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Lawrence Schiffman Emanuel {IOV and VanderKam The e2ad Sea
Scrolls Fifty Years er eır Discovery Proceedings 0 Jerusalem Congress
July 1997 erusalem Israe] Exploratıon Soclety,

Donald Parry “More Fragments from 4QSam (4Q51) Preliminary Edıtıion of ——
Samue!l 24-)24 22„

The author offers alternatıve readıngs the of Samuel 24-724 Dy presenting 24
textual readıngs Ooun am (4Q51) Several of these iragments several

the 8& (1) 4Q51 29 offers the readıng 3 instead of 1C: corrobo-
rates wıth X eadıng that has long been thought have been euphemistic
substitution DYy the translator (Wellhausen) (2) 4Q51 4 7 corrected readıng of the

1121713 _5nı The Iragment reads M1 7209 refers sıngular kıng of
(cf. Sam Ö  8 1 Kgs 11 Chr 9) (3) 4Q51 29 has sufficiıent D
reCONSTruct wıth 1, XX 1T AA 1T (4) In 4Q51

the OUuUnNn 1D the definıte artıcle 1C| Was erhaps ost the dıivisıon of
the words VT( par 113 Sn (MTI)

Alexander ofe “Hıstorical Literary Aspects of the Qumran Bıblical crolls 3()-

In COMPDAaNINS Greek of 1D1l1Ca eX]1 wıth those of Qumran the author makes the
following observatıons Fırst 129 and 137 DTESCTVC efillin 1C contaın the
texti of Deuteronomy 11t wıth 28 ollowe!l DY thus proviıding early 1tness the
shorter readıng The longer readıng of euteronomYy apparently occurred early and mMoOost
Deuteronomy manuscrı1ıpfs ATIC evıdence for thıs Second the Jeremjah-LX X and Hebrew
Vorlage ın er Contaın delıberate OINISS10115 certaın COPYIST voıded the UuUSec of
the divine epıthet whıle CODYINS Jeremıiah The Samilnlc crıbal tradıtion omıtted
reference the exıle ofZedekıah’s people

hemaryahu Talmon Iransmıissıon Hıstory of the ext of the Hebrew Bıble
the Light of 1DI1Ca Manuscrı1pts irom Qumran and BT ıtes the Judean Desert”

40
Nahum 11 when contrasted 1ıth parallels preserved from adı Murabba al and ıth
the Citations 4QpNah dısplay mostly defective spellıngs SOINC plene spellings and few
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‘true varıants’. Murabba’at Nahum 1S iıdentical the eXcept for the spellıng DW
3.6) “ I rue varıants’ inD. ınclude: “ 11802 (3.6); 95 4715 TI TU

Plene spellings in 4QpNah include the followıng SrP191. PP; D3 155 3.3)
M2030, 5 10 (3.4); MM (5.3); D3 DW (3.6); >5 9
TODAN (3.7% „ 0 M, m D, FD{ M 077 (338); ıDV (3.9); 72133 1791510 Y

ar{ (3.3 1) er varıants in 4QpNah: AA (536% [D°31>]m (3.9)% Saa (3.1
Emanue!l Jov, “Further Evıdence for the Existence of Qumran Scribal School”,
199-216

In fuller documentatıon than hıs DreviOus publıcations Qumran orthography, J1Ov lısts
characteristics of the addıtion of Malres lectionis. /0/ and /u/ AIiCc represented Dy W
1C 1S also used for short holem (e.g 1T S, MT W), alte aly, >1 BA Än N
I1 11N) and hatef qames 1179918N). Words alr in the SAalllc text (£.g ] QIsa”) wıth dıffer-
ent spellings &.2 NT/ UT/INIT and w  T Yod represents /1/ and sere

(D7>938). In certaın exemes /1/ 15 In fınal posiıtion N (e.g NYD/N / DI/NSD). He IS
used for (MMAW), for /e/ (1QIsa” L: 6:4 x'l'1'1P), and in 211d PCIS. singular PTO-
nomiınal suffixes M9225) ep denotes in 1na. position (1QlIsa” 32° 11 NATYDU: 66:8
817”33) and media]l posıtıon (1:17 30:31 w198N)). Qumran morphological feaatures
ATrC lısted well (1) lengthened independent (e.g. M8N, I8 N); (2) lengthened
pronominal suffixes for the 2nd and 3l'd plural (e.g | Va [, mnD>D): (3) forms which
SCIVC in pausal forms In these 4S free forms: (4) lengthened future forms
(e.g w)tgtwiw, (w)yqtwIw); (5) verbal forms wıth pronominal suffixes construed
y'qutlenu; (6) the form qg 'taltemah for 7 nd Derson plural; and (7) (1 119, I1 18 1, ı1 118

contamıng the adverbiıal ending —cah

Eıbert Tigchelaar, “A Newly Identified ere ha-Yahad Fragment
1Q 285-292

15 identified ON of the Serekh a-Yahad manuscr1pts and varıant readıngs of the
document from ave 1Q5S /.19 indıcates that 1?83) should be reconstructed

V 90 3, Assuming that had sımılar text 1Q5S 8-21, though wıthout the
words H1941 the followıng reconstruction 1S plausıble: ıne P 717 ON WT
1DX 155 117 02 m> MO II 555 HAT and ıne .12 ;ö

VD M7 ”R 1002 2° 15 MO The absence of IT from mMay be
sımılar varıants of 4S it 1S phrase used exclusively in Serekh ha-Yahad 105
Fn 4QS® 3 1Q5S R 8.10; 40S° 1.4) In Serekh ha-Yahad the terms z and
3VU) AI used inconsistently penal terms when compared 4QD” 1.7-8, does
NnOLT match closely IS

