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INTRODUCTTION



SUMMARY

Previous research on the Qumran scrolls, and in particular;

IQM, hss only recently involved the use of the most stringent

_ 1iter;ry ~ and form - critic?l techniques. These are of great
value to Qumraﬁ studies; the history of the sect and its ideas
can be learnt only when thé texts are properly understood.

Iéﬁ has been recognised by'moét scholérs as a composite
work, and XV-XIX has.long been regarded as a unit. .To this must
be added II-IX which‘also'comprises a sihgle document. Both

" these .documents are themselves composite. II-IX is a war-rule
written in the Hasmonean period, and drawing on sources which .
originated in the Maccabean and immediate post Maccabean peried.
XV-XIX is a dﬁalistic war-rule, which has developed from an |
earlier non-duaslistic rﬁle; of which col. XIV, 2-16a represents
a small fraément.

éols. X-XII consist of a collection of 1iturgicalhpieées
which.have been found to refleét a Maccabean context in many

cases. Col. XIII represent a fragment of liturgy probably

associated with a covenant ceremony.: ‘

Cols. II-IX, X-XIT, XiII, XIV, and XV-XIX were collected

~and probably copied together; XV, L.6a seemé fo refer to two

documents which were indépendent at the time of writing, but
have subsequently been incorporated into IOM - tbese are ident-
ified as II-IX and X-XII. XIII and XIV existed as "'fx'-agments when
they were brought together with the resf of the matébial fpom.
cols. II-IX, X~-XITI and XV-XIX, ‘

XV-XIX probably attsined its present form in tﬁ? second
half of the first century B.C. In the first half of the fi;st

century A.D. a compiler produced from the collected documents
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8 war-rule which included sn introduction (col. I) written by
the compiler. The final result is the War Scroll, the manu-
script of which was written aéon after the composition (: IQMJ,

Its purpose is to prepare for the imminent war against the

Romans..
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I. AN OUTLINE OF THE HISTORY OF RESEARCH ON IQM

The purpose of this first introductory section is to set
the present study in perspective by'briefly reviewiné the major
contributions to the study of the War Scroll (IQM) from its
publication until £he present time. The review is- extremely
selective, its purpose being essentially to show how the War
Scroll has beén subjected over the years to analysis of ever-
increasing intensity, culminating in the application of
" literary-critical and form-critical techniques, It is intended
that the brief review which we are about to undertake will also
warn sgainst hasty conqlusion5~which are not fifmly grounded in
the most céreful scrutiny of the text. The present study has
been undertaken in the belief that no adequate 1iterarj-critica1
or form-critical anélysis has been achieved in the case of IQM,
ahd'tﬁat such an anslysis is needed before wider c?nclusiona can
bé drawn. regarding the history of the sect and the development
of its theology - conclusions which have frequently been offered
in the past. .

There exist to date four major commentsriés on IQM. In
order of publication, tﬁese are as follows: |
Yadin: The Scroll of the War of the Sons of Light against the

f
Sons_of Darkness, Jerusalem, 1957. (All references will

be to the revised edition in English, Oxford, 1962.)

Carmignac: La Regle de la Guerre, Paris, 1958. A second

commentary sppeared in 1961 in the series Autour de
1la Biblél (Paris; pp+81-185 of Les Textes de Qumran, I,)
(Unless otherwise stated, references to Carmjgnac

indicate the former.)




van der Ploeg: Le Rouleau de la GCuerre, Leiden, 1959,

(Studies on the Texts of the Desert of Judah, II.)

,Jongeling: Le Rouleau de la Guerre, Groningen, 1962,

In additiqn to these, there are two annotated translations,

: those of Dupoﬁt-SQmmer in RHR CXLVIII (1955), pp.24-43, 141-180

and van der Ploeg in vT 5 (1955), pp.373-420. Although an anno-
£ated translation by Dupont-Sommer is availsble in English in

The Esgsene Writings from Qumraﬁ,HOxford, 1961, if is- to the

. earlier French vefgion'that.reference will be made in the pregent
wak.
"~ Two further articles which déal essentiaslly with the
1i£erary sﬁructﬁre of IOM ought to bénﬁentioned; Rabin, The

Lifergry Structure of the War Scroll'in.Essayg on the Dead Sea

Scrolls in memory of E.L. Sukenik, Jerusalem, 1961, pp.31-47

(in Hebrew), and, in the same volume, Grintz, The Scroll of Light

and Darkness: its Time and Authors, pp(ll;l?.

