is now agrecd thal Commentary on Genesis A, B, C, and
D arc nol pesf/rariin, but the allempt Lo classitv Commen-
tany Genesis A has been prvolal in renewed debales over
genres ol bibheal interprelation.
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PESHER GENESIS. S¢¢ Genesis, Commentary on.

PESHER HABAKKUK (1QpHab) 1s one of the “origi-
nal” seven Dead Sea Scrolls discovered in Cave | in 1947
and published n 1951 Lis importance among the pe-
sharini, and the Qumran literature as a whole, is due n
part Lo ils chronological primacy, in part o ils relative
completeness, and in part to the length of time it has
been available for study. First among the prophelic pe-
sftarim (o be dJiscovered, Pesher Habakkuk has long
served as the paradigm by which other examples of this
genre are evaluated,

The pesfer was wrilten on thirteen columns of seven-
1een lines each, ending in the nuddle of the thirteenth col-
umn al the conclusion of chaprer 2 of Hubukkik. The first
colunin survives only ar 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 reconstrucied with
some confidence. The bollom of each column appears (o
be laching the last line or two of the sevenleen in most
cases. The scroll is writien in a Herodian scripl and is
generally assigned 1o the second half of the first ceniury
BCE. It is one of the scrolls distinguished by the Telra-
grammalon being wrillen in paleo-Hebrew characters,
anlike the rest of the text.

The orthography of the pesher is fuller than the orthog-
raphy of the Masorelic Text of Habakkuk, in particular in
its use of vav as a vowel letler, a fealure (vpical of many
of the Qumran scrolls, Vuyv is used for long and short
vowels of the o and u groups. The plene spelling of words
like A7 with alef at the end, of the second masculine singu-
lar sufl1x on verbs as 12, of the second masculine singular
object suffix as &1, and of v > ' in words like Asyv'yvmi (al-
though gunr is usual rather than gw’yvin) is also charac-
leristic of many of the Qumran scrolls.

The scriplural text of Hubakkuk on which the pesher is
based appears to be al variance fiom time Lo lime with
the Masoretic Text, and thus may have independent value
for text-critical purposes. Some of these varianis are of a
fairly insignificant nature, bul others are more imporiant
and at times agree with other ancient texiual raditions
of Hubulklkuk. Among them are the following: The pesfier
al [QpHab ii.l implies the reading bugedini, “traitors” (=
Septuagint), at Hebalkuk 1.5, where the Masoretic Texl
has bag-guvini, "among the nalions.” At Habakkuk 1.17,
the pesher (vi.8) reads farbo, “his sword,” for the Maso-
renc Text's frermio, “his net.” At Habakkuk 2.5, in place of
the Musoretic Text's ve'uf ki huy-vayin buged, “wine, (oo,
Is treacherous,” the pesfier (viii.3) has ve'af ki” fion vivgod,
“wealth, (oo, is treacherous.”

In several passages, however, the pesfier ciles the verse
in the lemma in one form and appears 10 comment on it
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as i[ it had anorther. The hest example ot this is 1QpHab
x1.9-13 on Habakkuk 2.10, which s cited as sheteh gain
“attal ve-fiera‘el, “drink also thou and stagger,” while the
pesher of the verse refers to “orfat fibban, one “who did not
crrcunierse the toreskin ol his heary,” as 1 derving hrom
the Masorene Text's ve-fie arel, “and be circumeised.” This
sort of interpretation might be described as being of a
sinular nature to the rabbinic ’af fyre ("do not read” one
form of a word but read another) midrash, but, at the
same 1ime, might point to the availability and employ-
ment of more than one version of Hebakkitk by the com-
mentator.

The commentarv on Habakkik takes the form of cita-
tion from the biblical text followed by a comment, intro-
duced by the wards pishro, “its meaning,” or pesher ha-
davar *al, “the meaning ot the matier is n regard 10" A
striking phenomenon of Pesher Habakkuk is its use of
[ormulas for secondary quotation of wards already
quoted earlier bul not commented on. It employs two
such formulas: &7 Jue gsher amar, "for this is whay it
says” (1ii.2, 13-14; v.0), usually when the requotation js
brought to support a preceding pesier; and va-‘asher
amar, "und as for thar which it says” (vi.2, vii3, ix.2-3,
x.[=2, xii.0), when the pesher is 10 follow the requolatjon.

