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is now agreed that Commeniary on Genesis A , B, C, and 
D are not pesharim, bui the attempt to classify Commen-
iar\ Genesis A has been pivotal in I'cnewed debates over 
genres of biblical interpretation. 
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P E S H E R G E N E S I S . See Genesis, Commentarv on. 

P E S H E R H A B A K K U K (lOpHab) is one of the "origi-
nal" seven Dead Sea Sct"oll:f̂  discovered in Cave 1 in 1947 
and published in 1951. Its importance among the pe-
sharim, and the Oumran literature a s a whole, is due in 
part to its chronological primacy, in part to its relative 
completeness, and in part to the length of time it has 
been available for study. First among the prophetic pe-
sharim to be discovered, Pesher Habakkuk has long 
sensed as the paradigm by which other examples of this 
genre are evaluated. 

The pesher was written on thirteen columns of seven-
teen lines each, ending in the middle of the thirteenth col-
umn at the conclusion of chapter 2 oi Habakkuk. The first 
column survives only at its right edge, as the left side has 
been lost, and the second column is seriously damaged in 
the center, although the text can be reconstructed with 
some confidence. The bottom of each column appears to 
be lacking the last line or two of the seventeen in most 
cases. The scroll is written in a Herodian script and is 
generally assigned to the second half of the first century 
BCE, It is one of the scrolls distinguished by the Tetra-
grammaton being Written in paleo-Hebrew characters, 
unlike the rest of the text^ 

The orthography of the pesher is fuller than the orthog-
raphy of the Masoretic Text oi Habakkuk, in particular in 
its use of vav as a vowel letter, a feature typical of many 
of the Oumran scrolls. Vav i s used for long and short 
vowels of the o and u groups. The plene spelling of words 
ike ki with alef at the end, of the second masculine singu-
ar suffix on verbs a s th. oi the second masculine singular 

object suffix a s kh, and oi y > ' in words like kty'ym (al-
though gwym is usual rather than gw^m) is also charac-
teristic of many of the Oumran scrolls. 

The sciiptural text of Habakkuk on which the pesher is 
based appears to be at variance from time to time with 
the Masoretic Text, and thus may have independent value 
b r text-Critical purposes. Some of these variants are of a 
airly insignificant nature, but others are more important 

and at times agree with other ancient textual traditions 
of Habakkuk. Among them are the following: The pesher 
at lOpHab ii,l implies the reading/jogeJ/m, "traitors" 
Septuagint), at Habakkuk 1,5, where the Masoretic Text 
las bag-goyim, "among the nations." At Habakkuk 1.17, 
the pesher (vi,8) reads harbo. "his sword," for the Maso-
retic Text's hermo, "his net." At Habakkuk 2.5, in place o ^ 
the Masoretic Text's ve'af ki hay-yayin boged, "wine, too» 
is treacherous/' the pesher (viii,3) has ve'afki^ hon yivgod, 
"wealth, too, is treacherous." 

In several passages, however, the pesher cites the verse 
in the lemma in one form and appears to comment on it 
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as if iE had another. The best example of this is lOpfiab 
xi^9-l3 on Habakkuk 2 J6 , which is cited as shcteh gam 
'attah ve-hera'el, "drink also ihou and stagger," while the 
pesher of the verse refers to 'orlal Ubho, one ''who did not 
circunjcise the foreskin of liis lieai't," as if deriving from 
the Masoretic Text's vc-he'arel, "and be circumcised." This 
sorl of interpretation might be described as being of a 
similar nature to the rabbinic 'al tiqre ("do not read" one 
orm of a word but read another) midrash, but, at the 

same lime, might point to the availability and employ-
ment of more than one version o{ Habakkuk by the com-
mentator. 

The commentary on Habakkuk lakes the form of cita-
tion from the biblica! text followed bv a comment, intro-
duced by the words pishro, "its meaning," or pesher ha-
davar 'al, "the meaning of the matter is in regard to." A 
striking phenomenon of Pesher Habakkuk is its use o^ 
ormulas for secondary quotation of words already 

quoted earlier but not commented on. It employs two 
such formulas: kV hu^ asher amar, "for this is what it 
says" (iii^2, 13-14; v.6). usually when the requotation is 
:)rought to support a preceding pesher; and va-'asher 

amar, "and as for that which il says" (vi.2, ix.2-3, 
xA-2, xih6), when the pesher is to follow the reqitotation. 

