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Thesis Summary:

THE PERSONALITY OF SAINT JOHN THE BAPTIST
BETWEEN TESTIMONY AND JEWISH MESSIANISM
AS DESCRIBED IN THE GOSPELS
AND IN THE NON-CHRISTIAN TRADITIONS

The personality of Saint John the Baptist is defin the context of the Jewish
testimony and messianism, as it is reported botthéngospels’ description and in the
non-Christian traditions. Thus, Flavius Joseph debs the Baptist as an innocent martyr
who wanted people to change, a victim of the pmitcircumstances which understood
that his preaching would have made possible a ahdibange; Mark the evangelist
describes John as Elijalkedivivus, comparing his suffering with the one of JesusisThr
Matthew the evangelist outlines that John is the who testified about Jesus Christ, but
he is also confronted with the same religious aalitipal opposition, hostile for their
actions; Luke the evangelist describes John thdi®ags being part oh the salvation’s
history, having a prophetical mission which inclad&bayyeliéw”, the continuity
between John and Jesus Christ, while John the elisingees him as the ideal withess of
Jesus Christ with the role that through his testiynteveryone might believe in Him”
(Christ).
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SYNTHESIS OF THE MAIN PARTS OF THE PhD THESIS:

In the introductory chapter, "Introduction”, | toed an overview on the
approaches of contemporary research about the nadityoof John the Baptist. In their
light, | emphasized that the purpose of my PhD ithessearch is to identify and to
thoroughly study St. John the Baptist's personalitiiich is shaped between the
testimony and the Jewish messianism in the degmmif the Gospels and of the non-
Christian tradition. | stated the necessity of thissis by paraphrasing the contemporary
approaches both of the international specialtyrditee and of the Romanian one.
Justifying the presence of a non-Christian traditithe one of Flavius Josephus, within
our research, along with the Gospels relate, béisteed my thesis research objectives. In
the last part of the introductory chapter | essdi#d the methodology, the steps to go
through in the approach of every chapter and tipep&purpose.

In the first chapter;The traditions about John the Baptist in the work of
Flavius Josephus’lovdaixn Apyaoioyia®, and in the non-Christian literature” |
started from the premise that the biblical researbblism regarding John the Baptist's
person focuses on the New Testament's data, ircipten For this reason, a major
historical source referring to John the Baptiséssonality, Flavius Josephu#ovdaixi)
Apyoroloyia, is summarily treated within the specialty biblistudies approach. Since
the “lovdaikn Apyaioloyio. paper is both a valid source and a precious onethfe

historical researches, we set the intention togoitnto the area of biblical specialty

! We can find the text to be analyzed, in Romanidthin the first chapter in Flaviuso3EPHUS
Antichitazi iudaice Il. Girgile XI-XX. De la refacerea Templului pama rascoala impotriva lui
Nero, translation, notes and name index by lon ACSANséfier Publishing House, Bucharest,
2001, p. 454. Another translation can be found iiaf.PVasile GRecy, ,E autentic locul din
Flavius Josephus despre Domnul lisus Hristos?Stinlii Teologiceseria a Il-a, 3 (1951), nr. 9-
10, p. 560.
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researches, beginning the study on the traditiddmutaSt. John the Baptist with a
reference about his life fovdaixn Apyoiotoyia 18, 116-119.

We tried to observe the way Flavius Josephus gitstrJohn the Baptist in
"Tovdaixn Apyaroloyio 18, 116-119 text, emphasizing the text itself, tat context it is
related in, too. In order to obtain an image asuete as possible on the perspective of
Flavius Josephus, we appealed to a censoriousoneodithe Greek text, rendered by
Benedictus NIESE in his writingzlavii losephi Opera. Antiquitatum ludaicarufffom
the 19" century, censorious text which is still a referepoint for the researchers up to
the present.

While analyzing the text from 18, 116-119, we fouadt that, fort Flavius
Josephus, the narration about John the Baptist avasadditional argument which
maintained the anxieties among the Jewish peopRatdstine, which has offered in the
mean time a popular Jewish explanation for Herodipas' military defeat, too, by
having, ultimately, the role of giving an examplewehat can happen when a leader,
representing the Roman imperial power, carriesxaessive and abusive actions.

