the white mountsin, to lount
. Parwean, on which suoklings ond 1ittle ones on holy drink

are reared Up.
¢There I remsined) untll I was two and twenty yesrs

old. I lesrned there the whole of my wisdom and mede
- fully my own the whole of my digeourse. They clothed ne

s The trenslstions fron the Book of John ere teken from G, Haf
Mead, "The Gnostic Jobn the Bapilzex™, pp 35 f.
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‘wiﬁh vestures of g&nrw and veiled me with Glouﬂwveilg,
John avpears ap &8 preahher - -
Yehye proalaima in the nighte snd spegka:».? fanﬁ\not I
here elone? 1 go to end fro. Where is & prophet esquel
me? ¥ho makes proclemation equal to my proclemstions,

and who doth disceurae with my wondrous voice?' (Book of
Jolin, 21). : ‘

Other pas&ages apeak of John's 1avu1nerability to fire or
aword, & dialogue with Eshu Mehine (Jesus) is recorded, and en
. geootunt given of John's marriage.~ On hia death, John escends
triumphantly into the realme of light. - _

In order to hold the type of view we have just been dlng
scusasing, it de necessary to paintein vhet the Hendeesns
-origiﬁéted in Palestine {oxr Trensjorden), mnd that they ere
also pre-Christisn in origin. ¥ven i the arguments that the
dootrine of the heaV@nly rodeemey and certoln passages in the
~ Fourth Geapel antereﬁ Christienity vie a "preuﬁendaean" John
be rejepted, At woula atd11 of sourae be possible to hold thet
1ndegendenm~wmaitions conoerning the life end winistry of John
were preserved by his diseiples, end that the Mendaeans are
$he descendants of thip continulng proup of diseiples. In
this oege the Mendaesns would not be pre~Christien, but would
have originated about the msme tdme as the (nristisn Chuxch.

;":Ayyariaty of further arguuents hove been advanced in favow
‘of & Palestinien snd eerly owvigin of the Mondeesnsr  The river
 Jordan ig frequently mentioned ih the Mendsescn literature, bhoth
in the liturgicel texts andféiséwhere.‘and Jerusslem is regorde
as the holy adty. the Nandsean 6ia1eet, it hase been heid,»is
very similar to Nabetaeen. The Mandaeans give themselves the
neme of "Nasoraeana", and thia hes been oenneeted With the

. ¥or & detailed daaeua%ion of th999 axguments 50 &homas,
"To Mouvenont Boptiote”, pp 2“0»243.
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Hazaravans nentioned by Eplphanlus,. Piie Mandacun bapbisuald
rites have pimilmrities to those which were to be found in

L

oertain Jewlsh pects.

It will be apperent from this brlef survey that the
liendaean literature does indeed have affinities with’eérly
Chrigtian thought, and does indeed contain much meterial con?
taerning Johng it o=n elso he argued that the Mandseons are of
eayly Palestinian origin. The srux of the problem lies in
the deting snd evalustlon of the materisl. [The Gospels dete
from the let (ents AsDe, while the Mondoean literature wasg
complled around the 8th (ent. A.D, The natural explanation
would seem %0 be that some form of Chrigstlenity was one factor

“gontributing to the Nendaean synthesis, If the metter is
ranlly the other way round, the onus of proof lles very much
with those who assert this. The assertions of the Nandaean
school must therefore be carefully exmmined.

The theory that the messmge of John can be reconstructed
from the Hendmeen literature is, in fact, open to oriticism at
meny Points. - Relizenstein's mase of evidence is often Per
more ingenious than convineing, and it heg to be remewbered
that even the irenien origin of the myth on which he lays such
'gneat ghress bae to be reconstructed frow writings rengldg, in
their present fomn, from sbout the 3rd. to the Tth. CenbeA.De?
ile all these later wrltlngs may very well incorporate muoh
'earlier materinl, Reitzenstein's geparstion of the older siratas
Liowm the more recent ie at tiwes very arbitrary.3 It ig true
that the development of the Son of lan aoncept din Judaism may
have been partly influsnced by non-Jewish ldeas about an

1. Of. Port 11, DP 571-58.

2. (f. We Monson, "Jesus the Messiah?, pp 179-18%.

3. - 0fs CoH Dodd,"The Interpretation of the Fourth Gospel,pp 12
122,128, Reltzenstein makes muoh of a "lfondanean apooalypset®,
dating from ¢.70 AJDe,which he olainmes to have reuonstructed L£ro
the Mondneon litersture,and aelso of the gsaying ebout destroying
the temple. For a detalled trestment of these two matters see
gGoguel, “"Jesn-Baptiste™, pp 1241375, wheve it ds-shown thet the
ltandaesm meterdal cannot possibly be regarded as heving the
priority which Reiitzensteln olalme for it.
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"Original Mant, bud oﬁly to the extent of borrowing the title
tlent, and of suggesting = connection with the first men, Adam%:
But there is no evidence of the exlstenoce of a pre-Christien -
redeomption myth as reconstructed by Reltzenstein,
similar oriticism hes t0 be applied to the work of Bultmem
On the whole, the Johannine parsllels to the Hondsean passages
tend o be shorter ond einpleor in foxri. Bultnenn aonfehde
that they are therefore leter in dnte; thie appeers to be an
unwarrented essunption. Ag U.H. Dodd points out, for example,
when Bulimenn "*adduces the conversatlons hetween the Great Life
and Henda d'Hayye (or Hibil), whlch precede the mlssion of the
latter into the Lower world, and suggests that the sinple
sllugions in the Fourth Gospel to the sending of the Son by the
Father presuppose the elaborate mythilesl appapatus of the
Mandaean pagsages, he 4s arguing againgt the natural auppositio
in such & copoet ne A probable explenation of the similaritie
between the Pourth Gospel and Msndeeiswm 1s that Mondeeism has
dreawn upon oldeyr sources, smong which mey hoave been the Fourth
Gosnel. It 1s poesible, as Taylor suggests, "that both the
Evongelist snd the Mandeean suthors have independently dreawn
upon the seme stock of commwon Lorms, symbols and figures, and
to some extent of ideas as welle o
The Dead Sea Scrolls might well be expected to shed light
on this question, for they have revesled to us almost exsotly
wvhat Heltzenstein and others have postulated -~ a pre-Christisn,
Jewish fringe sect, veflecting Iranisn infiuence, snd iteelf
in an excellent position Yo influence John the Boptist, snd
through him, early ﬁhriﬁtianity.4 If Reitzenstein and
Bultmann are right, the Sareclls are the very place where we

1. 8See Culmann, "The Christology of the New Testament", pp 14!
1503 Richardson,"An Introduction 1o the Theology of the
New Testonment", pp 141-144.

2¢ "The Interpretation of {the Pourth Gompel"™, p 123.

39 HJ. XXVIII. P 5450

4. See further Part II, Pp 56,571
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would expeot to find the ldeas which they claim entered

Christianity via a "pre~Mendeeism® and John the Baptist.

Yhat result does s comparison of the Demd Sem Sorolls end
the‘ManQ&éah.Iiterature produce? Thies ls e complete subject in
itself which has so far scercely been mentioned, but o few very
teﬁtativa sonelusions nay be mentioned.

*fmaompaiison phowg that for the greatex part the twa.literex
ttures are quite different, the Sorolls being basiocally Jewish,
the Mendaean writings besloelly Gnostie. There are certein
ereas of agreement, however, whieh must be carefully analysed.

_fhres main pointe should be noted. |

1. The maein ares of agreement lies in the concept of a
dualiem, or modlfied dualisﬁ, expressed prineipeily in the
light-darkness contrast. The division between the world of
derkness, ruled by verious evil powers, and the world of light,
raled by the *High Xing of Lighi" 1s basile to Handaelsms
while p slmilar duslism, expressing ltself, for example, in
f"the war of the aong of light with the sons of darkness®, is s
striking femture of the Sorolls. ("Sons of light" is elso &
Mendeean term, designating angéié.) The coantraet is slso
expressed in terms of Truth and Exror. The Dend Sea Serolls
gpeak of the "Hons of Truth"®, end of "knowing the Truth", but
often the term isedmply the equivalent of the Torah. The
Mendaeans use the term Truth (Kushie), although the content of
it is to them very different.

It 1s more ‘then likely that thie form oX duslism is of
Irenisn origin, end had infiltrated into Judaisu in pre-Chris:

stimn times. But there is no need of any *pre-londeeen®

hypothesis to aooountsror thisj these ideas were genersl nnd
very widespread, and not nefessarily tied to any Gnostic
system. In mny ocase, the Quuran dualism is really, ss Burrows



I
_ e | o : i
conments, YA dualism of good snd evil, not of spirit and metter

2. . Other parallels msy be pointed out. T.H.Gester
mentiond the following terms as common to Meandeelsm and the
Sorolls®; "the elect", "God's plentation®, "enlightecnear,
“Grown of gldryﬂ,;and_"falae\praphets.? . We'néta also, of
course, the rite of baptism, proctised in "Living water".  On
close exsmination, the parallels are not impresuive. To tske.
an example, the Mandseans often onll themselves-"God'afplanﬁa
;tetion”3, a term whioh also appears In the Sgralla. - But the
true origin is &1maﬁt aartainly 0o be aaught in Iaaih 60:21,
and Huxely.that oannot have heen_ﬁuaatn "nre-londasan®
influence! fTo teke snother exemple, not glven by Ganier,. the
Mandnesan pasﬁaga about the "good shepherd" quoted above (p 40 )
might be compared with the *New Covensat® fragment from Qﬁmraﬁ?
whioh speaks of the time when God "will sppoint for them a
- faithful ahe@herd." But apart fyom the actuel ides of terming
an esahmtalagidal figure "shepherd", there ie no resl parsllel,
and the iden as. it eppecys dn the Sgmils can readlly end uost
naturally be exnlﬁined in terms of 014 Testanent concepis.

In almost every 0EGey. these peralliels affer no support. at
all for the ﬁprewMandaean" hypothesls.  They can eithexr be
traced ﬁoian'brigiﬂ in the 013 Testement, or else are terme in
widespread use in neny relipglons. . . In soune cages, e.g.="thé-
eleat? end "the enlightened" they probably wresvhed HMendselsnm
vie Menichaeism, .in whiah-they.figure prominently. All the

indieationg are that thege are. comaon terns, passed from one
group to snother, with mandaeibm_being the last in the line, »n
not the firat, | I | -

"The DNead Sen . uarallsﬂ N3 258.
"The Seriptures of the Dead Fea Seat®, pp 30 31 anﬁ elnog
swhere in notes. .-

%+ References in Gaeter, ap. cit., PR 31 B07.

4. BSee Gpsber, op. oit., PP 289, 290,

3
L J



14

%, Most striking of oll msre not the parsllels which tie
Serolls provide to Mendeeilem; but the parallels which they do
pot provide: - There is no trece of the "heavenly wen® redenptk
myth in the Serolls.  No ides is found of the soul as a epark
of light, imprisonéd in the world of darkness.  The Tesmcher of
”*Bﬂghteouanesa was indeed revered by the seot, but he was
neither heavenly nor s »edeener, The expeated Meganinhy of
Asron and Igrael are poles apart from the figure reconstructed
by Réitzenstein. while the Quuyen sect's pleture of "ghings to
coma® has nothing.wh&tever-in éémman with the perilous upwerd
journey of the soul past the demon-gusrded "wards®.

Study of the Sorolls would thus geenr 10 osst very greve
doﬁbta on the mﬂndaean hypathesie. eapecially as advanged by
Reitzenstein.