Some of the inteipretive methods of the pesher have 
:)een compared, particularly by Brownlee (1951, 1956, 
1959, and 1979), to specific hermeneutic principles that 
are known in later antiquity from rabbinic literature, and 
it is likely that the exegetical world to which the author 
of the pesher as well as the later rabbis belonged sharec 
certain common approaches to the exegesis of the bibli-
ca! text^ Nevertheless, it is probably more valuable for the 
study of the pesher to describe whal it does rather than 
to identify its method by employing terms that, strictly 
speaking, belong to a later period. The following delinea-
tion of the exegetical "methods" or techniques of the au-
thor is thus descriptive rather than definitive. 

Some of lhe pesher-commGuis explain the text on the 
mosi elemental level, paraphrasing and at times expanc-
ing Ihe biblical text in the pesher. The interpretation may 
involve merely the change of the form of the interpretec 
word in the rewriting, or the employment of a synonym 
to replace it such as qallim, "swift" (ii.|2), to replace the 
:)iblical nimhar {Hb. 1.6). In one notable example, the 
:)iblical verse "[And he] shall scoff [at kings] and mock at 
rulers" (Hb. LlOa) is further expanded poetically in the 
pesher: "Its meaning is lhat they shall mock at great ones 
and despise honored ones; thev shall make fun of kings 
and princes and scoff at a great army" (IQpHab iii.17-
iv.2). In one passage (IQpHab vi.l I -12), a verbatim cita-
tion of Isaiah 13.18, "thev shall not have mercy on the 
ruit of the womb," is employed as the interpretation o 

Habakkuk \ A1, "he shall not ha\'e mercv/' 

One interpretive device consists of the specification o 
references to terms that are genenc and unspecific in the 
:)ibiica| texi; what the prophet left vague, the author o 
the pesher makes clear. This, of cotirse, is unsurprising in 
the inierpreiaiion of a prophciic te\t, cillhoitgli the tech-
nique is to be found later in rahbinic midrash and uirgnm 
in their readings of nonprophetic texts as well. Examples 
are the assertion that the rasha\ "wicked one," of Habak-
kuk M 3 is "the man of the lie" (v.l I), the association o ' 
the "righleous one" who will live by his faith (2.4) with 
the "keepers of the law in the house of Judah" (viii.l), anc 
the equation o[ gever yahir, "arrogant man," of Habakkuk 
2.5 with the Wicked Priest (viii^8). The kind of ^al tiqre 
midrash alluded to earlier is also represented by the 
pesher of Habakkuk 1,3 (i.5-6) where 'amai "toil," of the 
:)iblical text is interpreted as ma^al, "treachery." 

The reading of the pesher often changes the referent of 
a biblical clause as at Habakkuk LI3, "loo pure of eyes to 
ook upon evil," which refers in the original to the Lord, 
:)ul is interpreted at IQpHab v.7-8 as alluding to the 
aithful "who did not go astray after their eyes during the 

period of wickedness." In other cases, an entity specified 
in the biblical verse is "peshered" as a different one, such 
as the identification of the Chaldeans of Habakkuk with 
the Kittim of the pesher. This is a product of the author's 
rereading of the prophetic text as pointing to his own day. 
Sometimes multiple interpretations are given to the bibli-
cal text as at iQpHab ii.l-IO on Hahakkuk X.S. The term 
bogedim, "traitors," is repeated three times, associatec 
with "the traitors with the man of the lie" (ii^l-2), "the 
traitors against the new covenant" (ih3), and "'the traitors 
toward the end of days" (ih5-6). 

Many of the historically specific interpretations of the 
pesher begin with the identifications or associations seen 
above, which are then fleshed out with further details; 
there does nol have to be any stronger connection to the 
:)iblical text. Thus, once certain verses are claimed to a -
ude to the Kittim or to the Wicked Priest, their content 

is characterized in an appropriate fashion. It does not 
take much for the author of the pesher to turn Hahakkuk 
2.15 (in his version), "Woe to the one who gives his neigh-
:)or to drink, adding his poison and making him drunk, 
in order to gaze upon his festivals," into a description o:' 
the attack on the Teacher of Righieousness by the Wickec 
Priest on Yom Kippur (iQpHab xi.2-8). Likewise, "Leba-
non" and "the city" of Hahakkuk 2.17 are "the council o" 
the community" and "Jerusalem" with the attendant vio-
ence and corruption inflicted upon them by the Wickec 
Priest following naturally. 