Michael Daise, “C'reatiıon Maoaotıifs in the Qumran Hodayoth”, 293-305

On the basıs of analysıs of 1QH 4-5a, Daıise concludes that the Qumran communıty
concelived of ifs formatıon In terms of NCW creatıion. Ihe preposition of NPDJ in ıne 47
when taken essentiae brings the quality, CSSCNCC, characteristics” of ıts object nto
relief and Sseis the object '11PD) in apposıtıon the pronomiınal suffix of3 (“you
have placed spring””). ven if WeTEC interpreted local preposition, the hymnist
1S claımıng that the communıty Was al least the beneficlary of 1CW creation (nyou have
placed Al spring”). The m95139 ND, 077 Y and 72 WD in the hymn ATC products
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of NECW creatiıve act of God Language assoc1ated ıth creatıon In hıis u  y of the DSS
Ka M, OT m 07 s ADYV, DM ”  , WD, w D° T m5347 MyunS.
Dr 19240 VORn, DUT)A, and 1DW

Jo  7e KraSovec, “Sources of Confession of SIın In 1Q5S and 20.28-30”,
306-2

The author that partıcular 1S present in the confessional DIayCrs of
Karly udaısm. hen single Hebrew verb for SIN OCCUTS In the texTi (most often In relatıon

the Day of Atonement), the subject wiıll be eıther lst DEIS singular 1sl DECIrS plural
multiple verbs dAdIc present, the subject l always be 1st DEIS plural. The three verbs UT-

nng In the given In specific order: MMV, VWSR, and N!  3 ANnY shıft from thıs
pattern should be regarde: emphasıs based context and hıstorical Circumstances.
The USCcC of the verbal rOoot M in the ıthpae form BTATET3, 1S also specıfic contfes-
SION. Thıs SaIillc roof 15 SCECI] In SUOTNC non-biblical documents from Qumran 105 1.24;

'Thıs orma confession of SIN reflects phraseology that INaYy be SCCIIH] fo have been
establıshed in early Jewısh documents and that continued nto the rabbinic per10d.

Shanı Beerıin, “Lemma/Pesher Correspondences In Pesher Nahum”, 341-350
The root UD denotes antıthetical “loosening” “coming together”. Thıs
dualıty INaYy also be understood tension between “revelation/exegesis” “atom17za-
tion/correspondence”. Textually there 1S close relatiıonshıp between pesher and the base
teXT; thıs INnay be understood "correspondence”. Correspondence INay be categorized nto
three Lypes numeriıcal, exegetical, and contextual. All three AIec characteristic of the
lemma/pesher relationship. Correspondence between the pesher and ıts base texti should be
sought from the meanıng of the lemma. Examples AIc ıllustrated from 1Q5S 2541410 and
4QpNah 34 WE

Esther she]l and Hanan Eshel, “Recens1ıons and 1L010NS of the War Cro Ca
363

Ihe aDPCATANCC of the Samme hymn twıice In IQ IS evidence that the ork IS compound
composition ase! dıfferent SOUTCES 1ıle number of scholars attempted describe
the cComposıtıon in the past, the publication of DJD VII and make it possıble for the
authors PTrODOSC the followıng four stages of development for the document: (1) the
CONcept that people should guard the Temple Was borrowed irom the Temple crolls, but
the War Scroll dapted it, changıng the object from the kıng of Israe]l the Temple; (2)

predates 1Q that 1S, it before eXpress10ns such 1D3 MN amne be
used refer the technıcal term MDYRD; (3) In the fırst section of 1Q priests and
Levıtes guard the Temple, includıng the Hıgh Priest and hıs epu (4) ase: the COMN-

cept of M1 DVYD, laymen (1.e the chıiefs of the congregations and athers of the rıbes) WeTEC
the already appointed priests and Leviıtes in 1Q

Joseph aumgarten, “The Use of 1112 N R for General Purification”, K  Un
Baumgarten argucs for extended USC of the 1Dl1ca phrase I8 1a x the waters of clean-
sing wıth the ashes of MOS 1 , IC ormerly WAas used in relatiıon purıfiıcation of
the indıviıidual who had Contact wıth the dead The basıs of the extended meanıng INAaYy lay in
severa|l 1DIl1Ca. Num 8:7; zek 36123 Ps —— These5contested
in meanıng, should be understood references cleansıng from al transgress10n, f the
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CrSONn had ouched the dead The Varlous terms used for “sprinklıng for purification”
E7 P, 7770 wıth the 5N) have been adopted Dy the Qumran community
and later writings (Phılo and later rabbinıc lıterature) CXADICSS cleansıng from other SINS
(TT SA 'r IN HE3 MMDWN) and V further extended all transgress10ns of divıine law
hıs uUuSsSec of the phrase e I ” perhaps cshows the Qumran communıty’s strictness CONCETN-

ng purıty, but it also reflects the chıft of understandıng of the 1DI1Ca tradıtion in Early
Judaism.

Heinz-Wolfgang Kuhn, “Qumran Texts and the Hıstorical Jesus: Parallels in Contrast”,
573-580

The authoru that Q TV! parallels eschatological teachings of Jesus.
Col lınes and paralle Mt 45 and Lk R Z wıth respect the works of the essiah
(God in the ase of 4Q521) Q reads P MD (“giving sıght
the In straightening Oout the twisted’”’), whıiıle S reads PE 5
wiıll make the dead alıve, he wıll proclaım g00d CWS5S5 the poor”). 1QH”“ F1 O72 contaıns
fıve verbs that reveal present and future eschatology concerning resurrection at Qumran
Kuhn argucs that ıne 7la 1V L DV H1 S} G,  you fashıoned Out of dust for
everlastıng communıty””) should be efined DYy 21b kE W5 C ED FT} © E c  and the
eprave spirıt yOUu have purifie from y offence””); thus for those entering the Uu-

nlty‚ forgıveness IS equated ıth resurrection. hıs dea 1S also evıdent In 1LQH 9.13 In the
verb wn S (to be renewed: Tare meanıng of hithpael), IC denotes NCW creation
present realıty. In 4QH 28 the phrase m50 m175 U/ Sso he raısed the
DOOT from the dust eternal height”) also equates U wıth resurrection In the Uu-

nıty and not wıth the fiırst creation.