An examinaticn of the traditiene soncerning John which are
preaerved in the Mondgesn literature does not encourage ug to
believe that. they are either early or genuine. The passages
deallng with John are not mumerous. Very Ffew deteils ave in
faot given, snd wo learn 1itile that is not found in the New
Testament. The refsrenceb. for exswple, to "014 Zeakhria" an
Jnhnfs father, and 4o "Enlghbair (Flizsbeth) as his nother,
albng’with guoh incldents ss the stser appearing in Judaea at
John's birdh, end the debate ss to what John should be ealled,
suggest very sirongly borrowing from the New Teéstement. he
pasoeges are obviously padded out with descriptions of how Joehn
adninistercd Mandeesn bepilsm, and ftaught Mendsesn dogtrine.
The account of Johnts narriasge, for sxample, is merely s case
of the attributing to John of leter Nandeesn practice, singe
selibaoy is forbidden to the liandeesns; dJohn, the fother of
elght ohildren, is the iﬁé@ type of family man whou the
Mendoesns extolled, :The'keynpﬁas of John's preaching, accords
sing to the New Testsment, are, on the other haund, completely
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lackings there ia no mention of the imminent judgement or of

the need for repentance, nor is there eny knowledge of the
martyrﬁoa of John. |

- Purthermore, analysie of the John paasagee in the Man;"
sdaean: 1it9raturel reveala that John does not appear in any of
the liturglosl texts, which 1s where we would expect to £ind
him,;eepecially in the baptismel liturgy. The John pamssages
belong %o the latest strata of the Mendmean literature, and
for the most pert besr Yhe mark of ththab perlod. - Jghn 1s,
mdreoverg'preaented neither aps the Memsiah nox as the founder
of the seot, which is what we would expect if the litereture
~weg preserved by & sect of the followers of John.

The materisl concerning John wowld thus seem to have been
Antroduced into Mandmelsn at o late dste. It may have been
derived direotly from the New Pestement of Syriase Christianity
or, perheps more llkely, via some apocryphal ox Gnostia'wbrk.2

The other arguments in favour of the early Palestinian
orligin of the Mandeesns are also vexry suspect. Perhaps the
strongest sare those haped on the use of the temms "Jordan® end

*Jerusalem®. - Jerusslem, however, ls thought of as helng
situated on the Jorden, end this does not encoursge us to
believe in the historlenrl escouracy of the BOUrae s The
references to the Jorden gould be regarded as an important link
with John the Beptist, but, as we shell 8993’ John did not
confine his baptlsm to the Jordan, and 1t ie doubtful whether
he atitached aﬂy epecial eignificanee to it. Both terms oould
eanlly have been acquired by the Mendsesns from later sourcess
the wee of the term "Jorvdean® to designeie baptiemsl water is,

le Bee Thomes, "Le ﬁouvement Baptigte" pp 258-263.
2. (Qf. Soguel, "Jean~Bapiiste®, K p 119 n.
3¢ Paxrt vV, plis5.
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in fect, found in the Syriac Christian liturgy.l The

‘argunents based on the similarity of +the Mendaean disaleot. to
Hahataean, and on thaﬁdentification with the Nezaraeens sre
precarious in the exirene. The similerities between the
landaean rite of bapiism snd those of cerisin Jewish mects are
not sufficient to establish a definite connection; wmany such
rites were also found in Babylonia. Mandsesn baptienm is rpe:
speated, and thus quite different from the onea-for—all baptisnm
administered by John. -

It would appesy most unlikely, therefore, that the Mandsea
1iternture goan provide us with eny pre-Ohristisn moterisl which
“eould have entered the early Churoh via John the Baptist, or
with any genuine treditions concerning the life and ministry of
John, These eoncluaions are uonrirmed by the more sober
estimate of Mendaean origins whioh is now socepted by meny
scholars.  Quite a lot of wexght aeserves to be given to the
. eaxliest writer to mention the M&g&ae&na, Thecdore bar Kgnai,
who, writing in ?92*@.3.. ates that they'wére fd&h@e& by one
Ado, a wanderlng beggar from Adiebene, and that their doetrine
ie borrowed from the Maroionites, the Manichees and the
Konteaesns (thege latter nmy have been a B&bylonian seot).

The firat two sources gertainly did play a part in the Handaean
pynthesis, and Enosh~Uthra (Chriet, viewed 1n a favourable
light) bears a sirong ressublance to the Henichaean Jesus,
behind which lles the Jesus of larelon. Bebylonian eleunents
have also\played thelr part and probably sscount for some of
the older strata lﬂ the Mandaean literaturs.

- FoO» Bux 'kitt hes shown eonvineingly thatl many of the

Jewish and Christisn elements in Mandeeism have been saquired

1., On 4this and the followling argunents sse Thouass, "Le
Mouvenent Bapbtiste®, pp 220-240. Thones, however, accepts
the Pelestinian origin of the Mandeeans.

20 JT8y XXTX, pp 225~2%37.
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via the Peshitte-(the Syrlac Bible, deting from the early 5th.
Cents AeD.)s  The figure of Behu Mshiba refleots Christ as<he -
was presented by the Byzantine Churcoh which came into contact
zith and very probebly persecuted the Mendaeons. Ag Burkitt
points out, "In seversal places "Christ! iQQc%ually called tthe
Bysantine! {Runaia), and further we are told that the disciples
of this Christ become 'Christlena' , and turn into monks and
nmung who have no children snd who keep fasts and never weap
white clothes 1like ‘the Mondeeans (GR 1i 55)."1

Mandsmelsm i thus 8 compllatlon of’many diverse sowroes.
Some of theme, especlally the thylanian‘elementa,'ere undoubt:
tedly old. I+ seema olear, however, that any Jewish or
taristian elements entered Meundasism vartly via Marcioniem and
Manichaeism, possibly through gertsin apooryphel traditions, an
geviainly via Syriec Christlenity. o

The referenoes 40 John the Buptist belong, as we have seen
o the latest parts of the Mandsean eampilajiam. There is o
vary good reason for the exaltation of John at this comporetive
iy lote date. Polepation was grented o religious gects by
the Arahs only on condltlon that they had a prophet and a sacre
booke® Tt would seom to0 he the Arab invasion which led the
Mandeesns to presant ol as thelr prophet. It may well be the
they hed scequirved sowme Knowledge of John prior to the Apasbs,
from Syriec Ohrdastisnity op Foom apooryphal or Gnostle tredis
thlones, and that 1t was » onme of expanding these when the
gltuation required 1i.

Our survey has ashown that Mendeelsun is of no velue in
providing sourae natariel Loy the 1life and tenching of John the
Boptlet.

Lo J'IS; XXIXy p 229
2y See Thomas, "Le Mouvement Baptlste®,p 261.



PART IX ~ JOHN'S RACKGROUND.

1. The Genexal Beokground.

- Ho person con be propexrly understood except agalnst the
background of the plece end periold in which he lived snd worked
John the Baptist 11véd in Palestine and wes roughly a contems
sporary of Jesus, and'thia means thet his general background hs
been wiﬁply atuﬁiad. sinoe 1t virtually goincides with that of
Jesus. No pericd in Jewleh history hes baen nore intensively
investignted “than that which forme the baekgraund end npreveras
stion for the New: Teatament. It is not thought necessary,
thererore, to preaent e detoelled treetmenﬁ of the general backs
iground of John*s minietryl. and attention will be conoentrated
. on two speai&l reaturea of tﬁie baakgrﬂunﬁ only.
. We must sk firatly to whioh branah of Judsism Jobn be:
tlonged.. mhe saaial, politionl and religious outlook of the
Jewish people. varied tremendoualy,\ into what gategory can John
be nlaced? He was, a8 we shall’ see, . highly imdividual
figurey yet that doea not prevenﬁ us aaaigning him gome sort of
alasqification. . : : L '

Clearly, he. weulﬁ have little ar no. aympathy with the
Sedducees, in spite of hie priastly descent. He praaahed a
coning juﬁgemant, while they denied ‘m future life and retribus
ttion., His Messiania proclamation would probebly be viewed as
politionlly dangeraua by the callabarationiat Sadducees.
with their weal%h and privilege, they wqutd have little in
gommon with the. aaaeti& prophet of the wilderneas. The
repreaentat;ven of the Jerusalem euthorities who asked Jesus
. the queatioh ébouf_agthority (Mk-11}27~33 and parallels), end

X. On this see e.g. G GQuignebert, "The Jewish World in the
Time of Jesus®; GeFalioore, "Judeism in the First Centuries
of the Christian Fra"; Mecgpregor and Eurdy, *Jew and Greek®j
mutora Unto Christ®, Part I.
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who "did not believe® John, were very probably of the Sadducean
party.. _

John may hove felt more sympothy towards the Eparigees,
‘with whose genefﬁl outlook and whose esohatology he had much in
G OMMOon « Yet their legeligtio temper and concern with the
tradition whioh was built up eround the Toreh is foreign to
John's radloal prophetic outlook. The Fourth Gospel records
that s delegmilon from the Pharisees were sent to guestion John
{John 1324); they appear in oxder to seek informstion, and
pass no judgement on hime. thus it would seem that John stood
apart from the Pherisees, though not belng entirely antagonisti
to them. o - ”

¥ith the Zealot party.~John'éert&in1y had no connections.
His message was not a politioal bnel. and he wag opposed to
violence.

There remains one further brench of Judelsm with which
John does appear to have had oloserx donnectiona, and this we
ghall now consider separately.

| 2, 'The Secotarien Baokeround.

John eppears es a prescher end a lesder of & group of
discipleos, in the'Jordankalley; in the eerly lst Cent. A.D.

Hie movement is on the fringe of Judealsm, in opposition to the
accepted ideas of most orthodox Jews; 4t is ohiefly noted for
the rite of bepiiem. (

Setting aslde our preconceived ldeas, and trying to view
John's movement in ite historlenl context, we cannot help
notioing that 1t is in fact only one of a number of groupd with
similer cheracteristlios whiloh flouriehed in the same place and
sround the same. {time, In Palestine and Syris, especially in

1. On thig subject, see Part IV, pp 151156
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the region of the Jorden valley, for a century or more B.C.,
and for several centuries A.D., there existed a varieiy of »
groups whioh, although differing from each other on meny points
yet are pufficlently alike in generasl outlook.to be olassified
$ogether o8 "the baptisti movemeni", baptisu being one of the
mmre‘impdrtant'practiqea-whiéh they have in cammon. In order
to form en impression of this movement informetion hes to be.
gathéred'frcm meny eburaes;\ ﬁh;a:haé been admirably done in
the olessic book on the subject, "Le Mouvement Baptiste en
Palestine et Syrie® (1935) by doseph Thomas., His work 1 to

%béfﬁﬁpplemanted,by-reference to the nunerous originasl texts, to

ather worke dealing with or mentloning particular branches of
the~baptist-movement; and to more regent digooveries, particul:
aarly the Dead Ses ﬁgrella; . In our stuﬁy of John the Baptist,
we ‘are interested only in the beptist sects which existed prior
to or aantemporary with Jobn; end thewe sheall now béplated.

- L» The Epsenes, who mre to be regerded as part of thie

movement, agegmentimned by ?lgny‘fhe‘Elder. and desorilibed at

some lengith by Josevhus and Phllo, though the ascuracy of some
of their statements is open to queetion.l< .