Some ol the jnterpretive methods of the pesher have
been compared, particularly by Brownlee (1951, 195e,
1959, and 1979), to specific hermeneutic principles that
are known in Jater untiguity from rabbinic literature, and
it is likely that the exegetical world (o which the author
of the pesher as well as the later rabbis belonged shared
certain common approaches to the exepesis of the bibli-
cal text. Nevertheless, it is probably more valuable for the
study of the pesher o deseribe what it does rather than
o identifv its method by emploving terms that, strictly
speaking, belong (o a later perind. The following delinea-
tion of the exegetical “methads” or techniques ol the au-
thor is thus descriptive rather than defimiive.

Some of the pesiercomments explain the text on the
most elemental level, paraphrasing and al Iimes expand-
ing the biblical text in the pesher. The interpretation may
involve merely the change of the torm of the interpreted
word in the rewriting, or the employvment ot a synonym
o repluce it such uas gallim, "swilt” (ii.12), o replace the
biblical mipthar (Hb. [.0). In one notable example, the
biblical verse “[And he] shall scolf [at kings] and mock at
rulers” (Hb. 1.10a) is [urther expanded poetically in the
pesher: "1s meaning is that they shall mack at great ones
and despise honored ones; they shall make [un ot kings
and princes and scoff at a great army” (IQpHab iii. 17~
tv.2). In one passage (1QpHab vi.11-12), a verbatim cita-
tion of fsaiafi §3.18, “thev shall not have werey on the
fruit of the womb,” is employed as the interpretation ot
Habakkuk 1.17, "he shalt not have mercy.”

One interpretive device consists of the specitication of
reterences Lo terms that are genenc and unspecific in the
biblical text; what the prophet le[t vague, the author of
the pesher makes clear. This, of conrse, is unsurprising in
the intetpreration ol a prophetie tesy, although e rech-
nigue is o be found lacer 1n rabbinic nadrash aud wwrginn
in their readings of nonprophetic texis as well. Examples
are the assertion thar the rasha®, "wicked one,” of Habak-
kek 113 1s "the man of the lie” (v.11), the assocjation of
the “righteaus one” who will live by his faith (2.4) with
the “keepers of the luw in the hause of Judah” (viii.f), and
the equation ol gever valir, “arrogant man,” of Habualdkik
2.5 with the Wicked Priest (viii.8). The kind of af tyre
midrash alluded to earlier is also represented by the
pestier of Habaldorek 1.3 (1,5-0) where ‘ariral, “1oil,” of the
biblical text is interpreted as maal “treachery.”

The reading of the pesie; olten changes the referent of
a hiblical clause as at Habakkitk 1.13, "lon pure ol eves 1o
look upan evil,” which refers in the original to the Lord,
but is interpreted at iQpHab v.7-8 as alluding to the
taithful “wha Jid not go asiray after their eves during the
period of wickedness” In other cases, an entity specified
in the biblical verse is "peshered” us a different one, such
as the identihcation ot the Chaldeans of Habakkuk with
the Kuint of the pesher. This is a product of the authors
rereading of the prophetic text as pointing to his own day.
Sometimes multiple interpretations are given to the bibli-
cal text as at 1QpHab i1.1- [0 on Habakkuk 1.5. The term
Dbagedim, “wraitors,” is repeated three times, associated
with “the iraitars with the man of the lie” (ii.1-2), “the
traitors agajnst the new covenant” (ii.3), and “the traitors
toward the end of days” (ii.5-0).

Many of the historrally specific inlecpretations of the
pesher begin with the identifications or associations seen
above, which are then fleshed out with [urther Jetails;
there Jdoes not have 1o be anv stronger connection (o the
bibljcal text. Thus, once certain verses are claimed (o al-
lude 1o the Kiuim or to the Wicked Priest, their cuntent
is characterized in an appropriate fashion. It does not
take much for the author of the pesher o tun Habakk ik
2.15 (in his version), "Woe to the one who gives his nejgh-
bor to drink, adding his poison and making him drunk,
in arder 1 gaze upon his festivals,” inta a descriplion of
the atrack on the Teacher of Righteousness by the Wicked
Priest on Yom Kippur (1QpHab i.2-8). Likewise, "Leba-
non” and “the citv” of Habakkik 2,17 are “the council ot
the communijty” and "Jerusalem” with the atlendant via-
lence and corruption inflicted upon them by the Wicked
Priest lollowing naturally.