There are two major subject areas covered in the com-
mentary^ itself, one relating to the internal religious poli-
tics of Jerusalem and the Temple priesthood, and the 
other discussing the intoi'national repercussions of the 
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appearance of the Kittim on the scene. These topics fo 
ow the pattern of the biblical book itself, as the prophet 
Habakkuk moves back and forth between domestic and 
"oreign affairs in his prophecy, despite the way in which 
this forces him to intemtpt and resimje his treatments o" 
the ii]dividtml themes. Thus, in chapter 1 of Habakkuk. 
the pesher interpt'ets verses 2-4 as reFcn'ing to a domestic 
adversary and 5 - ! I and 14-! 7 to an international enemv. 
The single verse Ll3 , however, the author of the pesher 
associates with Habakkuk's domestic foes, the "house o 
Absalom" and the "man of lies," despite the fact that it 
interrupts the flow of references to the Kiltim in his com-
mentary. The author of the pesher has noticed that the 
language of LI3 employs the terms habhit. tsaddiq, anc 
rasha\ which were used in 13-4 , a passage that describes 
Habakktik's domestic adversary. Although the pesher is 
not a commentary in any traditional sense on the text o 
Habakkuk, its author clearly is more faithful lo the text 
than has often been statec. 

Pesher Habakkuk, like other similar writings from the 
caves of Oumran, probably has more to teach us about 
the history of the late Second Temple period than about 
the meaning of Habakkuk, but like other Oumran pe-
sharitrt, it often conceals its message behind a series o" 
code names, which presumably were meaningful to its 
writer and his expected audience. The attempt to identify 
the major actors in the pesher's code has therefore been 
a priority of Oumran scholarship. Unlike Pesher Nahum 
(40169), no actual historical names are to be found in 
Pesher Habakkuk, thus eliminating one of the possible 
aids to locating a time frame for the pesher Some of the 
names or epithets can be deciphered with greater confi-
dence than others. Thus in the portion of the pesher that 
comments on the international scene at the time of the 
Writer, the leading role is played by the Kittim, who have 
been virtually universally identified as the Romans (de-
spite the attempt of certain Oumran scholars in the eai'ly 
years after the discoveries to identify them with the 
Greeks). 

The Chaldeans of Habakkuk are the model for the de-
scription of the Romans by the author of the pesher. anc 
"le emphasizes the rapidity of their conquest, their power, 
and their plundering of captive nations (ii.l0-iv.l3). The 
practice of the Roman army in sacrificing to their stan-
dards is apparently the subject of the peshor (vi^2-5) on 
Habakkuk lAb. There is nothing in this section that re-
ers uniquely to the fate of the Jews in Palestine or to 

the particular details of the Roman conquest of Palestine, 
which leads some scholars to insist that the pesher was 
Composed before that conquest. Habakkuk L l 2 - l 3 gives 
the author of the pesher a hope for the future (v.1-7), as-
serting that the gentiles will not succeed in destroying 
God's people. Following the lead of the prophetic text 

(1.14-17), however, the remaining references to the Kil-
titrt concern their woi'ship of their weaptms and their 
iTierciless ravaging of their weak opposition. 

Even our ability to foctis the international portion of 
the pesher on the Romans, however, is not sufficient to 
establish the chrotiological framework of lhe rest of tlie 
pesher. On the one hand, the pesher is one of ( J u r impor-
tant documents for establishing Oumran chronology, anc 
on the other, it needs a coherent chronological frame-
work in which it can be embedded. One of the thorny 
problems continues to be the specific period being de-
scribed in the pesher's characterization of inner-Jewish 
tensions. Is it the second century B C H , the era of the early 
Hasmoneans, or is it the first half of the first century B C H , 
the time of Alexander Jannaeus and his sons? While the 
earlier period was the dominant choice among scholars 
or the first several decades of Oumran scholarship, the 

first centurv B C H has recently gained more adherents be-
cause the international dimension of the pesher, that of 
the Roman presence, belongs primarily to that era. 

The identities of individuals such as the tnoreh ha-
tsedeq (Teacher of Righteousness; i .l3, ii.2, v.10, vii.4, 
viii.3, ix^9-10, xi^5), the ish ha-kazav ("man of the lie;" 
i i . l -2; he appears also in Pesher Psalms^ [40171] I-
lO.i.26 and iv.l4), the matt if ha-kazav ("the spouter of 
ies"; x.9)^ and the kohen ha-rasha^ (the Wicked Priest; 

viii.8, ix.9, xi.4, xii.2, 7), and of groups such as bet Avsha-
lom ("house of Absalom"; v.9) thus remain the subject o 
dispute after nearly fiftv years of study. The identity o 
the moreh ha-tsedeq will probably never be ascertainec 
because the Oumran texts do not offer us a list of leaders 
of the sect and because no convincing identification is 
possible based on non-Qumran writings. On the other 
hand, virtually every Hasmonean high priest has been 
suggested to be the Wicked Priest who persecuted the 
sect. Thus Milik identified him with Jonathan, Cross with 
Simon, and Nitzan with Alexander Jannaeus (Nitzan, 
1986). Others have suggested Jannaeus's sons, Hyrcanus 
II Or Aristobulus II. In fact, some scholars are of the opin-
ion that more than one Hasmonean leader was assigned 
that sobriquet. 