Finally, two mofe'recent monographs ought tp'be considered:

Becker, Das HeillGottes, Studien zur Umwelt des Neuen Testaments.

5, Géttingen, 1964, and Osten-Sacken, Gott und Belial, in the

seme series, 6, 1969. Both of these mOnogréphs deal with
aspects of Qumraﬁ theOIOgy‘bd% are impofﬁqht in bringiné literary -
ana form —_critiqiém to bear on the Warseroil. The study by - |
Osten-Sacken'ia;éspeciQIly important and has.alrondy be;n
reviewed by the writer in RB LXXVIII (1971), pp.4h7-450.

- We maj now turn our attention to some of these studie; in
aAiittle more detail.
Yodin

“Tﬁé_aphmgntary of Y. Yadin on IQM is detailed and lengthy.

The text and translation are p#qfaced by eleven chapters of
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introduction which deal with numerous aspects of the manuséripf.
The work's major flaw is its author's assﬁmption, nowher; appar-
ently questioﬁed or justified, that IQM is the'product of a single
hand. It is admitted that the writer of the scroll used sources
(pp.14-17), but. no attempt is made to discuss the provenapcé of
these sources or to.show how and why they were used. This assunp-

tion of literery unity has the unfortunate consequence that

Yadin's treatment of such complicated issues as the organisation

of the army'in IQM (pp«38-86) or the trumpets mentioned
(pp.87-113) is frequently restricted to unsuccessful attempts to
reconcile conflicting informastion. .

Yadin's thesis that IGM was composed after the Romén con-
quest of Palestine but before the end of Herod the Great's reign
(p.224f) is defended at some 1engtﬁ, and based more or less
eiclusively on'military evidence;'certain manoeuvres and weapons
described in the scroll are held to reflect Roman practice and
Armoury. Tﬁere are objectioﬁs to this view, and séveral scholars
believe t@aﬁ Hellenistic warfare rather‘than Roman is indicated
by the descriptions in the scroll.l In any case, one should not
seek to determine the date of the scroll from suéh controversial

evidence. Driver has recently examined the evidence offered by

‘Yadin and concluded that the srms and manoceuvres clearly point

to an imperial Roman date.2 Cleerly, such ambiguous evidence is
of little use.

| At this stage'we might mention that Duponﬁ—Sommer also
assigns a Romén background to IQM, recognising the Kittim of
the scroll as the Romans.3 _On the other hand; Dupont-Sommer
did not reéard the scroll s the product of a single hand, but
held XV~-XIX to be a éupplementary rule, added to an earlier

ruie, which comprised II-IX and X-XIV. Col. I was seen as an

e




- introduction to the Qhole.u 'rom a relativeiy early stage,
therefore, the literary unity.of the scroll waslquestioned and
the distinctive character of XV-XIX recognised..

In spite of Yadin's refusal to follow Dupont~Sommer, his
commentary makes o number of valuable contributions to our
understanding of INM. He demonstrates that the system of
recruitment and the organisation of the army in IGM is based on
historical practice (pp.7-86). The commentary is filled with
references to Rabbinic and pseudepigraphic literature which
clearly represent a great desl of careful resesrchj and, perhaps
moét importantly, Yadin reasises nearly all of the basic questions,
although they are rarely answered satisfactorily. It is perhaps
to sé regretted that the English edition of the commentary,
which appeared in 1962, failed to take any real account of the
research which had been undertaken since the Hebrew edition.:
Amongst'the most notable advances during this period was the

commentary of J. van der Ploeg.

van der Ploeg

Van der Ploeg's commentary is more modest.in scope than-
Yadin's, aﬁd displays throughout a typicel @ution and thorough-
ness. Perhaps its single most valuable contribution to the
study of IOQM is ite discussion of the litersry structure of
the scroll (pp.11-22). Van der Ploeg offers an impressive list
of objections to the theory of unity of authorship. These object-
ions are sufficiently powerful to virtuslly destroy that thgpry,
and are worthy Qf summary here.