Dennıiıs Green, “T)ıivıne Names: 1N1C and Qumran Scribal Techniques”, Sa
580

There AdIc varıety of technıques used at Qumran wriıte dıvıne Iwo majJor InCON-
sistencles ex1ist: (1) only occasıonally Was the Tetragrammaton accentuated 1e Dy uUusSsc of
archaıc scr1pt, red ink, supralınear inserts, l  r  5 colon and (2) other dıivine

WEeTEC accentuated but NOL ]ways) wıth the Same methods. It 15 argue: that unless
crıbal technıques WEeTC used prevent inadvertent pronuncı1atıon, document contamıng
accentuatıon Wäas nOoL consıdered canonical the communlıty. These techniques dIC attested
in 1 QpHab, 1QIs”, 4QSam’, 1Q5, 4QpPs“, 6Q15, 1QH, and Thıs
Wäas brought about Dy the ear of blaspheming (3P3, Lev etonyms used substi-
tutes for the diıvıine alllıc inciude: DW, DDArT, M, *} 7'N, rn.;
ManyYy of these received theır O W abbreviated forms and appeared In Qumran
documents. Three tıers of sanctiıty (sımılar rabbiniıc lıterature) WeTITC applıed the divıine

used in the (T) J etragrammaton, (Z) inerasable 5 and (3) non-sacred
that WEIC not accentuated and werTrTe erasable.

Hannah Harrıngton, ”1 He ature of Impurıty at Qumran’”, 610-616
Rıtual immers1ion al Qumran Wäas not Just requiırement for those who morally sinned, but
also for those deemed unclean for morally neutral [CASONS The term H33 formerly under-
stood menstrual sexual impurıty WTa V, IV r 1295 V33), should be
understood genera|l term for ritual impurıty in There 1S dıstinetion made

210



Biıblıographische Dokumentatıon Qumran

between these impurities, purification requıired before festivals 4Q5 12 9,10), and
contamınatıon (4Q0512 12), al] require cleansıng through mamn PTTA ® and 77977
3505 P, It Can be SCECI in Q that there 15 dıstinetion made between ritual and
moral impurıty. Confessional Drayers aAre made by all impure DETSONS, whether leper, I[NECN-

struatiıng WOMAN, dmuiıtted sınner. The USCc of 152 in these Prayers [fragments l'> ıne
and fragments 29-32, Iıne (also 1Q5S 11)] indicates recognition of the continuous

eed for forgıiveness by the entire community.

Peter 1n and James VanderKam The ead Sea Scrolls er Fifty
Years (Leiden: I1

Peter Flint, “‘Apocryp a’> Other Previously-Known Wrıtings, and “‘Pseudep1-
ographa’ in the ead Sea crolls  > 24-66

In the fırst sect1on, lın efines both “Apocrypha” (provıdıng efaıle' lısts of these texts)
and “Pseudepigrapha”. On the basıs of these definitions he then discusses SOINC of the
pocrypha [De obıt, The Wısdom of Ben Sıra, The er of Jeremiah, Psalm S and
B’ Psalms 154 and 155 Syriac Psalms {1 and H1, NOC Jubilees) The artıcle describes
the preserved materı1als, the language of the X{IS, and recent scholarly research. In
further sect10ns, he discusses, respectively, “other previously-kKnown writings N the
scrolls” and the Pseudepigrapha (those the pocrypha and the other previousiy
known writings which qualify Pseudepigrapha, and, in etaıl, wrıtings assocı1ated
ıth Danıel). Fınally, he asks which of ese writings miıght have been egarded Scr1p-
ture in Qumran. In thıs COontfext he mentions “ formal indıcatıons of Scriptural status’”, ON of
1C he discovers in Q (X/AIMx 502 Rn9and [WO INOTE in
Q irg DU ADIPL>TAI]; irg M PMOD AB 1 1D) Looking at
claıms of divine authorıty and Davıdıc superscriptions, appeals prophecy, the number of
manuscrI1pts, and the translatıons nto Greek He concludes (provisıonally) that Danıtel,
Psalm 151A and . Psalm 154 and K the cantıcle Sır 1:13-30) OUunNn: In LIOPS.
NOC| and Jubilees all enjoyed scr1ıptural STatus at Qumran. Tobiıt and the Letter of
Jeremiıiah WEIC probably also egarded Scripture, but the evidence regardıng such Status
for these documents 1S less clear.

arlotte Hempel, “Community Structures in the ead Sea Scrolls: Admissıon,
Organisatıon, Discıiplinary Procedures’”, 67-92

Hempel examınes the organisation of the communities preserved In the Qumran crolls
Concerning the PFOCCSS of Aadmission Into the communlity, the analysıs focuses 1Q5S
6.13b-23 and 5.5b-16.1a In the latter DAaAsSsSapC, ell in 1Q5S 7c-9a, formal act
of swearıng ( O03 V IS regarde: element of the admıssion PTFOCCSS,;, it
represents sımılarıty between 1Q5S and whereas 1Q5S 6.13b-23 refers INOTE inst1-
tutionalısed DTOCCSS. Also analyse 15 1Q5S 16-2.25a, in 1C| “annual COvenan'

ceremony” 15 mentioned the Dy whiıch Ne members Can enter the Community.
Examining the organiısatıon of the community, che mentions the practise of ownership,
concerning 1C| the crolls rovıde complex pıcture (cf. IS F' 1b; 3 Yl SEL 19-
AU.2Z: 7.6-8, 24-25; and 9.10b-16a; 1315416 4.12-13) The SaImne complexıty Can be
found for the descr1ptions of meetings In the crolls (SO CSP 1Q5S 6.3b-4a, 8b-10a;
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jn 4.3-6, 8b-12a) Sımilarıties between 1Q5S and AICc found especlally ın
14.3 and 1Q5S 6.8b; both employ the term W 77 in the phrases M1r _ 32077 1797 (CD
4.3) and 193 W5 19 K (1Q5S 6.8b) 0° and N (nıph"al) also in both