?hilo deacribes a widespread Jewlsh sect, noted for theiy
pie%y. goodness and purdty of life. They live in communities
snd "Avoid the ¢itlies becmuse of the inilquities wich have become
inveterate among alty dwellers®. 2 They have all possessions
in common, reject the preaciice of slavery, and join together in
comuon menls. Josephus gives a fullerx description, both in hie

- tantdquities® end in "The Jewish War%. He describes them as a

seot, sebvtling in large numbers in. every towh. They live a

“X. On the'Eaaenes'séé Lightfoof. "St.Paul's Epletles to the

goloasisns and to Philemon®, easpecially the Dissertstiona on
the Escenes, pp 349-419; F.G donybeare, artlcle, “"Essenes®,
HDB, Vol I, pp 767-77%; W.DeNiven, artlole, ®"EHssenes®,HDAG,
Vol I, pp 367-369.

2. "ouod Omnis Probus Idibex", IX, 75.
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gimple end plous life, and mewbers are only aduitted after a
pﬁobationary period. They heve & regulsy baptism of purlfice:
stion, when the members, clothed in white linen, "bathe their
bodies in cold water".l and we hear also of their coumon meals.
The Fspenes, mocording to Josephus, rejéct marrisge, but adopt
other mens' children.  There is, however, one order whioh
allows marrlege. They believe that the body is ebrruptible

. but the moul is 1mmorta1. and in their view of the future life

they "share the bellef of the sons of Greece". a Pliny, in his

Natural Hisiory", mentione "the\salitaxy tribe of the Egcenes",

who llve on the West side 0f the Desd See, sllowing no wosén,
yet meking up their numbers by a stream of new recruits,

The date of origin of EBSénism has: been much disputed.

_ Josephus seeme to indicate that it arose during the reign of

Jonathan (161-148 B.C.), but his first definite historigal.
reference is to o dertain *Judes the Epsene™ in 105 3.0.3 No
prealse dete can be given, but certainly the movement wee in
#xistence before the»startuof the lat Cent. BaCe :

2. The ﬁeaﬂgqq Serolle seot formed an important part ur
e 4 Daubtless 1t will be wmeny years yet
before the duat of gontroversy setiles, yet the consensus of
gound scholarship seems t0 sgree that the Syrolls ceme from a

1. *"dewlph Warh*, II, 3, 5.

2. *Jewlsh Warw, II, &, 11,

Ze "Antiquitiea" -XIII, 5, 9 and XIIXI, 11, 2.

4 The literature on this subject now xruns into several thousi
iend books and articles. A sound and scholarly trestment
-will be found in Mlller Burrows, "The Dead Sea Sarolls", and
"Hare Light on the Dead Sen Sorolls®, and both books contain

good Bibllogrephiees for furiher reference. - Fnglish translas
stloum of the Sorolls are given by Burrows, or may be had in
T, He Gaster, "The Soriptures of the Dead Sea Sect.t The
originel text of the Manual of Discipline is to be found in
"The Dead Bgo Serolls of St. Mark's Monastery®, Vol II, edited
by M. Burrows.
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Jewieh sect, which retreated to thelr wilderness monastery
during the reign of John Hyroenus (135-104 B.C.) and remained
there with the exception of a bresk of about 30 years follows
ting the earthquake of 31 B.C.,, until the monastery was des:
ttroyed by Roman troops in 68 A.D. The disputed identifioa:
i1tions of the Teacher of Righteousness, the Wicked Priest, and
the other terms used in the Scrolls do not concern us direotly
here. A feature of the sect was thelir saored meals at which
breed and wine, blessed by a priest, were distributed; and
also their dbaptisms which will be more fully examined at a
later stage. A striot set of rules governed the conduot of
members, and this is preserved for us in the Manusl of

Discipline.
3. A seot of Nagareans ( Nasapaiot ), mentioned by
Epiphanius, has been widely discussed. On the one extreme

ere those who try to show that Jesus never existed and thet the
Jesus ‘mythf originated with the Nazaremans; on the other are
those who treat the description of Epiphanius as quite worth:
tless. Epiphanius is not elweys very reliable, and suspioion
hae been aroused as he also mentione a later Jewish=Christian
seot oalled Naxbwpafoc .  But Epiphenius himself, being
aware of the similarity in name, anticipates objectors and
insists that the two seots eare quite separate.

The Nazereans, according to the specific statement of
Epiphanius, existed prior to the time of christ.2 They were
Jewish, in origin at any rate, but lived in the East of the
Jordan, in the region of Gilead and Bashan, They observed
ciroumcision, the Sabbath and the Jewish feasts, they honoured
the Patrisrchs, but they rejeoted the Torah. In particular

l. B8ee Thomas, "Le Mouvement Baptiste®, pp 37-40; Guignebers,
"The Jewish World in the time of Jesus", pp 200, 201.

2, Adv. Heer, XXIX, 6.
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they objected to the laws of saorifioce; they themselves had
no sacrifices, and were strict vegetariane. They rejected
the dootrine of predestinstion, and haﬁ'no use for astrology.

Nothing is said adbout baptismal rites, but the seot is
included in this survey becsuse of oclose similarities with some
of the other sects being considered; the faot that Epiphanius
links them with the later Elkesaites, and also the faot that
they had ebandoned animal saorifice, make it likely that they
may have practised lustrations.

4. A Jewish sect known as Hemerobapntists is mentioned by
Hegesippus and Epiphanius, in the Apostolic Constitutions and
in the Pseudo-Clementine literature. According to Epiphanius,
it flourished prior to the year 70 A.D.1 As the name
suggests, the sect's main oharacteristic wee the rites of washg
ting which were prectised every day, before their meesl, accor:
1ding to the Apostolic Constitutions (VI, 6,5). Apert from
theece washings, and strioct laws of purity, this group was not
distinguished from the rest of Judaism.

Various identifioations have been proposed for the Hemer:
sobaptiste?, the likeliest being with the Essenes.-  But it
has also been claimed thet the Hemerobaptists were in faot the
followers of John the Baptiast; not entlrely without reaeson,
gince a passage in the Peseudo-Clementine Homilies cslls John &
r‘\# g,ooﬁaﬂ‘rl.d"fn,s (Hom.II,23). "at beoame of the group
after 70 A,D, 18 not known; it is possible thet they appear in
@ list of Jewish heresies by Justin as the /.’»otrr—rw'-ra((.

S5e The Masbotheans are mentioned by Hegesippus, Ephrem
and in the Apostolio Constitutions. Apart from the fact that
they were & Jewish sect, we know almost nothing about them. The

1. .Pﬁmrion.. IIX. 5’ 6-70

2. 8ee Thomase, "Le Mouvement Baptiste", pp 36, 37.

3« But Hegeeippus differentiates between Essenes and
Hemerobaptists.
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name Masbotheans, however, is suggestive. The Apamaio U 18
meens "to0 baptize", and the Apemaic form N [1)IUISD would
mean "baptiste®. If these were indeed "Baptists®™, then
various identifications are poassible, the likeliest being that
they are Justin'e /3«"'1’( oT » &and/or the Kemorobaptiata.]

6. In the Tosefta and in the Teslmud, reference is made 4t
*Morning Bathers® ( (1" 9nw *571¢ ) who bathe themselves
every morning. These might be identical with any of the
groups mentioned so far; identification with the Hemerobeptiste
is favoured by ma aoholars.3 . There mare other groups of
1655 “Tnterest Tere 8incé they ‘date frompoontinuation of earlier
tendencies. |

Josephus tells us of an ascetic teacher, Banos, whose
disoiple he bdecame, and who lived in the wilderness "using
frequent ablutions of cold water, by day and night, for pudity'e
gake,*? Josephus must have known him around 55 A.D.
Another group is that from which Sibylline Oracles. Book IV
onanatod.s This work dates probably. from around 80 A,D,, and
comes from a group which, although Jewish, rejecots Temple

See Thomms, "Le Mouvement Baptiste", pp 40-42.

Tos. Jadainm II,20; Berak. 22a. 8See Thomas, "Le Mouvement
Baptiste®™, p 44.

Mention may be made here of the word 0" @] found in the M¢shna
whioch has been held to mean "the Bathers®, and in whioh hes been
found an allusion to some Essene or Baptist group. This is
highly unliely, however., In the Mishna itself the word is
oproged to 111 , meaning aniignorant or stupid person
(Mikwaoth 9,6), and is discucsed and explained as meaning
*learned® (Shabbath 114). See Lightfoot, "Coloseisns and
Philemon”, pr 369-370; Thomas, "Le Mouvement Baptiste™, p 45.
*Vita", II, 10-12,

"The Sibylline Oracles®, Books III-V, H.N.Bates, S.P.C.K., Londa
19183 Thomas,"Le Mouvement Baptiste",pp46-60} article on "The
Literature and Religion of the Pseudepigrapha®, Interpreter's
Babg:.g;. pr 432,43%; Lightfoot, "Colossians and Philemon",

PP el
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worshipfana saorifice, end eélls on men 1o fwash your bodles
from heéd.to foot in yunning siveaus, and 1ift up your hands to
hesven, asking forgiveness for the deeds dons aforetine, and
meke propitietion with gifis for your impietyy God will give
repentence and not destroy." Ebionitealis a general term
govering various groups of Jewlsh-Guristians, one brench of
which 1lmid special stress on asoeticlem, rejection of ssori:
ificen, and frequent baptlsme, which they claimed, hed been
eommadded by Peter. The Elgegaiteag orlgineted around 100
A.D, with the preaching of Flkesal, who combiﬁgd‘astrelogical
‘speculations with Judaism end presoribed ablutions in running
water for the forgiveness of sins. - The "Yita Adee etﬁggaeﬁ,
which pietures Adem and Bve dolng penance, while immersed in
the Jorden, may have origlnated In & baptist sect, though
almoat nothing is known of its origin. Wblls'considers that
it origluated in the Diaspors, and dates it snything from 60
AeDe to 300 AlDe Preiffer dates it prior to 70 A.D.3 The
date 1 thus very uncertain, and the study of the work is coms
splioated by the Pact that it has been subjected to Christien
edliting. '

1. Artlcle, "Fbioniltes", W.Beveridge,ERE,V,ppl39~145; Thomag
e NMouvement Baptiste", pp 156~18%; J.A.Fitzoyer, "The
Qumran Scxolls, the Ebionitea and their Literature", in
stenfidhl, "The Serolls and the New Testament®,pp 208~231.

2. Article, "Elkesaites", W. Brandt, ERE,V, pp 262-269; artiocl

- “Eloesaltea®, I. Ginsbaxg. The Jewish Enaeyclopedis, V, pp
89,903 Thamaa,"Le Mouvement BaptisteM,pp 140-156: Lightfoot
"colossiana end Philemon™, vp %74, 375.