1. There are parallel passages in XII, 8-16 and XIX, 1-8.
Beéween these two there exist a few differences of alminor

nature, but the difference in orthography at one or two points
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éuggests a different writer for each passage.

2. There are certain passages in IOM which suggest that the
final war will last for only one day, and comprise only one
.battle, in seven stages, after which the forces qf‘evii will be
destroyed for ever (e.g..l,é.gf; XI,11; XIV,1-14)., Other pas-

' sages either state or imply that the final war will consist of

a-leﬁgthy campaign or series of campaigns between Israel and the
other nations of the earfh, of forty yegfs' duration (e.g. col.II).
3. In X,3ff. is given the text of a spéech delivered by "the
priest! to the £roops, which is derived from Deut. xx, 2-4. 1In
XV, 7bff. occurs anothér'version of the speeéh, delivered by the
"priest ordained for the appointed time of véngeance". But the
text of this second versioﬁ of the speéch is quite different

from the esrlier version.

L, ‘The'names and numbers of the trumpets'used during the battles

in I4M are inconsistent with each other and cannot be explained

on the assumption of a single author.

5. Cols. VIII and XVI contain very similar accounts of the pro-

gress of battle, but importgnt(ifferences are also present. For
instance, the names of:;ﬁe trumpefé do not coiﬁéide; and the
Feveton 1n Bels XVI, wolike tHEY 15 col. VIEL, hew e senticn of
cavalry. The battle in col. XVI is one of se?en wﬁich together
make up the final war, in which the sons of light are victorious.
In the casé'bf col. VI;I,'it seems that the battle is @ singie
engagément, with no mention of the sons of light; i

These observations, as already contended, amount to a

fairly comprehensive rejection of the case for‘the'unity of
authdrship of IQM.5 But van der Ploeg's own aécount of the
structure of I’M does not successfully overcome the problems

which he describes. He detects a "primitive scroll", written
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ﬁnder the influeﬁce of the book of Daniel, more specifically
xi,40~xii,3, and Ezekiel xxxviii-xxxix. This "primitive scroll"
comprised more or 1éés cols. I,X-XII and XV-XIX of IQM, and has
been expanded by a second author who has introduced the notion

f _ » of a forty years' war which will‘take place after the destruction
‘ of the forées of Belisl. This expansion was inspired partly‘by
thémes in the primitive scroll, such as the sevén stages of
battle, the battle procedure itself, and the names of the trum-
pgts. The work of this second author is represented by

cols. II-IX, but van der Ploeg also allows that some'revision of
b material in X~XII might have taken place, and suggests that cols.
XIII snd XIV might have been in some way represented in the
primitive.scroll.

The difficuity'which this préposed solution encounters is
basically that of explsining the inconsistencies within IQM.
Would a second author, in attempting to expand an earlier Qork,
simply allow obvious contradictions between his own work and the
driginal to stand? Would he‘notireconeile these differences?

The differences, in fact, are far from trivial. VWhereas cols. I

and XV-XIX tell of a war between.the sons of light and the sons
. of darkness, cols. II-iX speak of the tribes of Israel. The

Chief Priest of XV-XIX is omitted in II-IX, Furthermore, the
extraction'9f<II~IX from the material in IQM does not seem.to
leave a coherent document., For XV-XIX seems fasirly self-con-
tained. What might have been the relation between these
columns and col. I or cols, X-XII?