The’lovdaikn Apyaoioyio 18, 116-119 text reveals two important perspestive
referring to John the Baptist. Firstly, John the#s continues to remain in the Jewish
people’s memory many years after his murdering Brod Antipas, and secondly,
JOSEPHUS identifies John being one who “was namedaptist” o0 énikaiovpévov
Bartictov) appellative which we can find in the synoptic @els, too. He portraits John
as a preacher with an ethical imperative descntadd Hellenistic terms. John the Baptist
is the one who proclaims and observes the baptismn purifies man. JOSEPHUS
outlines the unquietness that John’s teachingsdhtoup that will determine Herod
Antipas to consider him as a threat for his so@btipal status quoDescribing him this
way, JOSEPHUS leaves the impression, when intengréhrough the Greco-Roman
eyes (his readers), that John the Baptist is thiggab circumstances’ victim, an innocent
and unfortunate martyr who has just intended tluplee‘to be good” and “to purify their
bodies”. When reading the same text through thes @fecommon people of the™1

2 F. DSEPHUS & Benedictus NESE Flavii losephi Opera. Antiquitatum ludaicarum,
Weidmannos, Berolini, 1885-1895.
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Palestinian century, the implications for this paitt of John the Baptist and of his
message become much more serious, suggesting ngeAkitipas’ fear is not entirely
motiveless, as long as John the Baptist's actoatyld have led to “a radical change”.

Then, we have examined the authenticity’s issughdf particular text. The
authenticity of JOSEPHUS’ narration regarding Joha Baptist was not accepted by
some researchers as they stated it was a Christenpolation, because (1) JOSEPHUS
had preoccupations and events much more imporantite about, rather than a simple
Jewish person as John; (2) the nouns used for idmaptn this text fortiopndc and
Bantioig -18,117) are no longer in JOSEPHUS’ corpus, theidgargocabulary being a
proof for the interpolation; and (3) it is a deption adjacent to the New Testament’'s
traditions.

Our argument for the authenticity of this text etathat (1) JOSEPHUS’ history
focused mostly on his own Jewish people, an oldrenmburable people, and John, a Jew
himself, was a well known person that has been llgedOSEPHUS for his book’s
purpose; (2) although the singular usage of a viagrdn author does not mean that this
word is not known for him, JOSEPHUS never uses ffheticpa- noun, - used both for
John’s baptism and for the Christian baptism dbscdriby the Gospels; and (3) there are
significant differences between Josephus’ accondtthose of the evangelists Matthew,
Mark, Luke and John: JOSEPHUS did not image Johngugschatological and
messianic elements as those used by the GospesJASEPHUS’ text quietness
regarding the relationship between John the Baptist Jesus Christ. Further more, the
text is present in all existent manuscripts of th@daixn HApyoroloyia work, as
Benedictus NIESE does not provide a critical appardor this reason. And Origen’s
testimony from theContra Celsuml.47 writing, consummates the arguments for the
authenticity of the researched text.

We have evaluated the accuracy of this text asuacedfor the historical data
about John the Baptist, arguing that the style lakibs JOSEPHUS and his sources
usage demonstrates his own inclusion in the GremodR tradition of the historiography
and we have established that the known traditieganding John the Baptist (both the
Slavonic version of JOSEPHUS’ work and the Mandd#&arature), within the old non-

Christian literature, can not supplement our regeaiith relevant data.

10
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Starting with the % chapter The prophetic dimension of John the Baptist's actiity

in the Gospel according to Mark, we have pencilled the synoptic Gospels appraach
John the Baptist’'s personality. The purpose of ttimpter related to the Gospel
according to Mark, sight two aspects: (1) the idimattion within theGospel according
to Mark of those pericopes which speak about John thedapnd (2) the description of
the way the evangelist Mark images John the Baptistomparison with parallel
pericopes within the other synoptic Gospels, retbpalg the way it is described John the
Baptist’s prophetical dimension.