%. See commentary by Wells in Charles, "Apocryphe and Pseuds
sepigrapha®, II; Pfelffer, "The Llterature snd Relilgion of
the ?eaudepigrapha”. in Intexpreter's Bible, I, pp 425,426.
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gome of the esrlier seots mey well have been connected ox
even identieal with each othexr. Whether or not the Dend Sea
Sarolle seot were Essenes has been much diapute@lg certeinly
they had a great meny features in common. Pliny, speaking of
~ the Hemene settlement on thé@ést shore of the Dead fea 1is
almost certainly referving to the Qumran monastery. But
Josephus and Fnilo aaam'ﬁa have aémething moyxe widespresd in
mind ~ the third philosophy or aadﬁ_of the Jews, large in
numbers, with members in all the ohief towns end cities.
Josephus, moreover, seeus to know of divisions within the
Fasene movement, for he says that as a rule Basenes sre celis
sbate, "yet there 1s another order { Tdymo ) of Essenes,
which, while at one with the reest in ite mode of life, custons
and reguletions, differs from them in its views on marriage."2
This branch admite women unﬁé? oartain conditions. The
Eesenlem known to Josephus and Philo seems therefore to have
“been a wide movement embresing dlffering seots. 'The Mamran
sect wera_déubtlesa Essenes in: this broad sense, but they were
not ?hekenly”Egaenea. »Hasenes® very probably.ﬁas a genersl
term covering much if not ell of the sectarian baptist movement.

phie survey has indicated, in brief outline, the extent
end composition of the baptist movement, and its main festures
will now be apperent. '

As regaxds location, 'the movement hpgan in Pelegtine iteel;
where the Essenes of Josephus and Puilo were widespread. The
real centre of the movement, however, was the Jordan valley,
partly, no doubt, because of the plentiful eupply of weter for

Y. See W.H.Brownlee, "A Comparieon of the Covenanters of the
Dead Ses Sorolls with Pre-ghristian Jewish Seots®, Biblleal
Archesclogist, 1950, pp 50-72; M. Burrows, %"ine ﬁaad Sea
Serolls®, pp 279=-294, and "More Light on the Dead Sea
S&rolla“, PR 263~209. _

R "The Jewish War®, II, 8, 13.
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rites of lustration. . The Qunrsn monastery wee situsted in the
wilderness of iudaea,.an& Josephme tells us thei Benos lived in
the wilderness. The pre~Christien Nazareens were loceted
Tast of Jorden, in Gllead and Bashan, and aftex 70 A,D. the
oentre of gravity definitely shifted’ﬁo'wransjérdan. Lrom
whence the movement spread through Syries, to Asls Minor, and
reached even 10 Rome. '

As regards time, both the Essene movement end the Dead
Sea Serolls seat are sttested as exleting before the lst Cent,
BaCa The dating of some of the others is rather doubtful, but
Banog and the IV Sibyllines group, though later than Christ,
are quite uninfluenced by Christisnity.

Some type of bapiiem is the most importent fsctor which
the different seots have in common.  Apart from the fact that
they had speciel lustirations, however, we are not given much.
detailed information in our sources. The Dead Sea Syrolls are
‘extremely.valuable here, giving us new and detailed informetion.
This aspeot of the movement will be more fully discussed in
Part Vi

The groups ﬁaking»up the bapilst movemen! might well bve
designated as "fringe seots". Geographiodlly they tended
40 move to the tringe~otePaiestine and even beyondy but in
another sense they were ocut off, or cut themselves off, from the

naln strean of orthodox Judalsm. This is seen especislly in
their attitude to the Temple and to its gecrifices. The pre~
Cnristian Nazereans objected strongly to seorifice, end the
references in IV Sibyllines, though deting from o. 80 AD,, are
80 atxongly worded thet thelr rejection of smaorifice can hardly

be due to expediency, but rether to principle. in all probabi:
slity none of the seots participated in the Temple worship, but
for the most pert this seens to have been due, not to oppositio
$o0 sacrifice as such, but to opposition to the Jerusalen
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- The Essane attitude~to the ?emple is not entirely. elearl
they may at one time have participatediin its worshipz’ but it
gseens certaln that they later abandqnedAthis praciice, Jgsephus

gtates that they sent offerings to.the Temple, but did not
-offer ss.atcz-ifi-c.e_si;.....-5 . Similarly, in. the Dead Sea Scrolls, the
pessages in the’Damaacus Document referring to sscrifice
probably date to an early period when the secgtarians psxticis
spafed in Qemplenworshipéi but the general view 1s that "the
Wicked Priest" and "the last priesis of Jerusalem" have
defiled the sanctuary, so that the sectarians are thus pre: .
svented from offering ssorifice. - There is no condemnation of
sacrifice as auch; however, and indeed the Sarolls lopk forward
taﬂthe.regtoratibnxnf\the true priesthood and the regumption of
saorifices., The ‘situation in the greater part of the bepiist
movenant seems therefore. to: have been that while the sectarians
did not reject the Temple cult, in practice they had abandoned
it. .
Another strong tendency running right through the movement
_ie aacetioiam, in somg, dbut not all, cases manifesting itoelf
_especially as vegetarianism.  Phllo remerks on the frugality
and simple living of the Essenes, and Josephus tells how they
despise riches. The Dead Sea Sorolls sect 11ved a strict
monastic life, and their food was ratloned, though archseo:
logioal evidence euggests that they were not vegetariana§ The

T. On thia, see. Lightfoot, *golossiens and Philemon®, pp371, 37
2, ‘fThis is suggested by two passages in Josephus, "Jewish Wart
1, %, 5 and VI, 42,2. Of. Lightfoot, op.cit.,pp372, 380.
3. “Antiquitiesw, XVIII. 1, 5% On this importent passage, end
1te variant reading, see Thomas, "he mOuvement Baptiste®,

PP 12,1%.

4. On the relation of the Serolls seot to the Temple, see
Baumgarten, "Saorifice and Worship among the Jewlsh Secter:
tians of the Desd Sea (Qumran) Serolls®, HTR,.XLVI, 1953,
Pp 141-159; Burrows, "The Dead Sea Sarolls", PR 237,23%8;

"~ Burrows, "More Iight on the Dead Sea Sgrolls", pp 365~366.

5. See Allegro, "The Dead Sea Serolls", p 1l6.
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Nazereans, on the other hand, were couvinced vegetarisns,
nolding that the Law forbede all secrifices end eating of meet.
Banos certainly lmved an ascetic life and theafaot that he fed
ton puch thinge as grew of themselves', may sipnify that he
was a vegetarisn. Both Eblonltes &ndhlkesaites were ascetios
anﬁﬁegetariens.

The strength of the baptist movement may be pudged by the
considerable literature which it produced.  Some, perhaps
many, of the works clessed as "Pseudepigrepha', may have cone
from the movement in its esxlier stagéa.l The Yead Sea finds
éspecielly heve revesled the type of literature which one of
$he seots producea¢'-'mhe 1V S8ibylliine Orsoles group 1s
represonted by that book, while the Elkeseltes uad their "Rook
of Elkesalv. The Thlonites produved the Pgendo~Clementine
Homilies and Becagnitiona.

In origin, the whole movement was baslcally Jewishy the
‘gecte adhered to Jewish ethiosl monotheism, and with the notebl
exception of the laws of ssorifioce, most of them ohserved the
Torah, Butl various featureas of the movenment are strange and
new, and suggest outside influence; these include ascetilcismn,
living in nonasiio communities, certain beliefs, and especielly
the importance attached to rites of beaptlsm. Fron the RExile
onwerds, Bebylonien ideas undoubtedly influenced Judelen, but
with the conguests of Alexander {the Great, snd the rellgious
synoretlism whioh resulted, it was Jranian religlon especielly
which influenced Paleatine.z

Ireninn influence probedly accounts for several features

l« Duponi~Somner suggests that the Testamenitm of the Twelve
Patriarcohe, Bnoch, Jubilees, and the Psalus of Solomon are
Estene works. ("The Jewish Seot of Quuren snd the
Ensenes?, D 38).

2. Por ercheeclogloal evidence of the penetration of Irenien
religion into Syris see Thowes, "he Nouvement Bapiiste®,
rp 419, 420.
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of the Eassenes such as their bellefs on angelology (Josephus,
"Warw, II, 8,7) and the worship of the sun (Josephus, "Wer" II,
8s5) The Dead Set Scrolle have brought further evidenoce of
the influence of Irenian religion, for the doctrine of the two
gpirits, and the whole concept of "modified dusliom® under:
ilying the Serolls is probably ultimetely of Irenien origin, as
Dupont-Sommer hes shewn.l‘ bupont-Somner. snys of the lsnusl
‘of Discipline « "Until now no anclent document of Jewlsh orilgin
had ever been produced which bore so clesrly as this book of
1natfuotiong:the nark of xran."g

That Hellienistio influences were also sctive in Judalem is
-~ 8180 beyand éouhtg these emanated prinoipally from the Hellen:
tistic vities encireling Palestiue and probably also, more
indireatly, via Egypt. ',ﬁeo~31£hagorean iniluenée upon the
Basenes 1s claimed by many soholers and indeed Josephus says of
the BDamsener thet they "live the aéme kind of life as do those
whom the Greeks asll Pythegoresn® (Ant,XV,10,4)." Josephus
is hewre aéeking an~ana10gy, however, rather than expleining the
orlgin of the REssenes Who,‘in]g;g'opinion;~were not arfeoted
by outeide influences. ' There sre reasons for doudbting eny
great Neo-Pythagoreon influence on sectarian Judaism,3 one
cogent reeson being that the sectariens, like their spliitual
sncestors the Hasldim, would probably heve a deep and undying
hetred of things: Greek. | ‘

It is this "baptist movement" which forms the background o
John's life and work. John sppesrs in the middle of the
movement both geographicslly end chronologioally. In his

1. *"Jewlsh Sect of Qumran and the Essenes", pp 118-120.

2. ®"Jewlah Beot of Quursn and the Eesenes", pp 127,128,

%« Tor a dlscussion of the views of Zeller who contends strong
11y for Neo~Pythagorean influence on the Essenes, see
Tightfoot, "Coloassians and Philemon®, pp 38l1-386.
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wilderness minlsiry he preached within & few miles of Qumran?
and it seeﬁb}fﬁﬁbéSible to believe that he was not acquainted
with the beliefs ‘and prectices of the Demd Sea end other sects.
He lived at g time when $he’ sects flourished and were at the
height of their popularity end influence. John's ministry was
marked espeeially by the rite of baptism, whiéh figures 8O
prominently algo in the seotarisn movement. John's asceticiern
algo pleces him in Iine with these baptist groups, bui eux of
line with more orthodox Judaism.

A further indicetion of John's link with this branch of
Judeism is to be found in the desoripition of John by Josephus,
as one who "wes bidding the Jews %@’practioéd virtue snd
exerclsed righteousness towsrad eaéh'qther and plety toward
God, to come tOgethér for hépﬁiam,”. ~ As Abreshems points
outm,'thig is'very gimilar to Josephus® desdription of the oatk
tafbe‘taken by the\EsseﬁEs, each of whonm must promise that "in
the first place heiwill_exerciae piéty‘towards God, and next
that he will observe jusilce towards men.* Here .sﬁaéﬁieeﬂ
and 5@&&L@awﬁm§' are the chief charccteristiocs of both
Jonhn. and'thébswenes, and the’other'terms.uséd*offaohn by
Jogephus { N@ﬁﬁvhgﬁviﬁtﬁ ) are also used by him of the
Resenes.

As we study John's uessage and ministry, we shall dis:
_toover further close points of contact. In so far, therefbfe,
as John was connected with any branch of Judeism, and in so
. #ar as he was the product of the background from which he
emerged, that baakgreund appeare tc have been the sectarian
baptist movement. Thig is not in the least to deny that there
wére‘originalAfeatuxeg in his 1life and work. Every religious

1. Abranams, *Studles in Pharisaism end the Gospels", I, D 54.
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1eader or reformer has 10 begin somewnﬁre, to uge terms sand
ooncepis with which his heerers are familisr before golug on to
ghow how he aiffers from these usunlly held ideas. Heving
atablished the branch of Judsisn. with which John sppears 0
nave had most in gomnon, we wust now in the pages thet follow,
‘aeek to discover in detail how far he was meraly %bproduet of
his environment, end how fer he broke awey frou it,become an
independent and original thinker =and preacher, It is only
when this survey hes been completed, that we will be sble to
meke a finml swmary snd essessments

| ﬁ.. The Geographionl Backeround.

