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Jesus’ meeting wıth the Samarıtan 1S surely ON of the best-
known stOr1es of ohn’s Gospel, and OC that COMMENTaATtOrS 1ke analyse
In detaıl everal studies have shown the underlyıng of the
per1Cope, the symbolısm of the ell and the watlter, the close t1es other
sStOr1es wıthın the SaJIne Gospel, and the allusıons the Hebrew

Amongst the latter dIiC the allusıons the betrothal SCCNECS in (Gen 24: 29
and Exod Indeed, John 4,1-42 INAYy be sa1ıd IO belong the of the
betrothal scene, ds 1t chares several elements wıth the betrothal narratıves
In the Hebrew Bible:“ The male protagonist IS al ell (Gen 24,1 1; 292
KExod ZAS John 4,6) In foreıgn place (Gen 24,10; 29,1; Exod Z.15 John
4,4) The female protagonıist draw Wa (Gen 247]5: 29,6.9; Exod
Z 6 John 4,7), perhaps al unusual OUur (Gen 20 TE John 4,6) The Ian

INaYy ask for somethıng fo II (Gen 24,14:; John 4,7), but INaYy hımself
CVETISC the sıtuation by 91VINg the TIn XO DE John 4, 1 0—
I5) The 101an reveals h1is dentıity (Gen 24,34; Z John 4,26), and the

[UNS Oft tOo ell others of the meeting (Gen 24.28: 2912 Exod 2181
John 4,281) The 1LLLan refuses eat (Gen 24.33: John 4,32), before after
the others have COINC Out o meeft hım (Gen 24,29; 2913 John 4,30.40);
however, he aCCepts the invıtatıon STay (Gen 29,14:; Exod 2201
John 4,40)

Not only do the elements wıthın the per1cope pomt tOo the betrothal
but also the external framework speaks about marrıage. The text

iımmediately preceding OUTS speaks of hrıs d the rıdegroom (John 3:281);

As do Carmichael, Marrıage; Blıgh, Jesus: ci. Iso Leon-Dufour, Lecture 347 363-
364: McPolın, John 7 E Brown, Gospel 17/0:; Schnackenburg, Gospel 459-460
Amongst those agamlnst such posıtıon Eee: Narratıves 6 C Olsson. Structure,
especıally P footnote ave unfortunately not een able consult Day,
Woman.
er however, identifies only four elements belonging the scene-Lype of the
betrothal narratıve In the Hebrew Bıble:; Allter,
See Carmichael, Marrıage 332-333; who attaches importance the CC-
dıng per1cope John the Baptist; cf. Blıgh, Jesus 3372 Iso other speak of
Jesus the brıdegroom CS AGOrTr E 2 Rev Z SCC Iso Eph 5,21-32), and
accordıng the ‚ynoptıics Jesus V employed thıs image about hımself In
terms of weddıing-parables (Matt E ‚  e  $ Mark S uke 5,34-
335 these dIC nNOt found 1n John However, thıs Gospel ften contaıns materı1al
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and the texti followıng remımınds us that ana 15 the place where Jesus
changed InTtO WINC (4 46) referring the weddıing feast (2 ED

WOU 1ke Ouft ITr element 1 indıcates that betrothal
underlıes the Thıs element MS far have been 181N0-
red by COMMENTaATtOTS 15 that of the STITUCIUTrEe of VETITSCS 16 26

WOU uggest that these VEISCS form CONCENTrIC STIrUCTIUre IC INay
be outlıned thus

VEISCS 18 Introduction The five one) husbands of the WOTINAaN
Profession of Jesus prophet

Worshiıp Mt er1zım Jerusalem
21 The OUur

KNOWINg; salvatıon TOM the Jews
7239 The OUur

VEISCS 24 Worshiıp spırıt and truth
The Messıah 111 proclaım al thıngs |as do prophets|

Conclusıion: Jesus proclaıms he ı the Christ, PTONOUNCHNLS e Y- SIUNL

The importance thıs Context hes the‘“outer” statements namely
those marked and above If the CONCENTFIC STructiure 15 real these [WO
Must correspond to each other but how?