However, neıther IT MVU NOT au 5 in l 9 but in 1Q5S 6;
instead has 3D > The term T also OCCUTS only in She concludes that meet-

Ings Ad1iC signıfıcant aspect of the organisatıon of the communıty, and passages
[describing meetings|] from Varlous per10ds AIC preserved alongsıde ONC another” (79) In

discussıng leadership and authority SIrucLIures, Hempe!l examınes the function of the priest
(IMDM): CSD 4 6-7 (DA 19259 mx 1 TDM), 4QD” 16; 4QD° 11.8

(Da 7 25 1DM); 1Q5S 6.14 (MDPPDNM WONTT); and further designatıons such

MIDT, »DwWAM, DD 7, 2713 B5 Jan fa TTT 3 and m. The artıcle closes ıth
discussıions about the nature and function of Communl; meals and family life and celibacy

Kugler, “Priesthood at Qumran’”, 93 ]

Kugler examıiınes terminology for priests In the scrolls, investigates priestly figures in the
scrolls, and desceribes the function of priests In the communıty’s lıfe The artıcle concludes
wıth eritical reVIEW of prevIOus scholarshıp in 1g of INOTE recently avaılable evidence.
Kugler argucs that 172 1S used, for example, In order underscore . double-edge attıtude
toward the Jerusalem priesthood the ON hand, and ideal priesthood from the lıne aof
eV1I the other‘  7 94) whıiıle S70 ID generally refers “'[O the chief priest of the 6CS-

chatological AgC OT restored temple” 96) He maiıntaıns that the INOTEC recent evıdence

challenges the old CONSCHNSUS regardıng the expression T3v Contrary the previously
widespread VIEW, nothing Su that the Zadokiıtes wWeTeC the founders of the communıty.
He also discusses the question of the o of the Zadokites, examınıng for example the
dıifferences between D IS B n in 1Q5S 0.14 (“Zadokites’”) and 273 7715 in 4QS” 111 10

(“sOons of righteousness”). The discussıon addresses the understandıng and z of 7

TI8, 1C generally distinguished priests from other members of the Community. The

meanıng of thıs designation depends the redaction hıstory of SOINC scrolls documents.

Finally, 35 Ya 1S signıfıcant because it expressed opposition the Jerusalem priesthood.
Kugler also examınes personages in the crolls who might have been priests. The analysıs
includes sobriquets such PTE 1119 (4QpPs“ S: 1E 1QpHab 2.8-9; 7.4-5), the TT
W, WD,9 >75WD, 1T MD, and KT TI A hıs 1S ollowe: Dy reVIeW
of functions ascribed the priests in the communıty; Kugler asks whether they WeEeIC CCI-

mon1al eaders, interpreters of the JawW, Judges, communıty leaders, sacrıfıcıal priests.
At the end, the artıcle summarıses how the evidence dduced impacts earlıer held inter-

pretations of priesthood in the crolls

Bılhah Nıtzan, “Repentance In the ead Sea crolls  LA pp.  5-17
Investigating the CONCcepL and practice of repentlance in Qumran wrıtings in comparıson ıth
the understandıng of ıt ın the 1D1I1Ca and apocryphal writings, Nıtzan begıns ıth the
notion of repentance WaYy of lıte She observes that “lt Was the Communıity’s aım
realize the eschatological repentance expected In the historiographic and prophetic 1DI1Ca
ooks  27 and that thiıs IS the [CAaSOIl why the WdYy of lıfe enjomed uDON the communıty
at Qumran Was envisioned ıfe of repentance. Thıs 1S demonstrated Dy analysıs of the

phrase W5 V in Varlous scrolls, well through look at the pL of 10 ın 1Q5
5.8-9, In 1C| the significance of the law In its unique interpretation through the (C'ommu-
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nıty becomes evıdent (cf: Man E3 1 In The artıcle also examınes the Hebrew
of lınes 13227 of the epılogue of QM 13-22; - and L D4 The
second section 15 concerned wıth the “jyudic1a]l rıtual of repentance”. Here, agaınst the
background of the Hebrew Bıble, she investigates 114.221]-15.5 the practice of takıng

oath, especlally the ON taken In the ame of God and the ON taken ıth the covenantal
She dıstinguishes between the “covenantal 0at M 13W) and the ublıc

adjuration oath”, DY mentioning the phrase Wa 1 M5M in 1Q5S and by analysıng
6.4-5 The thırd section focuses the of repentance. Whıle personal CON-

fession 15 evidenced In 9.13, publıc confession OCCUTS In several vers1ons in the scrolls:
1Q5S5 &s (espectlally the phrase JUWANM 18IDO 130W5] 13779)3); 8-11 (3
D31V3):; and 3.7-12, FEA Finally, the artıcle addresses repentance In Draycr and
psalms. In Jewısh lıturgy repentance through the recıtatiıon 8 confessions had become
prominent (genre of supplıcation). Analysıng 147 11 PS 111 1570 and “the confes-
SION of ouilt” In Va b-21 In “the confession of cleansıng from ullt”
ın 12 VI Da la, the author NnOTtes that the confessional motifs of DIayCIr>s and psalms
from Qumran sometimes adhere those known from 1D11Ca and apocryphal supplications;
however, they aDpCAar ...  in looser format, and mostly wıth addıtional motifs ıth in
dıfferent contexts” (16