The New Testament mentlons several geographiael locetione
in aonnectlon with the 1ife anﬁ ministry of John.2 - 0f these,
the- mast-important s nthe wilderness"; it was here that thn
spend hig youth (Lk 1:80), thet he heard thé prophetic call
(k 3;2), and that he Lirst apperred procleiming hls messsage
(i 1:4{ Matt Ftl). From Jesus' remarks sbout John { Matt 113
7 fay Ik 7124 £+), we know that ihe-orawds, in order to heer
Jonn, hed to "go out into the wilderness,"

‘ For the degw of the Flrst century the word "wilderness"
would bring to mind e very definite picture; it wes a word
which had & geogrephlcal reforence, end whioh wes elso rich
with historiesl gonnotstions. Being John's environment for
the most importent years of his life, it ﬁust]have played no
gmell part in forming his ahgraoter and sheping his outlook.

The term used in the New Temtouent with reference to Joun
is %’;0*1 nes s  this do en adjective, with X{é;p&( unders
tetood. In Ik 1180 it is used in the plureal; in the other
references 1t is singuler. aénﬁieg is the usuel word for

T2 " Soe Part Xil.
2. On the lueaﬁion of John's: birthglace. see ?art III, p 8.
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wilderness in the New Testament, the form 3,0.1,“(0( being
found only four times.

The principal equivalent term in the 0l1ld Testament is
g o Gy 1B~ (which the LXX almost always translates iPnmos )
Another word of similar meaning, used sometimes in the 014
Testament in parallelism with ‘1;1‘.1‘173 is ]'\D‘L'V":‘ (Jeshimon),
usually transliterated instead of translated. A third term

1329y

-l

in the LXX.
Ag the English term "wilderness" conjures up, for

» 'Aradbah, is slso sometimes rendered El,oq/uog

different people, widely varying pictures, it is important to
understand the nature of the region. T371) probably
derives from ")7177 4in the sense of "to éaihe’or lead (flocks
It ie a region in which, because of the scarcity of pasture
and water, flocks have to be driven from place to place; that
is to say, it oan support only a nomadic, Bedouin type of
existence. It 18 not entirely devoid of vegetation (Joelhszz)
though that can become dried up in the heat (Jeremiah 23:10).
Because there is no settled population, the wilderness is
desoribed as uninhabited by man (Job 38126), though Joshua
153:61,62 does mention a wilderness which has a few towns in it.

The terms Jeshimon and 'Arabah imply an absence of any
vegetation. 'I)b‘w‘ derives from [QUW* , meaning "to be
desolate", while 71 _;L_ : _(_J derives from any
probably meaning, "to be arid or sterile®.

Of these terms, " Z171D 1s the most common end the
most general. It 1s used frequently of the land through
which the Israelites passed on their wanderings following the

exodug, but where a particular region is meant, a definite
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neme is attaohed e.g. wildernese of Shur, wilderness of Paran,

eto. It is used of various regions of Palestine, and of
desert regions generelly. For example, it is used in Is 4033
- %A voice ories, In the wilderness ( 9 a7 RN Z )prepare
the way of the Lord, make straight in the desert( 71 :1! j.‘_)_:_l. )
a highway for our God." Here the place referred to is the
desert regions lying between Badbylon and Palestine through
which the triumphant returning exiles will pass. 7 :.;Ljs_.) ’
while it cen (as in Is 40:3) have & general reference, is most
frequently used, as a proper name, to indicate the great
depression in the earth's surface including the Jordan valley
and extending to the Gulf of Aquabah; and especially the part
of this region South of thqnead Sea. 17D W 1is elso used
most frequently as a proper name; while its extent is difficul
to define exactly, it seems to have been part of the region
known as the wilderness of Judah.

As these Hebrew words have only one Greek equivelent, it
might not be possible to say, out of context, emactly what
region was being referred to in the New Testament es the
E’,on,ua; . The term had a certain vagueness, and the
wilderness probably was thought of as a large region streching
down to the Gulf of Aqubah, down into the Sinei Peninsula, and
up into Palestine itself. In this way historical events
connecded with any particular part of the wilderness came to be
identified in a loose way with "the wilderness" in genersl.

It is possidble, however, to identify with a fair degree of
accuracy the region in which John lived. Matthew ie especial}
helpful as he specifiocally tells us that John began his ministy

in "the wilderness of Judeea" ( Zv ‘fa Zpnpw THs J ovdatias
- Mt 331). This is the region known in the 0ld Testement as
-1—1 ¥AY g D s "the wilderness of Judah". It wes

bounded on tho ‘West by the Judmean platesu, and on the East by
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the Dead Sea and by'the 1ast stretch of the River Jordsn. ;;
the North and Scuth its boundories sre less easy to define.
Joshua 15301, 6? nmentions gix citien in the wilderness, of whioh
only Engedi oen be identified with cextainty; it stood on the
West shore of the Dead fHesn, roughly midway between the Noxth
end South ends of the Sea.l Jeshiron was probably the most
derolate part of this wilderness, lying immediately 40 the West
of the Dead Seé¢

Olesrly, it was principelly in the part of the wilderness
at the North end of thépead Bea that John was to be found during
hie ministry. Tfhe faot that there went out to him "sll the
gountry of Judamea, snd all the people of Jerusalem” (Mk 1:35)
supports this; and of course, John baptized in the River Jordan,
which flows into the North end of theDend Seo. Ag G,A, Smith
points out, the routes from dudeen to the FEast were governed
by the presence of fresh water, Apart from XEngedl snd 'Aln
Feshkeh (whioh of course have the Demd Sem to the East of them),
the only fresh water is at Jericho. Thexreilore the routes fron
Bethlehen, from Jerusalem and from Bethel converge st Jericho,
for the Jordan wes forded at a point t0o the South Rast of that
oltye. There are aetually two fords here, which ocan be crossed
at mogt tlmes of year,3 thege avre known in the 014 Teatoment
ag "the Torde of the Jordan® (Judges %828), or "the forde of
the wildernesa® (II Sam 15:28). Jdohn's hearers from Judsea
and Jerusalem would thus come by one or other of these routes,
and would reach the Jorden at these'fords. This accords well
with the traditionsl site of Christ's beptism by John, which
has been pointed out since the early 4th eentury.4

A

1. It hes recently been proposed to identify three of the towns
with ruine in the Bugel's, a few miles from Quuren. See
Burrows, "ore Light on the Dead Hea Sorollsh", p 21,

2+ "The Historiocal Geography of the Holy Lund", p 263.

e Seeeg.A. Smith, "The Historical Geography of the Holy Land",
D 260

4 Bee G.A. Smith, op. oit, p 496, For a descriptlon oi the

p%aog, see HeV. Morton, "In the Bteps of the Master®", pp

104 £
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It muet not he'supposed,-hawever,-that_Jghn renained
enchored to one spot. In Ik 1180 - "He was in the desert
plages™ « the uéé of the ﬁlﬁral geens to lmply free movement,
Likewlse Tk 3173 which snys thet John "went into sll the region
sbout the Jordsn®, aiép‘implies gome moving eround. But
neither of these references need indicate that dohn went outgid
the wilderness of Judaes. |

~ Tunis aren is e striking oney for all who have visited it
in rerson it has remeined indelibly stanped on thelr memory,
and from early times troavellers have vied in thelr desoriptions
of this aweaome-region.; The Jorden valley is s grest cleft
in the earth*a'anrfaoe.\blaping ho%nwarﬂa;until. at the poini
where the Jorden enters the Deed Ses, it is 1292 feet below
gea. level, the lowest point on théfearth'é surfece. South
of the Sea of Galilee, the Jorden valley. ie only asbout four
miles wide, but at ita Southezn end it bromdens %0 e plain
fourteen mlles wide.

The wilderness of Judaea oun hardly have included the
banks o the Jarﬁﬁn, and the immediste srea around Jaricho,a
for the waters of the Jcrdan noke possible an erea of lush
“vegetation in the midst of the desert. To-dny & jungle-like
growth extends for s shortfnw on._elther side of the river,
then bresks off abruptly;,buﬁ in New Teatament'fimeﬁ, by meons
of an irrigeation system, the Jericho area was prosperoun and
noted especially for its detes 2nd bealssm. "Jericho was the
gatewny of a.proviaae, the emporium of a large trade, the

1. ®ne photographs oan be found in Grollenberg, "Atleas of
the Bible", pp %47=3%52, and especielly the colleection on
P 124, under the title, "Where John the Baptist Lived and
Dled." :

2., Daniélou ("Les lMenuserits De La Mer Morte Ft Les Origines
Du Christianisme®, p 16), who notes Pliny's description of
the nryen, la probably wrong in ascuming -that this fertile
region around Jpriaha would be conqidered as pert of the

- wilderness.
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the mistress of é great paln forest, woods of'balsam and very
rich garden:. To earliest Isreel she was the City of Palms;
to the latest Jewiah hlstorian ‘a divine region' 1fattest of
Judaea'"l

| Beginning from this fertile oasis along the dordan's
banks in the Nerth, and from the shores of the ﬁead Sea further
Seuﬁh, the wilderness risesn sharply WEstwards to meet the
Judaean hille.. In & few miles as the orow flies, the land
figes from 1300 £4. below sea level to between 1500 and 2000
ft; above sed'lefél. Gohe Snith gives a vivid desoription of
a aaurney he made- thraugh the wilderness, travelling from
Judaer down towards the Dead Seea.

"For an hour or two more we rode up and down ateep
ridges, each barér than the preceding, and then
descended rocky slopes %0 o wide: plain, where we
 left behind the lasgt brown grass and thistle; the
- last flogk of goats we had passed two hours before.
Short Jbughesm; thorns, and. succulent creepers werxe
a1l that relieved the brown and yellow bareness of
the sand,‘tha crumbling limestone, and scettered
- shingle.  The gstrate were contorted; ridges ran
in all directions; distant hille to north and south
looked like gigentie dusi-=hesps; those near we could
see to be torn as if by waterspouts. ~When we were
not stepping on detritus, the limestone was blistered
and peeling. Often the ground sounded hollow}
sometimes rock and . sand glipped in large quentity
~from the tread of the horsem; sometinmes the living
rock . was bare end jagged, eepecially in the frequent
gullies, that thererore glowed end beet with heat like
furnaces." 2

H.V. Morton writes of the same area -

" %gSome writers have aescribed this hot gash in the

. earth's crust as the most horrible place in the world,
while others have found it strangely beautiful, It
1s, I suppose, a matter of temperament or, perhsps,
liver, It you are not feeling too well, I can imsgine

T, . A, Smith, ope oite, D 266.
2e Cps éi‘h_ﬁ;_]} 313.
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" that the Jordﬂn valley with ite averwhelming hest
end 1ts airlessness, and Jericho with its flamboyant
vegetation, 1ts reptiles and its inse;%s. could be a
terrible nightmere « « « » « +ALL around ave pliled
dend rogks twilsted in the sgony of some prehistoric
oonvulpion, unlike the good clean rooks fron which
men aan bulld their homessy obscene rocks stalned
with yellow slime and covered with a ghestly shroud
of palt.t 1

fhe heat, which both these writers wention, can be almost
unbeerahle, and this socounts for the alcekly and degemereie.
cheracter of the natives of the Jardan_valley,a

It is not surprising to find that thle beckground le
reflegted dn the preaching of John the Baptiste  The dry grass
end serub of the wilderness cen catch fire and bleze for miles,
sending the scorpions and vipérs seuttling Por é&fety. Here
surely is the basls for 36hn's'exclamation,?“Yau breood of vipem
¥ho warned you to flee from the wrath to come?" (Mt 337; Ik
517 . . The stones from which God is able'to raise wp children
to Abrehem (Mt 3393 Ik 3:8) were strewn over the frce of the
wilderness, or weve perheps "the slimy shingle" slong the
dordents hanks.3 - The tree, with the axe leid st ite roots
(Mt %:110: Tk 319) would not be found in the desert vegions, but
it would be seen close by,inéar_the Jorden; which in 014 Testa:
sment deys wes & plece where trees were felled (as II Kings 63
1-4 shows) . The tree whioh-did\not beax fruit may have heen
near Jerioho, the City of Palme. N |

It is glgnificant fox the afudy of dohn thet the wilders
iness was an gres rich in religious and hiatoéigal agsoclations.
It was not fer from the mite of Sodom and Gomorrsah, at the
Southern end of the Deed Sea, the mcene of the drams of Genesis

T Win the Steps of the eater®, D Y5,
24 See G.A. mth; OPe oit. sy D 458,
e See GrA. Smi‘th, 0P« oit. » P 495 .
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1G. ”In9thia_awru1'hellow,'thia bit of the infewnal reglons
some uwp to the surfsce, this hell with the sun shining into

1t, primitive men leid the soene of God's most terrible judges
tment on human ain.”l Though John lived in the wilderness,
he wag never far from the wiockedness of oities; the spostasy
of Jeruaalem, and ‘the luxury and lmmoralilty of Jericho would

be the targets of his preaching.