| A close examination of IQM reveals other objections. If
cols., II-IX are s late elemeﬁt in IQM, why does it seem that the

document contained in thesé columns has been curtailed at both

beginning and end?6 Why do we find glosses within cols. II-IX
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which refer to the '"sons of light' and other terms character-
7

istic of cols. I and XV-XIX? These and other considerations
raise serious doubts about the validity of van der Ploeg's

account of IQM's structure,

Carmignac

Aithough J. Carmignac's commentary appeared before that of

van der Ploeg, a second commentary by the same author was pub-

lished in 1961, and afforded an opportunity for Carmignac to

sl
px o

take into account the objections raised against the unity of
authorship of IQM by van der Ploeg. For in Carmignac's earlier

commeﬁtary, the view had been expressed that IGM was undoubtedly

the work of a single hand, and probably the Teacher of Righteous-

ness -himself (p.XIII). The date of composition was placed at

about 110 B.C., & little after IQS and IQSa, before some of the
Hymns -and contemporary with the other Hymns. (The dating was

arrived at by ideﬁtifying Alexander Jannaeus as the Wicked Priest.)

In his second commentary, Carmignac maintains this view. He
dismisses the arguments of van der Ploeg as '"quite tenuous and

hardly convincing" (p.85). This statement acquits Carmigmac of

the obligation to discuss the arguments st all. In view, there-

fore, of the lack of serious argumentation in either of ¢

Carmignac's commentaries, no discussion of his views is required

hereo

Jongeling
Thé commentary on IGM by¢B; Jongeling is in two parts., The

first is » detailed description of the state of the text of the
manuscript and the second & commentary with translation (pp.l-4&4

and 45-386 respectively).
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In his introduction, the author says

"The initial plsn of our study was to present
a commentary with translation, and to add a
few chapters on the character of the contents
of the scroll, its lsnguage, date, relation-
ship to the 0.T, and post=Biblical literature:
but as the commentary grew larger and larger,
we. had to decide to restrict our study."

The result is a book which serves excellently as a coh-
penion to the text of IGM. It discusses, line by line, the
interprgtation of ‘the text, with detailed consideration of the
views of other scholars. It‘is what. might be called a philo~
‘logical commentary. As such it does not deai directly with
qﬁestions of overall literary structure, date or theology. From
our point of view, it is §uestionable how far one may proceed iﬁ
clarifyiﬁg the meaning of the text without attempting to dis-
cover the'meaning of the scroll as a whole, by examining the re-
lation betwéen the various elements snd the menner in‘which they
have been assembled. In short, a s%udy of IQM as a literary
phenomenon, as the sum of its parts, is needed.

These qualifications notwithstanding, the work is an
invaluable aid to the elucidation of particulaf problems of
translation snd intefpetation, and its thorough treatment of
sucﬁ problems will earn it frequent reference in the present
study.

Having dealt briefly with the commehtaries on IQM, it is
proposed that we shquid examine two recent yorks in which
advanéed.critical techniques have been applied to IQM. Although
neither work deals explicitly with problems of thé'literary

structure of IQM, each -makes a valuable contribution and issues

a challenge to further research.

Becker

J. Becker's Das Heil Gottes conteins a section in which a.
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discussion of the literary - and form -~ eritical problems éf‘
the major Qumran documents is pfesented. Pp.k}-solare devoted
to the War Scroll.

“To a certain extent, the discussion might be seen as

_reprqéeﬁting-the'fruits of German schoiarship in the field of

Qumran 1iter8tur§.8 Becker is convinged-tﬁat IQM is a composife
work and he cites in thg first instance the'evidence afforded by
thevf;agment QQMé whichlc.ﬁ.lﬂunzinger had‘qulishéd in 1957.9

. This ffagmeﬁt had been cited also by van der Ploeg as
evidence of the existence of.stages in the histof& of the text
of iQM. But, it seems, neither van der Plbeg‘hor»Beqker islable

to eveluate this piece of evidence. The fragment is, in the

opinion of Hunzinger, part of an earlier recension of a hymn or

hymns contained in IQM XIV, 45-16.1° e ﬁuestion which really

concerns us is whether 4QMs is part of an earlier recension of

 the War Scroll, or merely of one or two hymns which were subse-

quently incorporated into IGM, (For 4QMa does not contain the
rubric which is found at XIV, 2-4a and whichhaetslfhe fbllowing
hymns within the cbﬂtext of a battle~liturgy). Since this ques-
tion cannot bé answered, the existence of 4(Ma remains interest-
ing but not tremendously helpful.