Jacobus Naude, “Holıness ın the Dead Sea crolls  > 1/71-199
auı offers Ooroug! analysıs of the concept of holıness Dy analysıng the relevant He-
Drew terms After lookıng al the ancıent Near Eastern background (1e Sumerı1an, Akkadıan,
and Ugarıtic lıterature), he investigates the of the OUunNn w TD, the adjective W1"1| S
and the verb Q T In the Hebrew Dy enumeratıng theır OCCUTITENCE and describing
theırg
The author then turns the Dead Sea documents and focuses 1Q5S (+4Q5). (+4QD),
Q 1Q (+4QM), and 11QTemple. Hıs maın thesıs IS that the concept of holıness
desceribed In the crolls determıines the Community’s dentity firom the remaın-
der of Judaısm, in IC dıfferent understandıng of holıness predominated., Support for
thıs thesis 15 argue in three WaYy>S Fırst, the author 00 at inflection of the rooft D In
the scrolls it relates the cultic actıvity of consecration. Second, he focuses HNOW the
OUuUnN OT and the adjectiıve WT ATlCc indıicatıve of the Community: the eve of holiness
present in the Temple has been transferred the Community ıtself. The artıcle discusses
the pertinent Iınes and Iso the phrases 113 (1Q5S 4.6); DU T 157 OT

11 6); DW T | > and the “ 11SYV, WT 3 I1 IV, and 190 all of 1C
help interpret and in thıs Likewise important AI the words N and

especlally when hey form exıcal nıt wıth Third, the author discusses the
concept of holiness In relatıon the unıon of the members of the Qumran communıity wıth
the heavenly communıty of angels. Hence, he discusses the uUSsScC of WT and
denote supernatura! beings. Fourth, he discusses where, hat degree, and in what [Nall-

NT D and WYTP function designations for God In thıs context, he analyses also D
e ON >N where hey In combinatıon wıth WT and Fıfth, the author
1Nn! that 15 sometimes used ceircumlocution for od’s amme Sixth, he NOTESs that
WT ..  15 used qualıity In certaın indıicate the status of somebody something
eing withın the realm of the divine”. ınally, the artıcle discusses the function of
and implyıng freedom from pollutants, posıtıve moral dıvıne human) quali-
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ties (especıtally 1IQ aspects sıgnıfyıng aspecCts of the cult, and sign1ıfyıng
what matters aAIc seft apart for sacred uSs:  ®

Joseph aumgarten, °“ T’he Purification Liturglies”, 2002172

Baumgarten discusses purıfıcation lıturgıes found In the scrolls in order clarıfy the
derstandıng of “the PDUrpDOSC and spirıtual dimension of the lustrations practices in Qumran”

He fınds that the purıfication C{Is In the Communıity AIe nNnOoTt sımply AaCTSs for the
removal of rıtual uncleanlıness, but “were viewed the by whiıch the holy spirıt
restores the purıty of Israel” Moreover, hey made the members of the
Community of “the indispensabılı of penıtence for makıng them worthy of renewed
sanctification” (21 1£.) aumgarten fırst consıders the SOUTCES and describes theır s1gnif1-

regardıng the understanding of purıfication. He describes Q and and
offers the text of irg. ] (published ully in the forthcoming DJD), discussing the tıtle
xaD 179 In the latter. Also, he MO I D In irg.3 of wıth
2713 Ü 710 In Crucıial for the definıtion of the character of the Qumran lıturgy 1S

[MI17V (4Q512 36-38 11 17) In comparıson wıth (1 137771 10 9.22) and in
%7 73 105 49 Second, the author explaıins the communal and calen-

darıc aspects of purıfıcation In the scrolls. Communal aspects he identifies In 36-38
111 (3 AITV) 1-6 X11 (1HW'IPD1; xW >N W»Q (M173M 179
>8 W7>), irg xMN w53°>) Calendrical aspects and fırst day
month) nay be Oun in 33 IV (comparıson wıth the Miıshna, Macc 12:38, and
10.10, 14) and Q He also deals wıth the question of the timımg of the erakna: DYy
analysıng the texTi of© irgs F0S1 7 Au and FL V11 and 16 V1 (DW In
comparıson wıth Ber 5la and Pesah The artıcle closes wıth discussion of purifi-
catıon through the holy spirıt. aumgarten argucs that “the ınk of purıty of body and spirıt
15 salıent throughout the scrolls” (cf. 7.3-4; 1Q5S 3.7-9), and “the purıfyıng func-
tıon of the holy spirıt Was belıeved continue in the present ıfe of the communıty”
1QH 5,29° 1Q5S ST Q 219 The author consıders the influence of hıs indıngs for the
understandıng of the baptısm of John

Uwe Glessmer, CC  alendars In the Qumran crolls  LA 213278
Glessmer reVIeWws thoroughly the calendrical in the ancıent WOT. and the Dead Sea
crolls, includıng newly avaılable materı1al. He explaıns why description of the calendar
in the scrolls has been dıfficult In earlıer studıes of the problem: there arc, in fact, dıffer-
ent calendrical systems present In the scrolls. In the fiırst section, the author discusses the
calendars of the ancıent world (Roman, Mesopotamılan and Persian|, ree Macedonıian,
and Jewısh [accordıng Josephus]). The second section 15 evoted the crolls Here,
Glessmer 1ms ShOw how research VOT the ast fıfty “both produced AaNSWEeETS and
raısed N1CW questions”. Beginning wıth rabbinıc tradıtions and from the Caıliro Geniza,
he rel early scholarly evaluatıon of the 364-day calendar used at Qumran. Then he
furns towards the priestly COUTSCS Mismarot In 1C: he discusses the eXpress10ns DU

and TDW D, and the dıfferent meanıngs of TD and \a  S The thırd section
focuses the recently avaılable materı1als: Enoch: Jubilees; “C‘alendarıc
Documents” (4Q320-4Q330), includıng analysıs ofVE 4Q320) well and thorough
examınatıon of HDA (4Q320, respectively alen! Doc B8 b) derıving eıther from VppP7

from Vp17; Q (4Q “Daıly Prayers”); the 364-day calendar tradıtions in the Psalm

714



Bıblıographische okumentatıon Qumran

Scrolls; the abbath Songs; 4QCommentary enesIis 40Q252); 4QBrontologion
4Q318); 4QCryptPhases of the Moon 4Q317); and 4QOtot 4Q319) The concludıng
section deals INOTC generally ıth the broader questions and developments In calendar
durıng the latter part of Second Temple udaısm.