Remembering how events connected with any particiler pert
of the wilderness oeme t0 be identified with" The wilderness®
in genersl, we recsll that it wae in the wilderness that God
revenled Himself to Womes (Ex 3)}e It was in the wilderness
that Isreel was delivered, recelved the Law, and entered into
_the (Qovenant. Blijeh fled to the wilderness, to Horeb, where
‘he heard the still small volce {I Kings 19); and David also
took refuge in the wilderness (I Sem 23-26 § Pa 63:1).

The river Jordan also had importent assocdations. - The
groasing of the Joraan-by the Isrnelites (Joshus 3) merked the
end of the willdernesg wanderings and the entry iato the
pronlsed lana;- Nasman the Syrien was cured of his leprosy by
woshing in the Jordan (11 Kings 5).

These nlstorical assoelstions would be largely responsible
for the esghatological apscolstions which became attached to
the sres. Just as the wilderness had been the seene of Goi's
deliverasnce of Iarael, smo 1% would be the scene of Hia future
deliversnce. Thus in Hosea 2:14,15, God says of Isyael,

tThefefore, behold, I will allure hex,

and bring her into the wilderness,

and gpeak tenderly to hex.

And there I willl glve her her vineyards.

end make the valley of Aghoxr o doox of hope.

And there ghe shall answer as in the days of her youth,
ag ot the time when she coeme out of the lend of Egypt."

i G-.A;Sni‘th. Opo(}ito. P 504.
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In Ezekilel's vieion of the river f{lowing from the Temple, the
water flows REsstwerds, through the wilderness, into the Dead
Sea (Hzekisl 47:1-12). - |

It may have been partly ite eschatologionl essoclations
which led many to teke refuge in the wilderness during the
lincoabaean revolt (I Mace 2:29; II Masce 5:27, 6111, 1036 Po of
S0 17419). Certeinly this was in the mind of the "Egyptien
faloe prophet”™, uwentioned by dJosephus, whm‘gaﬁhered & band of
men and led them *by a olrocultous route from the desert to the
Hount of 01ives"a and it must also have been ot the baok of
the rebellion led by Theudss, who led his followers to the Jors
s, expeéﬁin@‘that the waters would divide as on the first
entry into Qnnesn.

Similex aaahatologiaal expaectations would doubtless be at
least partly reaponaible for the wilderness and Jorden valley
becomlng the focus of {the baptiet sectarliasn movement. An: -
intensive ‘search of the wildernesa around the Quuren area in
1952 resulted in the diaaovery of 267 oaves, of which 37 showed
da£iniie-signs-er aaaupation-i Moat of these caves would have
bean cocupled by men connected with Qumren, but other parts of
the wilderness are similarly honeycombed with caves, in which
the members of other groups may well have lived.2 The Quaran

nonestery is located in the Wilderness of Judaea, and the sect
bvelieved thet they were thus ruifilliug-the prophecy of Is 4033

as this @gssage from the Manual of Diaaiyline:ahows\u

"When these things come to pass for the community in
Iarael, by these regulations they shell be separated
from the midet of the sesslon of the men of error to go
to the wilderness %o prepare there ithe way of the Lords
gs it is written, *In the wilderness prepare the way of
the Lord; make straight in the desert a highway for ouxr
Gode"® This ig the study of the law, ag he commanded
through Moses, to 46 scocording to sll that has been

1. On these two passages, see Part VI, 1y 207 , where they

are quoted in full.
2e Bee H.V. Merton. *In the Steps of the Master", pp 91, 95.
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revealed: from time to time, snd ag the prophete
revealed by his holy spirit." 1

It nay well be thet in the positioning of the monsstery,
the smect nlso had in mind both +the prophecy of Hopes and of
Eﬁek%éi. The valley of Achor (the modern Bugel's) lies a few
niles Northwest of Qumran,a and 1f the sect took Ezekial 47
Iiterally, they would expect the river to emerge either at
Quuren itself, or else s little further South, where the Kedron
enters the Dead Sea. Thus we omn see that for the peatavian
movement espeoislly, the wilderness was a place with important
eachatological significance.

Johnte gholce of the wllderness as the socene of his
mwinlstry is bound to have begn affected by these considerations
and we oan pee how he must heve shared the "wilderness
esé@tomogy" of the sectarian movemeni. It hag rregueutlylkm»

“pointed out that Is 40313, quoted by the Dead Sep Serolls sect,

is aleo used in the New Testement of John, though only the
Fourth Gospel pleces the words on John's own 1ips.3 It hasn
elso been noted that the expression "The Way" is used in an
ungqualified, sbsolute sense in Aotes t0 denote the Chriptien
movement {Acte 912, 1919, 19423, 2214, 2434, 24:14). This
comes very olose to the usage of the Qumran seat, who referred
to the faithful es "those who choope the Way"ﬁ(j‘j"q "Ny 3
- I QS 9:116«21), "the Way" thus being a oontrooted form
of "the Way of the Lord" of Is 4013, It geens certain that
the usage of the early Church has been derived in some way
from that of Quuran, and therve is also clearly some link betwen

| ~the homlly on the “two ways" of light and ﬁarkness, truth and

I. I 0S 8si2-15. Cf. I QS 9:16 t. )

2. See Allegro, "The Deand Sea Sorolls®, p 149. Burrows,"More
Light on the Dead Sea Sarolls®, p 21, °

3¢ Ofe Part VI, n, 212 . On this subjeoct, mee 9. Vernon
MeoGesland, "The Way", JBL, LXXVII, 1958, pp 222-230,
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error in the Manuasl of Discipline, and similar homilies in
such early Christian works as the Didache, the De Doctrina
Apostolorum, and the Epistle of Barnabas.

It i8 possible that it was John the Baptist himself who
provided the link between the seotarian and the Christian
usages of the expression "the Way®. John had close links with
the sectarian movement as we have already suggested. Whether
he actually spoke the words or not, it is very likely that
he was influenced by Is 4013. And it is highly significant
that Jesus should say of John that he "game to you in the way
of righteousnese” (Matt 21:32). It may well have been through
John that the term entered the Christian movement.

The wilderness was also looked upon as the home of evil

spirits by some people. In Leviticus 16, Azazel, the spirit
to whom the scapegoat is sent bearing the sins of the people,
dwells in the wilderness; 1in the inter-testamental period, he
becomes the leader of the evil angolsol In IV Macc 18:8
Satan is called "the seducer of the desert® ( hvmemsv TAs
apq,(éug ), and in Matt 12343, the ejected unclean spirit
wanders through the desert places ( J¢' &vidpwv Tédmwv ).
The charge levelled ageinst John, "He has a demon® (Matt 11:18:
Lk 7333), while connected primarily with his asceticism,
aocording to the context, may also have been suggested by
John's living in the wilderness, the home of evil spirits.

In all these ways, the wilderness must have influenced the
life of John. We oan recognize also, of course, that another
reason for going to that area would be that it suited the life
of asceticism to which John committed himself, while the river
Jordan would also serve as a most convenient place for baptism.

The wilderness must also have left its mark on John in
other ways less easy to define, but of deep significence.

Y. 8See article, "Azezel", HDB, I, pp 207,208: Guignebert, "The
Jewish World in the Time of Jesus®, p 100.



Steinmann speaks of the "simplifying, unifying and cleansing
influence® of the deeert.l The wilderness imposed a life of
self-disocipline. The wild grandeur of the socenery would
speak to John of the majesty and awfulnesa of the dizt:.

Long periods of solitude would give time for preyer and medit:
afhtion. and pave the way for pilercing insights into the divin
nature and purpose. In the stark simplicity of John's messag
in the severity of his condemnation of sin, and in his own
burning and paseionate conviotion, we oan see the influence of
the wilderness in whioh he 11704.2

In addition to the general term "wilderness", two more
exact indioations of the place of John'e ministry are given in
the Pourth Gospel.

In John 1328, it is said that the events just related (th
deputation of priests and Levites questioning John) "¢ook plac
in Betheany beyond Jorden, where John was baptizing." No pleac
is known with the name of Bethany which exaotly fits this text
and several ways out of this difficulty have been proposed.
7he varient reading “Bethabara” ( Banz,Qq/J& or By Oa(p«,é& )
textually inferior, probably cen be traced to a conjectural
emendation on the part of Origen, who could not find a suitsbl
*Bethany® when he visited Paleatine.3 It has been suggested
that this place was in fact the well known Bethany, the
village about two miles from Jerusalem, which is frequently
mentioned in the Gospels. Thus Pierson Parker has argued tha
1ré}u:v meens here “across from, oppoaite, over agsinst®,
and that the phrase means, "Bethany, which is across from the
point of the Jordan where John had been baptizing.'4 This
desoribes quite well the position of the well known Bethany,

Y. "Ssint John the Baptist and the Desert Tradition", p 171.

2, This section weas completed before there appeared the artioc
by Robert W. Funk, on "The Wilderness", in JBL, LXXVIII,19
Py 205-214. This artiocle covers much tho same ground as t
above, and resches simlilar oconclusions,

3. Yor thie view see Goguel,“"Jean-Baptimste®,p 79 nj; Macgregor
*"John", p 26.

4. P.Parker,"Bethany Beyond Jordan®",JBL,LXXIV,1955,pp 257=261
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errbers the Dead Sode Fartoerls avguments, howsver, fall bo
sonvines, ound the whole point of the phrase Yheyong dorden?

which is roughly Gue West of bhe podat whowe the Jordsn

lg elearly bo dlstingaish this place from the well known
Betheny whilek 1a nentloned elsowhere in %h@_@ﬂﬁfﬁh_@@ép@l.
TFépav',inﬂi@miaa th&t_%ﬁi@,plaﬁ@ was loewied on the Sest
site of the Jordeme  Aa Jobn baptlzed fu the Jordan, the
place wos probubly on the East b&nk,'ﬂw nh any webe, olose
ﬁq tvhe wlver. No other convinoeing explensbtlion has aé'faﬂ
_baamjfgmmﬁ, 1 shd we mash conbent ocureslves with seying
th&t ﬁ@%h&ny-b&ymnﬂfdmxﬁaﬂ was o snall pLane on o nesy
the Pasb bank of Hhe Jorten, yyagumably near the Lords,
Phie name of widleh, dn labew n@ﬂﬁmries, bocome forgobien.
. ?3_{;}3&1'13:“ bayond f}x'::_’ii’;m.\fg._. being on the Bast side of the
fivﬁr, WQm;ﬂ be part oF Q@ra&&i the domain of Hevod Avchinas,
a fach of ﬁﬁma=imgart@neﬁ; Cithough noetd gtxledly dn Judaesn,
it sould probambly sbtill be thowght of as belug in '
tthe wlldemess of Judasan, t&%ﬁng that bermm not dn a
political, but dn o broad geographical Cons. |
Cdseording bo Jorm 332%, "fohn also was baptising atb
ﬁgﬁmn m§&f Sadim®, while Jesus and his diseiples condueted

o ministry in dudacs. ©his place Sov hes proved a puszle
to mowl vommenbabors, some of whom have wauged as fer afleld ‘
a$”%hgﬂmegeh.igléxﬂﬁﬁ'%ﬁ*lqgw%& Tthe “;&manﬂ~MQanﬁ_ﬁ$@ringﬁﬂ
&nﬁ ”$m1im“ﬁméag$,“ﬁwa&&ﬁ;‘am@ 1% hoas been sggeated that
the neme 18 $o be iuterprebed syebolieslly, wmnd nod as
veleyying #o &&»&¢%uai~ge0gr&phiﬁ&1 looation at all. - This
is-a'@eigff&véfﬁﬁch@ﬁ-aagg@&ﬁiﬁﬁ, howsver, and the Fourbh
Gospel gives meny oxeet locations, Onlylﬁws altermabives
ave worthy of sewious copsiderehdion, BN