Becker divides 1QM initially into two major parts, I-IX and

X-XIX. The former are concerned with tactics, arms,

'manoeuvres,.laws, etc., and the latter are mainly liturgical.

A further division may be made at the end of col, XIV wherg, it
is suggésted, a well-defined break iﬁ subject~matter occurs, as
demqnstfatgd by the beginning of col. XV, which intrbducea a new
war-rule. Becker feels that X-XIV and XV-XIX cover the same
grbund. He supposes that X-XIV contain several rubrics, intro-

ducing the'liturgiCal pieces, but these are missing due to the
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demaged state of the manuscript. (These missing rubrics would
have to haﬁe occurred at the foot of the coiumns in this case,
which in our opinion is too much of a coincidence to expect.)
The main diffeiencg between X-XIV and XV-XIX, Becker maintains,
is that the former describes a siﬁgle attack and victory, but
the latter a seven-stage engégement. Both, however, are war-
liturgies, and both happen to contaih one hymn in common - henéd
the parallel passages iﬁ cols. XII and XIX.l;

The similarity between the outline of the war contained in
I,llff.-aﬁd the .account in XV-XIX means, for Becker, that they
belong to the same-sfraﬁd of material, and that the liturgy in.
 XV-XIX is built on the framework of I,11ff. But Becker does not
isolate I,11ff. within ¢ol. I. He claims that col. I displays -
an unbroken, éontinﬁdus thought process ('"geschlossenen, fort-
laufenden Gedenkengang") such that literary-critical methods
_ cannot work»on it. It is not totally Qlear what Becker means
:-at this pqint; but the ciaim is unjustified, to say the leaét.
Of all the columns of INM, it is col. I which displg?s the leasf
cohiinuity of subject~matter, vocabulary and style.12

The wide contrast -between cols. I and IIff, is clear to
Becker. He takes II, 1-14 as a siﬁgleAunit, followed by a
section on trumpets 5eginning at 11,15'and continuing into
col. III., 'There follows a string of ruies for and descriptions
of battle,. which are not composed '"ad hoc" (Becker's phrase) but
constructed‘ogt of material aiready to hand. Thus we find doub-
lets such as iV, 6-8 and 9-14. VII, 9-IX, 19 seems to be homo-
'seneous;ACIOSer_inspedtion. however, shows it to be built from
t?o parallel séctions, VIiI, 9-VIII, 19 and IX, 1-9, VII, 9-VIII,

19 Becker would tentatively assign to the same hand as XV-XIX on
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the rather flimsy grounds that only these two paxfs of IQM con-
tain the Qords nitgw  and Dvw . On the structure of cols.
II;IK Becker-is'rather vague, and his,cpnclusions ﬁot easj,fo
follow. The same is true of X-XIV, He éuggests that these
columns might perhaps be a continuation of II, 3-VII 7

Flnally, Becker summarlses his discussion with the ‘follow=
_iné tentative proposal of two recensions which together make up
IGM: | |
© “A. Iy-VII, 9-VIII, 19; XV-XIX(£f.?)

B. II; III-VII, 7 (2); X-XIV

(It is not clear where col. IX should Se assigned in
this' scheme).

Rithin these broad divisions, Becker is able to suggest a
‘number of smaller subdivisions, Within X-XIV he finds several
small and originally independent unitsj here he is fairly success-

> Subdivisions are also made within XV-XIX,

ful in his analysis.
but no systemafic account of the composition of these colunns is
offered, |

. Our 6wn reaction tp Becker's snalysis of IQM is that of
frustration. The technigne which Becker uses and the resuite
themselves are considerabie.' Unfortunately,‘Béoker's argument-
:atlon is usually sketchy and h1s conclusion rather tentative.
It 13 perhaps unfalr to offer a crlticism on these lines, since
Becker's 1ntentlon was clearly to present a8 brief review rathor
than to_undentake a major exercise, Nonetheless, Becker has not
fully comé to terms_with some of the implibations‘ﬁhich his
tfeatmént raises, If IQM is the product of twe recensions, one
ought to ask why, and how, and when these were put together, and
by whom? If a nomp1ler is responsible for the present document,

age'there aqy traces of redactional material in IQM? ' Becker is
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' Becker has indicated several smasller units within the larger .