atthıas Albanı, "Horoscopes in the (Qumran Scrolls  La 279-330
The artıcle 1S concerned ıth the role and sıgnıfıcance of astrology in Qumran, and focuses

three poss1ıbly classıfıed horoscopes: 4Q1 8 9 andQ4Q3 Ö, though
not horoscope, also deserves attention because it descr1ibes the COUTSC of the INOON through
the twelve S1gNS of the zodiac. (=4QHoroscope/4QCrypt) represents the strongest
AsScC for hNoroscope, given its the astrological dimension of its Contifent physıiognomic traıts
dIC elated the zodiacal S1gN at indıvıdual’s moment of bırth - 10M). The hys10g-
nomiıc etaıls in roceed contaın description of the part of the human body
(Le the head, CYCS, teeth, ear! e{6:;) and then of the lower parts (LE ands, thıghs, ee'
The term OV (two OCCUTrTeENCECS ıIn 40186) dIC crucılal for the understandıng of aStro-

ogical context Eıther the te  3 refers “cecond column” the zodiacal sıgn Taurus, it
1S scr1ibal and ON cshould rather read DV (“position”). Moreover, the translatıon of
FTA in 1S still under discuss1ion. The possıble vocalısations OW for transla-
tıon eıther “spirıt” 06,  '00M, interval” These different renderings AIc indıcatıve,
respectively, eıther of theologiıcal anthropology of astrological framework. The
transcription of the ast word in Q 11 ess problematıc, ıt 1S possible
resolve the [WO possıble readıngs of ONe word eıther Ha E S the latter OITC-

sponds well ıth 111 5-6 The expression 10777 Y (“ln the foot of the bul!”) 1S also
ımportant for the understandıng of thıs DasSsSsapıc and allows for astrologıcal interpretation.
For (  eC of God ar/4QMess aram/4QNoah), astrologıcal meanıng 1s
stren  ened by the use of the erms and e (as used in ““Calculatıon”)
and the term 7751 (”birth ” (4QPhysiognomy/ 4QHoroscope ar) 1S plece of
dıyınatory physiognomic lıterature, but ıts astrological character Cannot be verified.

Phılıp Alexander, “The Demonology of the Dead Sea. Scrolls”, 1-353
Alexander trıes present pıcture of demonology in the Dead Sea Scrolls that May be
attrıbuted the Qumran sect generI1C, though NOoT exclusıve term for demon N the
crolls 15 FTa (°SOIE : 1S ıllustrated In 2.6 Accordingly, the term “spirıt”
sometimes further qualıified, irl 11 (“wicked spırıts””) in order distingu1s
them from other non-corporal, angelıc beings. Also descriptive of demons 1S the e  z

(“destroyer”). The Dead Sea crolls the existence of complex demoniıc
WOT ıth dıfferent classes of demons, Can be SCECI from lısts In a 10
1'7 and D These refer SIX 1N! of demons: spirıts of the angels of
destruction SSn >öx S» F1 77)), spirıts of the bastards (D?TDD AT demons (D°”71W)
L.lıth 995 howlers (DYTTN) and yelpers (D””X). In ‚AS5C of the angels of destruction, it 15
appropriate regard \xöMm öx5 In apposıtıon fo $ which “ agents of de-
struction” and refers demons rather than angels. Whıile the owlers (D”TTN) and the
yelpers (D””X) wWerTrTe derived from Isa TE ıt 1S nNnOot certaın f these terms denote anımals
Jinns. In Qumran, at least, these terms denote type of demon. “ Ddemons” (D1_[W)9 term
used in the Hebrew eu SAn Ps 106:37), eventually became generIic term for
demons, but hOow it Wäas used In the Bıble and the crolls opposed other pes of
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demons 15 uncertaımn. Moreover, the nature of Lalıth (m?>7>) 1S amb1ıgu0o0us. In Isa 34:14 the
Namlec Su female kınd of demon, but thıs SO  } of gendered demon cannot be 4ASSUNlC

for Qumran demonology. In general the demonology of Qumran mMaYy have derived from
documents Enoch and the myt of Watchers which WEeTC, in turn, integrated nto the
dualistic worldview f the Qumran sect. It 15 noteworthy, that thıs partiıcular demonology 15
VE close the demonology of the New Testament.

James Bowley, “Prophets and Prophecy at Qumran”, 354-378
The artıcle proviıdes OVErVIEW of that shed lıght how the prophets and prophetic
documents functioned in the lıfe and teachıngs of the (Qumran communıity. Bowley begıns
wıth analysıs of the and meanıng of those erms used in the scrolls denote

prophets and prophecy Most commonly used 15 N} the epıthet “hıs God’s) servants”
°“The dıvıne spirıt” (so WT SW in 1Q5S 8.16; cf. Isa. 40:3; 11QPs° 27.3-4, 11)