There are twa major subject areas covered in the cam-
mentary itsell, one refauing to the internal religious poli-
tics of Jerusalem und the Temple priesthood, and the
other discussing the international repercussions ul the



appearance of the Kittimr on the scene. These tapics fol-
low the pattern ot the biblical book itselt, as the prophel
Habakkuk moves back and fortlr between domestic and
toreign atfairs in his prophecy, despite the way in which
thi< forces hym (o miterrupt and restme s treatments of
the mdividpal themes Thus in chapier 1 of Habakkuk,
the pesher interprets verses 2-4 as referiimg, to a domestic
adversary and 5- 11 and 14-17 tv an international enem.
The single verse 1.13, however, the author of the pesher
associates with Habakhuok's domestic [oes, the “hause ol
Absalom” and the “man ol les,” despuie the fact that it
interrupts the flow of references to the Kirifm in his com-
mentary. The anthor of the pesher has noticed that the
language of .13 employs the terms kabhii, tsaddry, and
rashia’, which were used m 1.3-4, a passage thai deseribes
Habakkuk's domestic adversary. Although the pesher is
not a commentary in any raditional sense on the text of
Habakkik, its author clearly is more faithful (o the text
than has often been stated.

Pesher Habakkuk, like ather similar writings from the
caves of Qumran, probably has more 10 teach us about
the history ot the late Second Temple period than about
the meaning of Habakkuok, but like ather Qumran pe-
shiarim, il often conceals its message behind a series ot
code names, which presumably were meaninghul (o its
wriler and his expected audience. The attlempt to identify
the major actors in the pesfwr’s code has therefore been
a priority of Qumran scholarship. Unlike Pesher Nahum
{4Q109), no actual histarical names are (o be found m
Pesher Habakkuk, thus eliminating one of the possible
aids 10 locating a time frame for the pesfier. Some of the
names or epithels can be deciphered with greater confi-
dence thun others. Thus in the portion of the pesfer thal
comments on the international scene at the time of the
writer, the leading role 15 plaved by the Kurying, who have
been virtually universally 1dentified as the Romans (de-
spite the attempl of certain Qumran scholars in the early
vears after the discoveries to identify them with the
Greeks).

The Chaldeans of Hahakkik are the mode] for the Je-
scription of the Romans by the author of the pesher, and
he emphasizes the rapidity of their conquest, their power,
and their plundering ot captive nations (ii. 10-iv.13). The
practice of the Roman army in sacrificing to their stan-
dards is apparently the subject of the pesher (vi.2-5) on
Haballok 1.1o. There is nothing in this section thal re-
fers tmiquely to the fate of the Jews in Palestine or to
the particular details of the Raman conguest of Palestine,
which leads some scholars ta insist that the pesher was
composed belore that conquest. Habakkuk 1.12-13 pives
the author ot the pesler a hope for the future (v.1-7), as-
serting, that the gentiles will not succeed in destroving
God's people. Following tlie lead of the prophetic text

PESHER HABAKKUK 649

(1.14-17), however, the 1emaining references (o the K-
tim concern their worship ot their weapuns and therr
merciless ravaging of thejr weak opposition.

Even our abilitv 1o focus the international poition of
the pesiier on the Romans, however, is not sulficient o
establish the chronological tramework of the rest of tlie
pesiier. On the one hand, the pesher is one ol our 1mpor-
1ant documents for establishing Quiiran chrgnglogy, and
on the ather, 1 needs a coherent chronological frame-
work in which 1t can be embedded. One of the thorny
problems continues o be the specific period being de-
scribed in the pesfier's characterizaiton of inner-Jewish
tensions. Is it the second century BCE, the era of the early
Hasmaneans, or is it the first half ol the tirst centory Bcg,
the time of Alexander Jannaeus and his sons? While the
earlier period was the dominant choice amang schalars
for the first several decades of Qumran scholarship, the
first century BCE has recently gained more adherents be-
cause the international dimension of the pesier, thal of
the Roman presence, belongs primarily to that era.

The idendties ob individaals such as the moreh ha-
tsedeg (Teacher of Righteausness; 113, ii.2, v. 10, vii4,
viii.3, ix.9-10, xi.5), the ish ha-kazav (“man ol (he et
ir.1-2; he appears also in Pesher Psalms® [4Q171] I-
10.i.20 and wv.14), the wauif ha-kazav ("the spouter of
lies”; x.9), and the kolien lia-rasha' (the Wicked Priest:
Vili.B, ix.9, xi.4, xii.2, 7), and ol proups such as ber Avsiia-
fornt (“house of Absalom”; v.9) thus remain the subject of
dispute alier nearly fiftv vears ot study. The identity ot
the morelr ha-tsedeg will probably never be ascertained
because the Qumran texts Jo not offer us a list of leaders
of the sect and because no convincing idenuficanon is
possible based on non-Qumwan writings. On the ather
hand, virtnally every Hasmonean high priest has been
suggested 1o be the Wicked Priest who persecured the
sect. Thus Milik identificd him with Jonathan, Cross with
Simon, and Nitzan with Alexander Jannaens (Nitzan,
1980). Others have suggested Jannaeus's sons, Hyrcanus
I or Aristobulus I1. In fact, some scholars are ol the opin-
ion that more than one Hasmonean |eader was assigned
that sobriguret.