The five usSsbands AL commonly understood refer OIls worsh1p-
ped by the Samarıtans idolatry eneral OT syncretiism 1g 15 CVCOCIl

1LL1OTC PTICCISC when he states that the f1ve rather symbolıse iıdolatrous cults
whereas the s1ixth 11an who 15 nOoTt husband INAaYy symbolıse syncretism
between Yahwısm and Thıs 1ts ell wıth the tollowıng COMNVOI-
Satıon alse and irue worshıp

Whereas alse gods INaYy be presented dSs usbands the Hebrew
15 Yahweh the tirue G0d presented the of husband (Isa

54 672 Jer 20 372 Hos) Especıally Hosea 15 noteworthy, wıth

found the Synoptıics reworked shape would suggest that thıs Iso the
asec here the Fourth Gospel does nOot cContaın anı y wedding parable but 1T does
contaın the meeltnng between Jesus and the Samarıtan at the ell shaped

meeMngs the Hebrew Scriptures and framed by the weddıing af
Cana (2 H3 ention thereof (4 46), and specıfically John the Baptıst
proclamatıon of the Christ the bridegroom (3 29)
The (OLIC che has 110W not her husband, though ofte that they Arec all designed by the
Greek word VT]IP which IMaYy INCAan 111a “husband
hus arre! Gospel 197 Brown Gospel 173 odd Interpretation 313 314
The five husbands correspond “*Samarıtan ” gods ımporte: by the ASSY-
rans) named 2Kıngs 30-31 Four of the gods GE DalIs thus S1IVINS
1ve cults SC Blıgh Jesus 336 Blıgh also DOINIS out how Josephus Ant Jud
288 simplıfıes the narratıve of2Kıngs by SayYıNng that 1ve gods WeT® ımported
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Yahweh., the tirue husband, ryıng tOo CONvert Israel irom the alse usSsbands
(D 203: cf. also Jer 3 7

Jesus 1s the 4GI am of John 4.26 and the 4GI am of the Hebrew
(LXAX EYCO EIM). The “I am of the Hebrew 1S also the irmu husband:
lıkewıse, the “I am of John 4,26 1S the Iirue husband Hence it becomes
clear that the correspondance ÖT Statements and above 16$5 In the COIMNMN-

parıson between the Samarıtan woman’s usbands and Jesus, the S hus-
band ©

Thıs o1VES us [WO conclus1ions: Fırst, the concentric of John
‚16-2 provıdes addıtional evidence for John 4,1-42 eing shaped Ads
betrothal narratıve because ıt identifies Jesus ds the true usband Second,
Just ASs alse usbands AaIc sed 4S image of alse gods In the discussıon

tiru and alse worshıp, the irue husband 1S image of the iru (G0d
Jesus 15 nOoTt only o1ft prophet the Messıjah called
Christ 4,25.29) and the av10ur WOTr he 1S also Godself?

Summary
Several COMMENTATOTS have pomted Out that John 4,1-42, which reCOunts Jesus’

meeting ıth the Samarıtan aft the well. INaYy belong the of betrothal
SCECNCS, ıt chares elements ıth such SCCNECS found In the Hebrew Bıble hıs note
provıdes addıtional evidence In support of thıs by pomnting Out how the concentric

of eISCS 16-26 ıdentify Jesus the irue husband. hıs identification also
iımplıes that the ({exXT presents Jesus the irue (G(J0d

Zusammenfassung ”
Verschiedene Kkommentatoren haben darauf hıngewılesen, ass Joh 4,1-42, die

Begegnung Jesu mıiıt der Samarıterin Brunnen, eiıner Gattung VOIl Verlobungs-
SZECT1CMN gehören könnte, w1e INan S1E 1mM Alten Testament findet, we1l s1e Elemente
mıt dort vorhandenen Szenen teilt Dieser 1nwels wırd zusätzlıch belegt, In dem
sıch auf die konzentrische Struktur der Verse 16-26 stutzt, dıie Jesus als den wahren
Ehemann iıdentifizieren. Diese Identifizıerung deutet uch d dass der ext Jesus als
den wahren ;ott darstellt.

Iso Carmichael, Marrıage 3358-340 Here he also makes the lınk between ıdolatry
and thırsting, referring Jer z

Iso Leon-Dufour, eC! who states that Jesus replaces the Samarıtan
g0ds (though he does not identify the concentric structure)
Though Jesus speaks of true worshi1p of the Father,. and not ofhımself (4,21 33

grateful Doris oth for her help ın translatıng the abstract into GGerman.
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