might also have eferred prophets. Another, though ess COMMON, term 1S FITIT, used
when NnOT referring prophet of Israel’s past Finally, the word M7 “anoıinted one‘  27 15
used well Next, the author examınes the relevant for what the crolls 5a y about
prophets of the past, of the future, and the present He observes that the maın function of
the past prophets WAas be tradents of divıine from God the communıiıty -
gardıng current behavıour and the revelatıon of future events. In thıs CONTfEXT 7} 1S
applıed the prophets of Israel, namely Isaıah, Jeremiah, Ezekiel, Amos, Habakkuk, and
Zecharıah. oug! not at the centre of theır mess1ianıc eschatological thought, the Qumran
authors expected eschatologica rophet beyond the 1DI1Ca. images. Bowley concludes
thıs the basıs of examınıng 1Q5S 9.9-11 (D8AIWYN 18 77177077 8 23} Moreh a-sedeq);
Q (1n comparıson wıth Dt. and 18); 1 1QMelchizedek 1Q13; CSpP in the follow-

ing phrase in colü 8277 OD "UxN Y E3ı 2237} and In
27 lcf. also Isa and Q (where nOoL n but frg 11 refers the
eschatologica!l prophe oug Bowley does not fınd N} in the crolls applıed
Current teacher leader of the communıty (not vVen the ore. Ha-sedeq), he states that
because of the prophetic language encountered In 1LQH and elsewhere, prophetic actıvity
must have been recognized realıty in the communıty. In thıs respect he examınes the

implications of N ın 1QH” 1 Z 8 also 1QH”“ 12.10-11; 4Q357-76; and 1022; 29)
for the understandıng of prophecy.

Michael Knıbb, “Eschatology and Mess1anısm in the Dead Sea crolls  7 379-402

The eschatological and mess1ianıc elıefs in the crolls are of consıderable s1gn1ıfı1ıcance for
the theology of the SeEeCTt nı examınes varlety of that refer D7 (“the
end of days”) the ule of the Congregatıion (1QSa), the Pesharım, 4QEschatological
Midrash (4Q174 and 4Q177) and 1 1QMelchizede: 11014353} Nı STIreESSES that
wıthout thıs phrase aAre also important the eschatology and mess1anısm; these nclude the
War ule (and elated texts), the Rule of Blessings (1Q5Sb) and 4Q Testimon1a 4Q175)
Other wıth fairly obvious CONCETI] wıth the future arc parts of Enoch [070) of
Watchers, ook of Dreams and Epistle of Enoch), Apocryphon of Lev1ı (4Q0541 and

4Q540). 1S10NS of Amram (4Q543 48), the Pseudo-Daniel materı1als, ramaıc pOCAa-
lypse 4Q246) and New Jerusalem document Characteristic of the eschatological writings
1S that they ook forward (in dıfferent Ways turnıng pomnt in events and the ending of
the present agC, though the belong dıfferent CNTCS and aAarc dıverse in character and
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date The mess1ianıc VIeWSs at Qumran must have changed Ver time. Some of the writings
mention the comıng of [WO mess1ahs, while in others there only 0)11> 15 referred TIhe
phrase ON 178 M 15 amb1guo0us, thıs could denote eıither ON mess1ıahs.

James Dayvıla, “Heavenly Ascents In the ead Sea Scrolls  LA 461-485
From ON the number of documents from the Qumran lıbrary that DTESCTVC reports about
eavenly ascents, Davıla discusses SIX ascent tradıtions about specıific figures. The ascents
of Enoch, Melchizedek and Lev1ı AIc the best preserved of these reports, whıle references
the Journey of Methuselah and the dealıng ıth Noah and Moses ralise SUOTNC questions.
The ascent tradıtion about Enoch 1S preserved in several Qumran writings, namely the ook
of Watchers (1-3 In 4QEnoch”“, the ook of Dreams (83-90) in 4QEnoch““, the Epıistle of
Enoch 91-108) In 4QEnoch” and the recensioOns of the Astronomical ook (72-82) in
4QEnastr““ . Melchizedek 1S called ..  g0d” (DWT>N) in 1 1QMelchizedek 21Q43) and IS
otherwise mentioned In the 5Songs of the Sabbath Sacrifice (4Q400-407, MassShır-
Shabb), though in Q the amne 1S only partly visıble. Melchizedek 1S perhaps also
mentioned In the ramaıc 1S10NS of Amram 4Q0544). The tradıtion of Levı's ascent 15
preserved in coples of ramaIıc eVI 4Q213a, 4Q213b, 4Q414a,
Q414b) description of Methuselah travelling paradıse 1S provide in the Genesı1is
Apocryphon 1-26 In thısp Enoch’s ocatıon (777797) 1S dıfficult under-
stand; 15 ramaıc form of (2 Chr 3:6) and 1S probably be understood
the Garden of Eden Whether nOoTt Noah 15 in 1eW In 4QMess ar) 15 uncertaın. It
15 noteworthy though, that the figure desceribed In has Vvisıon concerning
WFE D, The term 1S also Oun in the enesI1is Apocryphon, where ıt apparently
“the highest celestial sphere”, In dsSC of 11 ascent tradıtiıon concerning Moses
1S hard OV!  5 because of the fragmentary condıtion of the manuscr1pt.

Stephen Goranson, “Others and Intra-Jewısh Polemic eilecte: In (Qumran Texts”,
*342551

The Qumran reflect disagreements between Jewiısh STOUDS. Thus polemic COTMICETHIS

Can therefore be oun in Qumran term1nology. (joranson accordıingly trıes locate SOTTIC

of the relevant terms in theır hıstorıical Context. Some eXpress1ons, however, stem from
Dr10Tr tıme. For instance, the term 1° in the of “heretic” 1S not found in (Qumran XTIS
1NOT in an Y others untiıl! rabbinıc lıterature. miıght actually have developed ıts negatıve

accordıng the Chrıstian USC of OLPEOLG (wıthout regard thıs Greek term’'s neura|l
sense).