The Gospel according to Markas nine pericopes referring to the person and
activity of John the Baptist: 1: 2-6; 1: 7-8; 119: 1: 14; 2: 18-22; 6: 14-29; 8: 27-30; 9:
9-13 and 11: 27-33. For their identification we @dawsed the recent critical texts of the
New Testament: N-AZ7editions and GNTUBS4 the critical edition of the Byzantine
text — BYZ? and the one of the latest critical edition froml@0GNTSBL®

By knowing the structure of Mark’s Gospélye notice that all the references to
John the Baptist are reserved for the first elecbapters of this Gospel, John’s
appearances being sporadic within these chaptets1 the Baptist isn't a constant
character for the narration’s unfolding and he hmgitrepresents a conjunction between
the pericopes. Following the initial paragraphswhlmhn the Baptist from Mark 1: 2-11,
that are continued with a short reference aboub’'3cdpprentices fasting in Mark 2:18,
John the Baptist appears no more except for theh@pter of Mark’s Gospel. Here we
have the narration of the two refusals — the réfokdesus in Nazareth and the refusal of

John coming from Herod Antipas which leads to Jehi€ath. It is remarkable the fact

¥ Novum TESTAMENTUMGRAECE 27 revidierte Auflage, ed. Barbara et Kurt Alandhdnnes
Karavidopoulos, Carlo M. Martini, Bruce M. Metzgddeutsche Bibelgesellschaft, Stuttgart,
2001.

* THE GREEKNEW TESTAMENT Fourth Revised Edition with Dictionary, ed. Barbadand, Kurt
Aland, Johannes Karavidopoulos, Carlo M. Martiniu& M. Metzger in cooperation with the
Institute for New Testament Textual Research, Memidtesphalia, Deutsche Bibelgesellschatft,
Stuttgart, United Bible Societies, U.S.A., 1994.

® THE NEW TESTAMENT IN THEORIGINAL GREEK - BYZANTINE TEXTFORMCompiled and Arranged
by Maurice A. Robinson and Wiliam G. Pierpont, @ Book Publishing Company,
Southborough, Massachusetts, 2005.

® THE GREEK NEw TESTAMENTSBL BDITION, ed. Michael W. Holmes, Society of Biblical
Literature, 2010.

" See Pr. Prof. Univ. Dr. StelianoFANA, Introducere in Studiul Noului Testament (vol. 2).
Evangheliile dup Mateisi Marcu. Documentul Quell&;luj-Napoca, 2002.
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that the narration from Mark 6 is introduced by ti@nion that Jesus might have been
Johnredivivus(Mk. 6: 14), opinion that is close to the way tlahn in introduced in the
discussion from Caesarea Philippi described in M&rk27-28, occasion when the
Saviour asks “Who do people say that | am?” anditeeanswer is: “John the Baptist”.
In the next chapter, Jesus goes further on sepgrétimself from John through the
opinion that this was Elijamcognito(Mk. 9: 11-12), the one about He stated he came to
restore all the things. Yet, in Mark 11: 27-33, lwthe occasion of the latest explicit
reference about John, Jesus affiliates His authaith John the Baptist and his baptism.
Thus, in Mark’s Gospel, we have noticed pencillthg following pattern: (1)
John the Baptist is closely affiliated with Jesusl dhe Gospel (Mk. 1); (2) John the
Baptist distinguishes from Jesus Christ throughphégtices, fact that was noticed by the
outside viewers (Mk. 2); (3) the outside viewereksdo identify Jesus with John,
considering Him even as John returned from the {kkd 6: 8); (4) Jesus distinguishes
from John, but He confers John with a significané for God’s new redemptive activity:
John is Elijahredivivus the one who restores all the things (Mk. 9); d&hfronted with
the priests, the scribes and the elders in Jemsalesus states publicly a partial
identification between John and Himself regardimg divine empowerment (Mk. 11).
Mark’s intention on the related to John the Baptigtterial’s usage was not to
reveal that John was a witness of Jesus, firsthy,rather to provide a reference term
wherewith to designate who Jesus Christ was nbis dspect is achieved, on one hand,
by distinguishing between Jesus’ activities and ¢hes of John’s, by correcting the
outside viewers’ false impression regarding thegntities and, on the other hand, by
Jesus’ testimony, in two key moments at Mark 9 iadk 11, about John’s true identity,
that is a testimony that compensates the one of fledh Baptist about Jesus at Mark 1.
This suggests that, for Mark, Jolsthe beginning of the Gospel, not only because he
was perceived as the Forerunner of Jesus, as Bligah but for Jesus Christ was the

witness of John the Baptist, too.
In the third chapter, The prophetic dimension of John the Baptist’s actity in the