According (o the pesiier, the Teacher of Righteousness
was an inspired interpreter, “whom God had informed of
al] of the secrets of the words ot his servanis the proph-
els” (vir.4-5); his followers were “the men ot truth, prac-
titioners ol the law [tora/t]” (vii.18-11). The “law of God”
was rejected by the opponents of the teacher (1.11). It is
umlikely that these opponents were followers of the
Wicked Priest because at v.11-12 il is the "man of the lie”
who “rejected the law in the midst ol their whale coun-
cil.” In the latter passage, the exegesis ol “while the
wicked desirors one more righteous than he” (Hb. 1.13)
strikingly avords tlie "Wicked Priest versus Teacher of
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Righteousness” identification, with the "man of the lie”
being specilied as the "wicked” one ot the biblical text.
The commonly accepred restoration of the “wiched
priest” in Pesher Habuakkuk i.13, commenting on Habak-
kik 14, which rvefers to "wicked and righrcous™ shauld
thus probablv be rejected. The Wiched Priest does nar
make his first appearance in Pesher Habakhuk uniil
viii.8, and the failure of the exegete to seize upon obvious
opportuniles to infroduce him earlier probably empha-
srzes the need (o Jdistinguish between the opponents of
the reacher described in the early portion of the text and
those in the later sections. Thus, the opponents of the
teacher in the first part of the pesfier are the "raitors with
the man of the lie,” “rhe raiors o rthe new covenant,”
and the “ruthless ones of Israe]” (11.1-0). The “house of
Absalom” is accused of not aiding the teacher against the
“man of the le” (v.10).

In the larer portion of the pesher (vi.12—end), after the
conclusion of the section on the Kiiiim, the interpreter
focuses on the eschaton ("rhe Inst Jdays;” vii.7, 12), pre-
dicrs that those who [ulfil the Jaw will be rescued bv God
(viii.1-3). and exhorts them o maintain their faith in him
(vii.10-14). The severa] references o "law” [iorafz] may
indicare that, as frequently in Second Temple Judapsm,
differences in halaklialy, in religious practice, were whar
divided groups from one another. It is only here that the
Wicked Priest mahes the first of his several appearances
in the later segment of rhe pesfier. He had been an indi-
vidual of whom the author of the pesfwy approved at one
rime, but who had sirayed from the path for the sahe of
greed (viii.8-11). His subsequent suffering (and perhaps
death) is Jdescribed almosi gleefullv by the pesher as the
Kittim Jo (o him as he has done to others in the past
(viji 1o-ix.7).

The sinhul acts of the Wicked Priest consisl primarily
of amassing wealth and perseculing the Teacher of Righ-
leousness (ix.9-11, xi.4-8, xii.2-10). Inserted amid refer-
ences (0 the priest, however, is a passage about the
“preacher of the le” (x.9, xi.l), whose followers will be
punished for their opposition o "God's chosen ones”
(x.13). It is not clear whetber the "preacher of the lie” is
the same as the “man of the lie” or whether he represents
another former adbereni of the priest who beirayed him,
1t is generally agreed rhat the Wicked Priest’s attach on
the Teacher of Righreousness un Yom Kippur (¥1.4-8) re-
ters to one of those controversies regarding the calendar
in which the Qumran group found itself involved. [See
Calendars and Mishmarot. ]

The conclusion of the pesfier (xii.10-xiii.4) is remark-
ably tame, as the attack on idolatry by Habakkuk gener-
ates no conlemporary allusions in the pesher, although
there are (wo references Lo a perhaps apocalyplic "day of
Judgment” (xii 14, x1ii.2-3).
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MoSHE J. BERNSTEIN

PESHER HOSEA. The biblical commeniaries from
Cave 4 ar Qumran include [wo very fragmentary manu-
scripts (4Qtoo and 4Q107) containing commentary on
the Buok of Hosea. Like other representatives of the
peshier genre, they relate the biblical text to both historical
and eschatological events. The citations in Pesher Hosea®
(4Q1oo) are not particularty long relative to the interpre-
tive comments, as thev are, [or example, in some of the
peshariie on Isajah, bur the standards of Pesher Hosea®
(4Q107) are difficult to Judge because of its frapmentary
nature.

Pesher Hosea® is composed basicatly of one (wo-col-
umn fragment, of which onlv column ii possesses sub-
stantial remains, The biblical text cited in the pesfier runs
from Huosea 2.8-14, a section of the prophetic work thai
pictures Israel as a wife faithless to her husband, God.