maJor tactor In the VIEW of “others”g the (Qumran S, of COUTSC, the wriıters’
self-understandıng. The SA  < themselves true observers of the Torah and irue
remnant of Judah hıs exclusıve claım formed part of the polemic In 1C the
defined iıtself agalnst others. ver tıme thıs then became known DY the Greek version
of the self-description EO6a10L and Eoonvor well Occa10L and OoconvoL. The Se-
mıiıtic background for thıs designation 15 NOT undisputed eıther NYON), well
the question, ıf the desıgnatıon derives from outsiders orıgınates from the sect itself.
(GGoranson AaSSUmMes that the alllc Essene 15 actually present In Qumran wrıtings: The
wriıter’s ZTOUP consıists of °°a1] doers of the torah” (MAM YOYV 212) In 1QpHab 8 ]
“doers of his wıl1” (3 In 4QpPs°. Essene authors of Qumran regarded STOUD of
Jewısh opponents “seekers of smooth things” (Imnp >nnn WD 1U1); ıdentifiable Pharı-
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SCCS Thıs 5 accused of false teachıng of opponents also called “Ephraım while
another » probably the Sadducees AIC named “Manasseh” 4QpNah 8) Thıs
symbology refers the Sadducees the older brother from the 1DI1Ca narratıve the
Pharısees “Ephraım WOEIC regarded quickly ZgTOWIN£ and “Jeadıng Man Yy astray
4QpNah 3-4 11 8), whiıle theır OW! Was the true Judah

Joseph Fıtzmyer “Paul and the ead Sea Scrolls” 599 621
SO far Pau! Jewish background has mostly sought explaın aspects of hIis teaching from
Pharısaism Fıtzmyer attempts relate Paul theology also Palestinjan Jewısh ıdeas
preserved Qumran wrıtings Fıtzmyer TIES relate SCNCTIC Paulıne nOtIONS Essene
teachıngs for instance the nOtTION of Justification by Dıvıne Grace The term 273
known the mıght ave provıded the COMMON background for Paul and Qumran but
despite similarıties Paul heology dıstinct and obvıousiy [NOTC christocentric Some
Paulıne words phrases MAaYy also have Counterparts Qumran lıterature The “deeds of
the law  9 TOmM Rom 20, 2 < (EPYA LLOD also present 4QFlor (T
QM 62 (MTM W MXDD) and 1Q5S D and (FE 17WUMD) sımiılar
form Paul’ teachıng about rıghteousness” might be mirrored Dy 1Q (D8

OT by 1Q5S F and 11 (DR mP 73). The phrase NVELLO AYLWOOÖVNG (“a spirıt of
Oolınes. Out of Rom would have ıteral translatıon WT FE IT found 1Q5S

1QH Iso the Paulıne phrase 070707a
Rom “ has counterpart 1Q5S 11 Dw W3) Paul’s UuUsSsc of WULOTTIPLOV Rom Z
(r 7 mig resemble the of the Hebrew (c  1vine| secret, mYySterYy ) as OUunN:!
1QpHab Further examples ATr the simılarıties between Rom ou must detest
what 1 evıl and clıng what ı 00d”) and S WU 53 D3 157 D17 i
1Q5S o depart from all vıl] and cling all g00d works”), Cor 63 (1& TOVC
ÜYYENAOUVC) and QSa D3 >öxS» 8°D) and Rom (Ö VOLULOC KL

NNOONTAL) and am 111 13 DA 1227 12377 ı 121 A ON) Also three
of Paul’s christological titles (XpPLotoc, VPLOG, VLOG TOUL OE0Ü) INnay be sımılar umran
lIıterature a N >1

Davıd une “Qumran and the ook of Revelatıon” 622 648
References the ead Sea crolls scholarly lıterature might provide addıtional
ackgroun for the ınterpretatlion of Revelatıon The term apocalypse Casc of
the pocalypse of Jo  S 15 not SCHCI1LC des1gnatıon though, but rather descr1iption
of the work’s Qumran WT1UNgS the other hand do feature apocalyptic

though the number of apocalypses 15 accordıng other scholars rather
ımiıted and not INanYy (ıf any) of these apocalypses orıgınates wıthın the Qumran
SOCIeTY. mong previıously known apocalypses AIC NOC (Parables and
Siımilıtudes of NOC AiC m1ssS1ng) and iragments of Danıel, ubılees and the
Aramaıc EV1 Document (1n crolls 4QTLevi“ alr and 4QTLCVIb ar)
er ead Sea documents have been abeled apocalypses by Varı0O0us scholars, but
they aic MOST eıther nNOT composed by the sectarıans OT nOot apocalypses For
Nnstance 1QM 15 not wriıtten the style of revelatory» (4Q
Aramaıc Apocalypse) has mention of eavenly revealer, and
4QFour Kingdoms“” ” aC the SCHCI1LC features of the apocalyptıc d4Ss also
simılarly 544 545 546 54 7, 548 (4Q Vısıons of mram
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(4QMessıanı1c Apocalypse) does nOoTt aAapPPCAT be apocalypse 1fs present
fragmentary form and Q385 386 387 388 301 (4QPseudo ZeKie be
of 11O1N--SeCcCTiarıan OT1210. ZTOUD of {ragments called the Description of the New
Jerusalem ” DE  2024 12QNew Jerusalem]; 14QNew Jerusalem“*E

14QNew Jerusalem®E 5Q15 |5SQNew Jerusalem]; 11QNew Jerusalem]|
and 4Q232) Can accordıng Aune, be regarde: 4S apocalypse and offers INOTC

ıllumınatıng parallels between Qumran crolls and the Revelatıon The descr1iption
DNJ (together wıth the JTemple Scroll) 15 places sımılar the descr1ption of the
eavenly Jerusalem Rev 21 27 AaSs for instance the gulde (the angelus
interpres Rev) howıng the archıitecture of the New Jerusalem For Nstance the
term 377138 15 paralleled Dy EÖELGEV HOL Another interestling lınguistical paralle
between Qumran WT1UNgS and Rev 15 the exclusion of Iımpurıty from the New
Jerusalem where nothing unclean The TeEC TILOXV KOLVOWV Rev a
15 identical 18 515 irom 47
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