(p.33).

initial assumption, he proceeds to .erect upon it an impressive

14,

content merely to conclude that IQM '"has shown itself to be'the
epd-product';f 8 cohsiderable process of compilation and
traditiqn". No attempt is made to date IQM; Becker in fact
claims that this is not possible beyond establisbing a8 '"terminus
ad quenm'' for the'manuscript, which palaeographical evidence has
fu-rnished.l4

The rather cursory treatment which Becker has undertaken is
nonetheless sufficient to indicate the shortcomings of previous
exercises and to illustrate the possibilities of further research

in this direction.,. The value of literary - and form - critical

techiniques in dealing with the Qumran scrolls has been established,

complexes which make up IQM and to some extent prepared thevway

for s thorough and rigorous treatment of IQM.V

15

Qgten~Sadken
The theme of P. von der Osten-Sacken's monograph "Gott und
Belial" is the dualistic tradition st Qumran. The earliest ex-
preésion of this tradition in the Qumran writings he finds in the
hesch;tological war-dﬁalism" of col. I of the War Scroll, where
threeé major influences éré present: the Holy War traditioﬂ of
the C,T., the book. of Doniel and the Day of Yshweh tradition.
Daniel is espgcially influential.ih I, 1~6 although col. I as &

whole is orientated in accordance with the eschatology of Damniel

Osten-Sacken's assumption of the antiquity of cols I is

nowhere given sufficient justification. But having made this

theory of the development of the dualistic tradition at Qumran,

much of which is traced through IQM. For instance, Osten-Sacken
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SR : ¢ follows Becker in regarding I,11ff. as the framework on which
XV~XIX has been constructed, Parsllel to XV-XIX is another war-

rule in VII-IX,9, and both thé war-rules are cdmpéred (not very

fully) with Maccabean practices,.and the conclusion reached
:ri that the war;fQies.have their origin_in.Maccabeén warfare., In=-
deed;»thé whole dualistie conféqntation of light and darkness
(;QM T, XV-XIX) is an interpretatién of the struggle of the
Jews under the persecution of Antiochus iV early in the second
century B.C. (pp.55—69) Osten-Sacken even proceeds és far aslto:

identify Belial with Antiochus himself (ppaZ3fL.)

A éecondary stage in the dualistic tradition.at'Qumran
- sees the introduction of ethical ¢onsidgrations inid the struggle
of 1igﬁt and darknes;, and this prodeéslcan be discerned even
within IQM itself. Osten-Sacken ultimately attempts to trace
several distinctive Qumran'ideas back to the War S@roll, such
as a blessing and curse ritual, community with angels, and the
term 0 .16:
The impression is gained, however} that Osten-Sacken's
theory of fhe developmeﬁt of-duaiism at Qumr?p.hés‘been alyowed
t§ dictéte the terms of the 1ite£ary investigation of IQM,-

Several of Osten-Sacken's conclusions in this respect are

invalid, He brings together VII-IX, 9 and XIV, but whereas the

former contains no iiturgy'ﬁr any mention of lifurgy, the latter
is ciéérly 1itﬁrgical.‘ Again, Osten-Sacken regards II-IX or at
.1east-II-V, 2 aé a late element because of similarities with
Iésé, thch itself is t; be dated after 1Q8;17 -Thqre are other
instances of faulty analysis which will Bé referred to at approp-
riate pointé.

In spite of the above criticisms, this work is important.
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Many of the suggestions which it contains are valuable, and
thése, too, will be acknowledged where relevant. In many
respects,'this_work is a valuable cdntribution to an understand-
ing of the history of IQM, inssmuch as it attempts to provide
an hxstorlcal background to some of the meterial and carefully
dlstlngulshes those parts of IgM whlch differ in concept,
‘theology, vocabulary and style.

In éonclusion, we may return to our original:observation
that s thorough éppreciation of the literary history of the
Quoran documents is an-indispensable prerequisite to any
pfofound investigation qf the histopy and theology of the sect
which producéd and .preserved them. An investipgation such as
that of Usten-Sacken is, in our opinion.lsomewhat premature.