Lo 3@V@?&1[amoien%iniéérﬁg and mehy seholars
f@llwwing Phem, Glabm bheb. Aenon wesr dalin ley about 8

p — v ot < M

L. Tor other possibvilities see Macgvegor, “ohn', p 26,
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miles douth of Heythopolis, on the West bank of the Jordsn.
This 1s "izh@ opinion of Busebive, | andl of Jerome; 4B hallies
with L&a placs narked on the mﬁﬁ&iﬂ nap of Hadehn, and

alago with the account o ﬂ bhe pljgyim age off @ilvie of

1 CTh ds %Mm@ aﬁtﬁﬁbvﬂ Teom bhe 4th Conbs AeDe
onward s, buh there is n@.gaaaf that the tradltion ie a
el ly @ayly.ﬁma; One objeoction bo tuis site 19 that thore
ia no record of thewve Léing & Fown ealled Sallu shere in the

fa{é%j‘ U Lt jﬁ&’

ﬂwt(%miwr? axid the Wﬁj“&%vﬁiﬁh.'h@;MEwa‘am the Fonwen

@ospel Lnaan@ Aguon as belng "near ﬁalim"‘ supgests that
this Balim was o well-known ul&oe. But vhe muiu

objection, whleh reully dleposes of this site, is that 1%
would He quit@ yginﬁle&a b aay bhat vthere was much watey
thare® (ol %:93), 1 1% 444 in fach e opn o very noap
the West bauk of the Jowdan; that would be beo obvious
to,r@quixﬁ sey i

P There was & wall known wown ealled Halim, dn
Bamaris,  ebont three miles Bast of fhecheon. Beven miles
to bhe North Pagt theve 1o otlll a village oalled ’Aim&n.
Between the two lles the greetd Wedy Fav'al where there is
rg sueoession of springs, yielding o copiovs perennlal
shrean, with flad moedows on alther slde, wheore gread .

crowds wight gather.® 2 T4 hea been objected that this
ploce is not Mear to Salim®, belng coven niles away, bot
Zaldim 1o the neswaest place of sny sise by whleh It counld
he ddentificd. il dﬁm%tf&G@hLﬁn s the supeort of
@riaﬁﬁ@m,'ﬁnd also of Conded Py W0 seyn, "hae ailte of Yady
Fartell 1o the only one where all the yequiaites arve meh w
tlie two pames, bhe fine waksr supply the {féx¢m¢%y of the
deserh, and the open charvacher of the grownd, ™ 3
The evidence aceus 40 be oveywhelningly in favour of fthis

seennd ailte.

1. Bee ﬁﬁaﬁlﬁp ““a@im“, HROG, XTI, p ?ﬁl.
Ze Wela {aqr@, Aheniont, HNCE: L, » %5
B r»’fofwvg Opselbe; R i’-f‘afi ‘

Bl
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Both oF these slbes lay in Bomaryis, andl thoe

significonce of this will be dealt with in Paprt TX.
Although within the Roman proviape of Judasd, ﬁ.‘:m;r conld
noydly be :ﬁ*@ggzszz*c?;m as belng within “he wilderneas of
Judnest, . "Phe wilderness* dn genowal mighb, howéver, bo -
ropprded e ssmﬂrﬂ‘m;:h:iz}.g inbdo Smmavie, fow muolh of the
beresin there iz sinilar to that which ldes imwediately

K% S

b0 the Sowth i the wildorness of TR BO9 DEODPEL.
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Eart IlI f» BIRTH aﬁn iN?AHGY. S

 _ 1},>Parent3 e and Birth.

Ror our: informaﬁion eannerning the blxth af John’ ﬁhe
Baptiat we aye dependant largely on. tha flpat ehapter of Laka*e
gospel whexe a detailea aaaouat ia giv#n nob anly o the birth
of dohn but ot the. airsmma%anaaﬁ whiah preaedad it and’ ‘af those
Whiuh immedxaﬁely iollmwed At ‘whﬁ chaptar ie extremaly
°important as itﬁaan%mell Ul not only the atori ‘oL John*m birth
. hu$ perhapﬁ als on thing of the P fle wha preaerved,and

handeﬁ on the 9tari B L T )

jiaﬁﬁbmpdsea“iﬁ

f:émlticiq%f;”"_ 4%
! PH&$ﬁ6£ 24 ¢ bux basn ¢

e_mu@t amsume - thmt'tbe authql of tha
nfeancy narrat&vea tao the &aapalgafter the
bé&n.writtan. h“ﬁ?refaﬁe mﬁy alao heave
'baen addéd et thi ne, or elae 1t R ahavb'atood immediately
fnriar 4o Ghayar xx n'%hﬁ Pirat eﬁition.'- &any sotolars -

-beliave that 1;5 - 2:52 was addad when Luke expanded ?rota»ﬁuke

anapel attachea'f
: mmin ‘body *x%z
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1n£ovﬁﬁe'full-gaapeli,1but aeoeptence of the Protoe-iuke
Hypothesis 1s not necessary in ordex to vecognize that “the
infancy narretives are'm apaandary pdditions

Within the. eaatian IX Li15 - 2352 there sre two more or les
parellel sets of stories concerning the infenclies of John end
Jegune.  The two narvatives are Integroated by the placing of thi
annunalation ﬁblMary (1:26@@@) atter the onnunciation 46
zecherieh (1§11f.), and by the insertion of the story of Mary's
vipit to Flizebeth (1339f.) When allowence is mede for
editorial revision. i# can be seen ‘that the nerrative caneerning
Jobn, cen eanily atand apard, for it ls quite couplete in itael£,
Some scholars hold the view that the infaney narrative of
Jesus was aompésad with the stories of John sevving as the
mmdel.? It is clenr that the story of Jesus, whetever ite
exact origina, hes been inteprated into that of Johm, and not
vice veran. Thue, for exampla, the phrease "in the sixth
manth"lih Ik 1126, relates the annunciation to Nary to the
narrative conaerning John, for the slxth month of Fllzabetht's
pregnency is meant. The narrative of Jesus' bixth does not
goncern ug here, except in so far ss 4t hes o dbesring on the
gtories about Jobn.  We will therefore merely note the strong
probability thet, as well as Tk 115 - 2:52 being » separste
unit, at o still earller stage the narrative of John's infancy
gtood by itmelf, '

When we come to exmmine the atory of the birth of John in
detall, we cannot bul be struck by the distinctive cherscoter of

1. 'Streater, "The Fouy Gospelm", p 208 L.

2+ Bee Bulitmenn, "Dle Geschiohte der eynoptiéoheh Tradition®,
- pp 176, 117y Kreeling, "John the Baptist", p 106, -
Be S&ﬁ Greed, ®St. Izuke", P 7o
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the nnrfative, for almost every sentence ocontaines words,
phrases or ideas which echo 0ld Testament passages. The
poetioal sections are virtually mosaioce of 01ld Testament
quotetiona; 4if we underline all the phrases in the Magnificat
‘Lk 1146=-55) for example, which are to ﬁo found somewhere in
the 014 Testament, there is very little of the passage left.

Moreover, the stories as a whole are obviocusly legendery,
and based on 0ld Testament models. This im not to deny that
there is some historioal fact around which pious imegination
hes woven the legendary material. But olearly the source of
many of the ideas is to be found in the birth stories of Isaeso
(Gen 17:115=21), of 8ameon (Judges 1312-24), and of Samuel
(1 Sem 1:1-23).

A knowledge of Jewish customs is alpso evident, such ae
the divisions of the prieathood (1:15), the duties of the
prieets (118f), the layout of the Temple (1:19-11), the
Nazirite vow (1:15), and oircumcision (1:159).

But the narrative is Semitic also in the very greammatical
constructions and sentenc e formations, and this Las led many
scholars to suggest that it is based on a Hebrew or Aramaio
original . It seems unthinkable that this narrative could have
been composed by a Greek author. As Btreeter, for example,
saya,z "No one wh o thought in Greek could heve produced either
Elrotlnvc Kpoffos Ev ‘,,B,oa)((ow, avTop — 1151, or R’yuf)s ki‘;oa(g

1

T TnpLXs ﬁyfv ev TS oi'Ké.o Ao(ﬁﬁ(é- S 1:69." There
are many such expressions whioch have no parallel anywhere in
Greek literature. Bxcept, of course, in the Septuagint, whioch
is & translation, often a very literal one, of the Hebrew 0ld

l. (¢f. Plummer, "St. Luke", pp 30, %1, where fifteen close 014
Testament parallels sare noted.
2. "The Four Goepels", p 266.
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Testament. Tuis hriﬁga ug t0o the theory which ie ﬁheéégéat
riveol of the view thet the Taoen infancy nervatives are based
on 8 Semitic originel, nemely, the theory thet they were
gonposed by Tmke himself in the style of the Septusgint, This
ia the view whiah wap put Lorwerd by Dalmen, Moulton énﬁ Harnacl
whioh was accepted by wmeny other scholars including Burkitt and
(dedbury, end hasg recently been arpued by N. Durner end P. Bpnaiﬂ
Although, of course, this theory.has_vayiat;ous, 1ts bagis
ip thet the weny so~omlled Semitlems in Lk 1 anﬁ_zlcan_&l;'he.
adequately and vompletely accounted for elther by the pecullari:
itles of Luke's own style, or by quotstions from the LXK, The
foot that Ik 1 end 2 im more Semitic than the rest of the Gospel
is to be explalned by the numeroug quotations from the DXL, bt
especinlly by the faat thet Luke delih@rately aompaaed the
aarratives in the atyle of the §/7.0.4% giving them an archelc ring
in order %o areatm a certain atmasphera._ mhe uharaoters in
these storles stand on the threshold of the Qoapel. yet they
also belong to the Glﬁ Pestanent ere mo that an Ol& Qegtament
ptyle is sulteble fcr them.a\ mOdern English writers onn
produce. 8 ﬁtyle,maaelleﬂ on the Authorized Version,; and es Iuke
wes e skilful suthor it would heve beon possible for him Yo heve
done something slunilar. | ?
the ooreful lingulstio snelysie of the protagoniata er
this school connot be lightly set aside. mhey heve certainly