Gospel according to Matthew”, | observed the same approaching pattern as thd one

used in the second chapter. The purpose of myneséar the chapter referring to the

12
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Gospel according to Matthew was (1) to identifyhinttheGospel according to Matthew
those pericopes that narrate about John the Baptfist (2) to describe the way how
Matthew the evangelist portrays John the Baptistgared with the parallel pericopes
within the other synoptic Gospels.

The Gospel according to Matthewontains sixteen pericopes that refer to St. John
the Baptist's person and activit$: 1-6; 3: 7-10; 3: 11-12; 3: 13-17; 4: 12; 9. 1A-1
11: 2-6; 11: 7-11; 11: 12-13; 11: 14-15; 11: 16-19; 1-12; 16: 13-16; 17: 9-13;
21: 23-27 and 21: 28-32

In the presentment of the items referring to Johe Baptist's prophetic
dimension within theGospel according to Matthew emphasized only the Mathean
specific accents. Though the presentation doesliffet to the one | have noticed within
the Gospel according to Markn the Gospel according to Matthea new aspect settles
into shape: not only that John the Baptist seresitthe mocks through his preaching, but
the marginalized members of society, following th@sitive answer, take part to God’s
Kingdom. In the Mathean interpretation about Jl® given more explicitly salience to
John the Baptist’s identity as Elijabdivivus identification already implicit within the
Gospel according to MarkThe Gospel according to Matthew reinterprets 3ohole
towards Jesus. Although John is characterized ruate clearer as being subordinated
to Jesus with the purpose of emphasizing Jesust@huniqueness, yet he is identified
with The Saviour having to face both religious guaditical opposition, hostile for theirs’
activities and also for his death prefigures thei@a’s death.

Furthermore, we lent a special interest in thigotdato the question whether John
the Baptist doubted Jesus’ messianity. Our conmfugias that the question that John
addressed Jesus, over his disciples, was not giression of his incertitude, but ratteer
challengethat Jesus accepts: to confess Himself about Himsdiont of some future
disciples of His own, forasmuch as He would haveseh, later, among John’s disciples

some future Apostles of His own.
The 4" chapter, The prophetic dimension of John the Baptist’s actiity in the

Gospel according to Luke’ replenished the approach dedicated to John thaifs

personality in the synoptic Gospels that we stainetthe 2° chapter. In this chapter, we

13
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have also established the following goals (1) tntdy within theGospel according to
Lukethose pericopes which relate the person and tindgtpof John the Baptist and (2)
to intercept the way Luke the evangelist describ@m the Baptist by comparison with
the parallel pericopes within the other synopticsfss.

The Gospel according to Lukmtegrates twenty-one pericopes referring to St.
John the Baptist's person and activity:5-25; 1: 36; 1: 3945; 1: 57-79; 1: 80; 3: 1-6;
3: 7-9; 3: 10-14; 3: 15-18; 3: 19-20; 3: 21-2218-23; 7: 24-28; 7: 29-30; 7: 31-
35; 9: 7-9; 9: 18-21; 11: 1; 16: 16, and 20: 1-8.

The presentation of John the Baptist in @@spel according to Lukis the most
extended narration from all the Gospels. It includ®ost of the items found in the other
synoptic Gospels and the narration of some nevepees, too, especially the ones about
John the Baptist’s birth and childhood. In contragh the Gospel according to Matthew
which images John as a kingdom’s preacher whosatgds like and forespeaks Jesus’
activity, Luke portrays John asraeformerpreacher whose activity prepares the way for
Jesus to come. Although Luke the evangelist appshdohn the Baptist as a part of the
messianic era, yet he attentively disjoins thevigtiof John the Baptist from the one of
Jesus. Interpreting John as being Elijativivusis not that emphasized as it is in the
Gospel according to Matthew, nor it is presenteslitay Mark 9: 9-13 emphasizes it,
where this identification is implicitly carried ogin contrast, in Matthew 17: 9-13 this
tradition, Elijahfedivivus is explicitly identified). However, in both pedpes from 1:
16-17 and 7: 26-27, Luke identifies John the Baptith role of Elijahredivivus