It is at the same ti&e an impressive indication of the progress
which can.be éade towards a'better understanding of thg whole
Qumrén phenomeﬁon; The gateway, however, 1ies'through the

texts themselves,
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II. . ANALYSIS OF IQM -~ PRELIMINARY CONSIDERATIONS

.‘The foregoing discussion will have demonstrated the variety
of apprbaéh and of conclusions which previous studies of I@M have
offered. A certain consensus haé emerged, however, regarding
certain basié divisions within.the scroll, qu~instancé, between
colé, I and II tlere are wide differences, 'The former deals wikh
a waf bgtween sons of light and sons of darkness, who sfruggle
through seven engagements until God grants victo?y to the sons .
of light. In col. II we encounter the scheme of a forty yearg'
war between Israel, consisting of the twelve tribes and the
levites, and the nations of the earth. Here no sons of light
or d;rkness are mentioned. The influence of Daniel, in col. I,
is réﬁlabed by the ihfluenqe of Num. i~x, 10 in col. II. For
lthis'réason most scholars who are convinced of the'qomposite
nature of IQM have agreed that cols. I and IIff. belong to
different strands of material.,

Another division is generally made at the beginning of col.
XV, Cols., XV-XIX ﬁavé been Qidely recognised as self~contained, -
whereas the matérial preéeding is difficult to connect together.
Betwaéﬁ cols, XIV and XV there are significant differencas as
well sq similarities, and these can be readily shown.l There_ié
-_perhapé-some disagreement as to the exact ﬁoint at which the war-
rule of.XV—XIX should begin, whether at kV,l or XV,2b or-even at
XIV,l16.- For the sake of convenience, however, we shell from
the oqtsét refer to csls. XV-XT1X as comprising a single document
and a more exact delimitation may be'deferréd for the pfre"sent.2

A di#ision bétween.cdls..IX-and X is also fecognieed. Col.X
beging abruptly with liturgy, whereas the pfevious columns are
concernedlwith military taétips and related topics.

These three divisions, widely recognised, provide us with
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four sections into which IQM may be split for purposes of analysis.
fwo further questions remain: are there any other divisions which
can'be made at this stage? and In what order should we deal with
the sections we have just recognised? Both of these questions

are capeble of being answered oﬁly after a fairly thorough
analjsisfof the whole scroll, and so it is necessary, in dealing
with them at this juncture, to anticipate the results of our
analysis. This is unfortunate but unavoidable. Our conclusion

is that no furthér suﬁdivision of IQM,#én be justified at this
point; and that the order in which the sections are tieated'
ought to correspond more or less to the various stages of growth
through which IQM has passed. Another consideration is that

those sections which may most easily snd effectively be

analysed ought to be exsmined before those where coﬁclusions

are less certain or are dependent on conclusions resched in

respect of other sections.

Col. I, in our opinion, is largely redactional, and
represents the latest stage in the development of IOM. The

most difficult section to understand as a whole is X<XIV, where

no clue is offered as to the purpose of the contents, and therg
is little obvious connection between the various hymns.and
prayers which are contained therein. It is proposed, therefore,
to examine the contents of IOM in the foilowing ofder: II-IX,
XV~XIX (with col., XIV, which caﬁ be relatéd to XV-XIX, although
it is not part of thot war-rule itself), X-XIV and finally col.Il.
Bach éection as far as possible is analysed independently of the
others, so that the fifst three parts of the analyéis_are self-
gontained, apart from one or two instances where similarities
between two sections have to be investigated (e.g. cols. VIII and

XVI, where the language is almost identical in places).
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Before proceeding with the analysis, we-might consider
bfiefly-XV,h—G. which haS'some bearing on' the divisibns of IQM
which:we have just outlined.