T, A detailed expomition of this view 1s to be found in Ajolf
Horneok, "“Iluke the Physiclen®, pp 96 - 102, 199-218. Forx
$two reaent discaeslons of the subject from thie point of
view, with references 4o the eerliier lilitersture, see N.Turne
#Phe Heletion of Luke I snd 1I +o Hebrale Sources and to the
Host of Tuke Aota®, NS, XX, pp 100 -~ 1093 and P. Benolt,
"It Pnfance de—&aanwﬂaptiata selon Tuo 1%, NT8, IIL, pp 169
194, For a survey of {the esrlier 1iﬁerature gee Moffatt,
ﬂéntrnduntiom to the Idtersture of the New Testoment®, pp
266~2T%

2+ Bee Harvard Theologicel Review, XVII, »p 8% ~ £9,
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shown thet the contrast between Luke 1, 2 end the rest of the
Gospel in terms of Semitlsns versus pure Greek hes been over-
ptressed by some wrlters. hey nave shown that savarnl warda
and eonatructions that heve been instenced es evidence of
_Semitisma_in Tk 1, 2 sre in feut almost as common in. the rest
of Luke~Acts. (We must not forget, of course, that other
- parts of Iuke~Acts are probably also ultlmetely dependent on

Qamitic'aouraea) Aleo, 1t uuet be acknowledged thet
this sohool have shown how most of the Qld Teotament references
reilect the LXK version, and how the writer muﬁt cexrtalnly have
been very well versed in the LXK, ' :

In apit& of these argunents, hownver, the view that a
Semitio source wes used is much the likeliest. bukm 1 abounds
in Semitisns and 1% is not tharefore surprising to find that 14
oen be duwrned into Hebrew . with e&me. But the important point
16 that when it is turned into Hebrew, the poetig cherecter, na
only of the M¥eenificat and the 3éneﬂiaﬁuatawhiéh-ﬂre-obviaualy
hymnﬁ,’bum of seversl other parts &g well, imme&iﬁtely beaomes
apperent. Unere are perhaps gix poetloel secstions in Ik 13
the Greok doés not follow them slevishly, for a trmnelator and
prﬁbahly also on editor must heve been nt work, but in nesxly
all coses ‘the Hebrew metre shows through; regordless of the
oooasional glaa&\ar_aiteratipn{ This wass shown by R,A. Aytour
who translated the poeticnl seotions into Hebrews He besed
bis transletion on the Hebrew New Testement of Fpens Delituoh,
who.waa-nat concerned with metré,'hut-only‘with trenplating the
Naw'mastament anto- Hebraw as accurately as posmaslble. It is
the merit of Aytaun‘a ‘work that e phowed huw, when some quite
_permigﬁible alter&tiona wera made 10 Delitzoh's voraian,_tbe
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Hebrew metre became apperent. Aytoun found that the following
sections of Ik 1 were poetical in structure - vs 14-17, 30-33,
35«37, 42-F, 46755, 68-79.1 Aytoun's conoclusions have been
supported by mahy scholars, though there are, as might be
expected, minq$ disagreements as to metre and exeaot arrangement
of the poema.fl

It is 1mﬂortnnt to notice that when these sections are see
to be tranalationa of Hebrew poems, the most natural conolusion
is that the roat of the narrative too was in Hebrew, as some of
the poetical mections are =0 closely bound up with the narratia

There aie other indications that a Semitic source lies
behind the 1'$lrnnoy narrative, and that this source, mMOreover,wc
in Hebrew riﬁher than Aramsic as has sometimes been suggested.
The most recent study of the Aramaic spproach to the prodblem i=
that by Int%hew Black, snd he is much more cautious than his
predecessors in this field. He does suggest a possible word
play in Iuke 1146, 49.3 between the Aramsic for "magnify® and
"great things"; in order to make this more convincing,however,
he has to rearrenge the opening verses of the Megnificat.

While Black shows how some of Luke 1 could have come from
Arensic sources, most of the constructions and features of
style which he cites, such as parallelism, cen equally well be
explained as coming from & Hebrew original.

The indicetions are that the source was in Hebrew rather
than Aramaio. One of the most striking proofs of this concern
John's name. The Greek ]wdovvns translates the Hebrew

”_ N 1 or ] ..1 I:l )77" (the full form), meaning "Yahwe
is graocious." In true 014 Testament fashion, the situation

Y. Bee further, R.A. Aytoun, "The Ten ILucan Hymns of the
Nativity in Their Original Language," JT8, Vol XVIII, 1917,
PP 274-288.

2. B8ee Aytoun, op. cit, p 288.

3. "An Aremeic Approach to the Gospels and Acts", p 111, 1l12.
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in which the name is given connects with the meaning of the
name.l The aged Eligzabeth is barren, but Y=nweh had heard

Zechariah's prayer and has graciously granted his request for
& son; therefore the son shall be oalled, "Yshweh is gracious.
This would not be apparent to the Gentile Greek readers of
Iuke's Gospel, but can only be expleined in terms of a Hebrew
original.

Furthermore, there are seversl places where 0ld Testeament
references seem to depend on the Nebrew original rether than
on the LXX version. These have been the subject of much debat
nowever, and the faot that we cennot be sure what the exaot tex
either of the Hebrew or of the Greek 014 Testament, was in
Iuke's day, considerably complicates matters., One example may
be given. Lk 1117 has ",....t0 turn the hearts of the fathers
to the ohildren." The Massoretic text reads ﬂ’i:li\,r’ Sy
[]"]:_'1_‘ 5Q which is perfectly good Hebrew, but a problem to Greek
transletors. The LXX chose to make the phrase all singular -
Kapdxy TaTPEOS Tpos uviev But Lk 1117 seens to be
an independent trenslation of the Hebrew which took the other
way out - Ko(Od(Hg TIATEPWY £TL TEKVX o making the phrese esll
plural in egreement with ' ("1 .

Two objections to a Hebrew original heve been brought
forward. The first is the assertion that by the beginning of
our ers, the writing of Hebrew poetry was a lost art, Thie
belief has been dased in part on the fact that Josephus at one
point seems 10 betray an ignorance regarding Hebrew metre.2
Both the Pselms of Solomon, however, and especislly the Qumran
Hodayoth, or Thanksgiving Psalms were composed within a ocentury
i{f not even clomer t0 the time of the composition of the infano

1. See P. Winter, "Some Observations on the Lenguage in the Bir
and Infency Stories of the Third Gospel®", NTS, I, p 120.
2. ‘ntiquitioﬂ' II’ 16.4. See Aytoun, J78, XVI1I, p 276.




nerrative. mh& Qumran ?aalma in faat offer 8 very cloae

aﬂalogy, though there ia no. indiaation whataoever of litarary
davendance. - -,-. P - G St

A second and even more baeic ahjeaiian hag heen the alaim
that by the first aenxury AsDwy By fax as new compaaitiona ware
«aneernaa, Hebrew wans 8. &ead languape- But the vead Sea
diecovaries hwve produced net only hymna. aommentaries, g1
manual of aiewipline and 80 on, written in Hebrew, but a&ao
(from Murabha'at) 1attere and oontraots in Hebreaw,. These
finde show, es- Allegro points outa, that ”Hebrew wee still bedny
uaad 4n the rirst half of the sesond aentury of our ewa among
dews of Palestine, 1n a live and forseful manner whieh givea no
aign elither of being ‘at its laet £Bsp or ot artiiiaial

‘resurrection for. politisel or nationaliatio enda .t Rox are

these’ finde the enly evidenea of. the use ar Hebrew in this
periad.3 . R . _ u\r.' . e " _
Nbither of thase objeetions o a Hebrew source are there:
sfora:valide Furtharmare. in. aadiﬁian to these 11nguietio
aonaiderntians, axaminﬁtzan of the thaught and theology, of the
narratives aonfirms ﬂhe thecry that a sourae wag used.

thé idem that Iuke aotually oampaseﬁ the birth storles
himaelf beuompa quita impoasible whet we realiae that in them,

. ag H.L- MauNeill aaya. ”there is nothinp whmtever thmt is

"Tes Manuscrits De lLa Mer marte Bt Les Origines DR Christie:
. gieme,* po 17, 18. Daniélou voints oul parellels to the
- Borolls espealslly in the Benedigtus, but these are confine
to 1deas and thought forms which were in widespreed use, an
“do not in any way suggest literary depen&anee,
2e "The Dead Hes Sorolls™, p 175.. :
e See Jehoahus. M. Grintz, "Hebrew .as the %poken ana Written
Language in the Nsst Doye oL the %eecnﬁ memple“ JBL. LXXTX,
Mexrah 1960, b}l 32~4?~‘ <

1, See Dupont-Sommer, "The Beaa son Qnrolleﬂi p 691 ﬁanielou.
&
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distinotively, necessarily, Christian. Everything in these

two chapters, on the ocontrary, is definitely, positively,
patriotically, and enthusiastically Jewieh.'l Whatever may
be thought of Lk 2, this is certainly true of Lk 1. When
taken in their present context, with allowence for perhaps the
odd editoriel alteration, the narratives may seem superficially
to £4it in with the Christian point of view; but closer examina
ttion of the narrative of John's infancy reveals a quite
distinctive outlook. The most important espects of this out:
tlook are as follows -

@) The use of KUOLLoC, Throughout Lk 1, kypocos
clearly refers to God, and translates 71171 . Thus in Lk 13
46 -

*My soul magnifies the Lord,
And my spirit rejoices in God my Saviour,”

*Lord" is parelleled by "God, my Saviour? This is in
striking contrast to the rest of the Gospel, where | jpcos
is a favourite title of Jesus. This point, in itself, would
show that Luke was not the original author. The one exoep:
ttion is Lk 1143 where Mary ies referred to as "the mother of
my Lord"; this marke it out olearly as an editorisl alteration
probably by ILuke himaolf.z

®) The view of John. In Lk 1 there is a very high
estimate of John, such as is approached elsewhere in the New
Testeament only in the Q passages where Jesus preises him
(Lk 7324-283 Nt 1117-11). Up to a point the infancy narrative

le HeLe MacNeill, "The Sitez im Leben of Lk 115-2320", JBL,LXV,
PP 126, 127.

2. See ﬂnt.r. “8. I. P 11’0
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egrees with the Christien view of John as a prophet (1:76), the
new Elijeh (2:17), who will preach repentance (1127,77).1 But
it goes further than this and further then any other part of th
New Testament, for, since "the Lord" means God Himself in 1k 1,
John is presented as the forerunner of God, and not of the
Messirh.,

"And he will turn many of the sons of Iersel to the
Lord thelir God,
And he will go before Him (i.e. God) in the spirit end
power of Elijeh."
(Lk 1116,17).

He will "go before the Lord to prepare his ways" (1376)2.

There is no room here for a Messiesh, indeed John himself is
virtually cest in that roles his dbirth is due to an sct of
Divine intervention, he is filled with the Holy Spirit from his
mother's womb (1:15), end with his birth God has already
*visited and redeemed his people® end "reised up e horn of
salvation".3 John's position in Ik 1 ocould hardly bde
more exmlted.

o) The priestly emphasis. The infancy narrative of

John is unique in the New Testament in the place given to the
priest. John, who, as we have just seen, is regarded very
highly, possibly as Messimh himself, is born of priestly
parents. Zecharieh is a priest, and his wife was "of the
deughters of Aaron" (Ik 115). Elizedeth (°E ) coc&B:et |
Hebrew .Ui_li,:?"‘?b,’ ) was, signifiocantly, the name of Asron's
wife (Bx 6:123). As Krseling remerks, "It is a priest,
offioiating in God's presence, 10 whom it is revealed that God'

1. cCf Benoit, NTS, 111, pp 180-182.

2. Por similar views of. Bultmann, "Die Geschichte der
synoptischen Tradition", p 1773 Goguel, "Jean-Baptiste",
P 713 Kraseling, "John the Baptist®, p 17.

P. Lk 1:68,69. The Benedictus, in ites present context,
certainly refers to John, See further