According to the pesher, the Teacher of Righteousness 
was an inspired interpreter, "whom God had informed o ^ 
all of the secrets of the words of his servants the proph-
ets'' (vii.4-5); his followers were "the men of truth, prac-
titioners of the law [torah]" (vii. 10-11). The "law of God" 
was rejected by the opponents of the teacher (i.U). It is 
unlikely that these opponents were followers of the 
Wicked Priest because at v.l l -12 it is the "man of the lie" 
who "rejected the law in the midst of their whole coun-
cil." In the latter passage, the exegesis of "while the 
wicked destroys one more righteous than he" (Hb. 1.13) 
strikingly avoids the "Wicked Priest versus Teacher of 
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RighEeousness" identification, witf] the "man of the lie" 
being specified as the "wicked*' one of the biblical text. 
The commonly accepted lestoi'ation of the "\vicked 
priest" in Pesher Habakkuk i J 3 . commenting on Habak-
kuk 1.4, which refers to "wicked and righteous" should 
thus probablv be injected- The Wicked Priest does not 
make his first appearance in Pesher Habakkuk unti 
viihS, and the failure of the exegete to seize U p o n obvious 
opportunilies to introduce him earlier probably empha-
sizes the need to distinguish between the opponents of 
the teacher described in the early portion of the text and 
those in the later sections. Thus, the opponents of the 
teacher in the first part o[ \ pesher are the "traitors with 
the man of the lie/' "the traitors to the new covenant/' 
and the "ruthless ones of Israef^ (ii .l-6). The ''house o^ 
Absalom" is accused of not aiding the teacher against the 
'man of the lie" (wlO). 

In the later portion of the pesher (vi j2-end), afler the 
conclusion of the section on the Kittim^ the interpreter 
focuses on the eschaton ("the last days/' vih7, \2), pre-
dicts that those who fulfil the law will be rescued bv God 
(viii.l -3), and exhorts them to maintain their faith in him 
(vii. 10-14). The several references to "law" [torah} may 
indicate that, as frequently in Second Temple Judaism^ 
differences in halakhah, in religious practice, were what 
divided groups from one another. It is only here that the 
Wicked Priest makes the first of his several appearances 
in the later segment of the pesher. He had been an indi-
vidual of whom the author of the pesher approved at one 
time, but who had strayed from the path for the sake o ^ 
greed (vi ih8-l l) . His subsequent suffering (and perhaps 
death) is described almost gleefully by the pesher as the 
Kittim do to him as he has done to others in the past 
(viii.l 6-ix.7). 

The sinful acts of the Wicked Priest consist primarily 
of amassing wealth and persecuting the Teacher of Righ-
teousness (ix^9-ll, xi^4-8, xii.2-10)^ Inserted amid refer-
ences to the priest, however, is a passage about the 
"preacher of the lie'̂  (x.9, xi.l), whose followers will be 
punished for their opposition to "God's chosen ones" 
(x.l3). It is not clear whether the "preacher of the lie" is 
the same as the "man of the lie" or whether he represents 
another former adherent of the priest who betrayed him. 
It is generally agreed that the Wicked Priest's attack on 
the Teacher of Righteousness on Yom Kippur (xi.4-8) re-
ers to one of those controversies regarding the calendar 
in which the Oumran group found itself involved. [See 
Calendars and Mishmarot. 

The conclusion of the pesher (xiiJ 0-xiii^4) is remark-
ably tame, as the attack on idolatry by Habakkuk gener-
ates no contemporary allusions in the pesher. although 
there are two references to a perhaps apocalyptic "day o ^ 
judgment" (xii.14, xiii.2-3)-
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M O S H E J . B E R N S T E I N 

P E S H E R H O S E A . The biblical commentaries from 
Cave 4 at Qumran include two very fragmentary manu-
scripts (40166 and 40167) containing commentary on 
the SooA: of Hosea. Like other representatives of the 
pesher genre, they relate the biblical text to both historica 
and eschatological events^ The citations in Pesher Hosea^ 
(40166) are not particularly long relative to the interpre-
tive comments, as they are, for example, in some of the 
pesharim on Isaiah, but the slandards of Pesher Hosea^ 
(40167) are difficult to judge because of its fragmentary 
nature. 

Pesher Hosea'' is composed basically of one two-co -
umn fragment, of which onlv column ii possesses sub-
stantial remains. The biblical text cited in the pesher runs 
from Hosea 2.8-14, 3 section of the prophetic work that 
pictures Israel as a wife faithless to her husband, God, 