The third evangelist places John the Baptist iatdarger schema of the
redemption history, as a notable figure within thstorical enchainment of the events
initiated by God’s intervention in the history afrdel. Furthermore, in comparison with
Mark and Matthew, Luke the evangelist emphasizesrel the activity of John the
Baptist which includesebayyerilw” (LK. 1: 19; 3: 18). Thus, Luke the evangelistass
more than the other evangelists the continuity betwJesus and John the Baptist, accent
we encounter both in the item whom he shares widtthdw and Mark and, as well as
the item specific for Luke from thehildhood Gospel

In the 3" chapter, The prophetic and theological dimension of John the

Baptist’s activity as described in theFourth Gospel”, we broadened our research, from
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the synoptic Gospel to the Gospel according to Jéisna purpose of this chapter, we
have added to the identification of those pericopsch narrate about St. John the
Baptist within the ¥ Gospel, the theological dimension’s delineation John the
Baptist's message, predominant over this Gospel.

In the 4" Gospel, the presence and the role of St. JohBalpéist are focused on
emphasizing his role of Jesus Christ’s confesshis tonfessor role is asserted in all ten
pericopes that contain references to John the &aptthin the Gospel according to
John 1: 6-8; 1: 15; 1: 19-23; 1: 24-28; 1: 29-34; 1: 85-3: 22-36; 4: 1-3; 5: 33-
36; 10: 40-42.

In the first subchapter, we defined the locus dre role of John the Baptist's
testimony the way it is shown in the chiastic stmoe of John’s prologue (1: 1-18). We
have noticed, on one hand, that John the Baptisgsion was to testimony the Incarnate
divine Logos (1: 6-8) so that “everyone might beti¢hrough” his testimony, and on the
other hand, his testimony was focused on the diand the eternity of the Incarnate
Logos (1: 15).

The 2 subchapter shaped on the structure of the firskwieat inaugurated the
beginning of Jesus Christ’'s public activity (1: 42: 11), having as a focal point the
content of John the Baptist's testimony about Ghilike identification of Jesus with the
awaited Christ, first throughia negativa “I am not the Christ” (1: 19-28), then through
the Christological-theological expression “the LanfbGod who takes away the sin of
the world” (1: 19-34), determined an effect of késtimony inside his disciples: they
“have found the Messiah - which is translated Ghribeir answers culminating in the
reaction in front of His glory’s revelation, on tA& day, the miraculous sign’s one in
Cana of Galilee: “they believed in Him” (2: 11). d¥) John the evangelist presents the
completion of John the Baptist's sending purposeleasized in the Gospel’s prologue:
“everyone might believe through him” (1: 8).

In the 3% subchapter, we contoured a particular accent enChristological-
theological dimension of John the Baptist's expmssabout Jesus Christ: “Look, the
Lamb of God who takes away the sin of the world” Z9). At the moment when he
recorded this episode of John the Baptist's testyndohn the evangelist bore in mind

both the "Lamb of God” expression two meanings: ‘tBervant of God” meaning, the
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one who suffers, and the “sacrificed Lamb” meanitihgg one who accomplished the
entire world’s redemption from sin by means of stiffg and death.

In the last subchapter we have approached them@syi of John the Baptist
regarding Jesus’ Baptism (3: 22 — 4: 3). John gs#e that God has sent by the meaning
of the baptism the Spirit's fullness above Je§usvev. Thus, Jesus is the only one who
might bring to the humans the baptism in Spirihrddhe Baptist knows and confesses
that he was not, but Jesus wambev épydpevoc.

The 4" evangelist images John the Baptist as the idedl admost Christian
witness of Jesuxf, John 1. 8) as the Messiah and the Lamb of Godhasiping this
way John the Baptist’s subservience to Jesus.

In case that this subservience element and theafldahn being preparatory for
the One who shall come after him belong to the Bgpthen the evangelists did not
credit John with a locus he wouldn’t had it forlrdaut they have only emphasized and

carried up on the role John the Baptist himselfessed about himself.
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