1y 110.1 Mo 1ot vt Covanndon v eon 1o YAy
(LER Y (b3 11> as)nea Tvaa avan / maritiza xpy
903 nn:].) Mweir 1> / Ak oo worvomTa var io o
_ 1[on‘mn

"The Chlef Priest shall stand, together with - hlB brother~

I'prt?ﬁ?é)’and the leyites, and all the men of @he x‘-mjxks-3 with him,
'aﬁdfﬁé'shail read in their hearing the prayer:for~the Sppointed
tlme of wa(r, as is written in the bd)ck "g erekh Itto" together“
with all ‘the text of their thank591V1ng hymns;' Then he shall
array the ‘troops as(cordlng to the "Book of thé wa ]r" "‘_

It is- very unfortunate that the text at. thls p01nt suffe¥s .
f;om-lacunae, so that conjecture is necessary.ui It is W1dely \
held fﬁat this passage refers to twohbooks from whlch‘the Ch;ef}
. ériest‘reéds the,approéria%e:iiturgy and arr?ys.theltroqb§¢} Thex
tirst is called the nSerekh CTtto" (= "rule éf' God's .aﬁboihféd-
tlme"°), and is s¢ far unldentlfled smong the Qumran wrxtmngs.

Jongellng5

has suggested that the Serekh Itto may have been in-
corporated into: IQM 1tself. ‘The source of the 1nformat10n on.
arraying the troops - if a source is referred.: to - 15 also un~
known;at Qumran. Yad1n6 has supposed that the reference here .

. may be to another pert of IQM.

The fullest use of this passage is made by Rabin‘in an
essay on the literary structure of the War Serolls! He argues .
that no documentg of the kind implied in fhe'aboﬁe.pasé-ge,havq
bgen found at Qumran, but that IQM itself containeﬂﬁhe approp~

riste material. ‘Hence, the two books, which were once indepen-

dent, have been incorporated into IQM. Rabin idéentifies IQM
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X-XIV,15 aé the "Serekh Itto'" and I-IX,16 as the "Book of the
War', with the suggestion that these titles_once-stﬁod before
the beginning of col. X (the end of col. IX, as of all the |
columns in IOM, is missing) and at the beginniné‘of col., I,
where Rabin would restore nnnbn:\[ﬂab aT,
IQM is thus composed of three documents, the third qf
which, XIV,16-XIX, is called by Rabin the "Book of Testing'.
. This is regsrded as the latest of the three, since it refers
to the_other tw§ as already in existence as indepeqdeht docu~
ments. Indeed, the "Book of Testiﬁg" takes over cerféin themes
from these other books, adding texts and prayers on the theme of
testing, introducing the idea of casualties and éﬁrning the
contents of the Book of the War into a descriptipn of an eschat-
ological bsttle, which the material in I-IX does not really
describe, The sevem MmiY1A of 1,13f. are-taken to mean seven
stages of battle, instead of seven parties, thé original meaning.
-Rabin is certainly wrong in assigning cols; I and iIff. to
the saﬁe-dodument. He  may also be incautious ip-building é
theory on a passage whose restoration,is a matter of conjecture,
It wili be seen, however, during the course of dﬁr own analysis,
that certain of Rabin's suggestions can be confirmed. One example
of this is the importance of the theme of testing in XV-XIX and
the view that the seven-stage battle in XV-XIX is modification -
of an original écheme involving only one battle, This idea, it
will be remembered, had occurred to van der Ploeg also.9
The interesting point about XV,4-6. is that it suggests
8 division of the contenté of IQM similar to that to which we
have already committed ourselves. We must now commence our

anslysis along the lines indicated above,

7t
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I. STRUCTURE AND CONTENTS OF COLS. II-IX

Cols. II-IX as a unit

Although a thorough demonstration of the unity of cols.
II-IX is impossible at this stage, there are several indications
of this fact which - be introduced at fhé outset. Certainly,
‘we ought not t6 speak so much of a single author.of cols. II-IX,
since the material is obviously from meny different hands.. But
we may regard this éection as a compilation made by a single hand
from sburces avgilabie. There exist some slight discrepancies
and even contradictions within these columns, butlthere are no
fundamental differences within II-IX such as exist between this

section and other sections of IQM.

The whéle document is held togefher by a series of headings,

found at II,16; I11,13; 1IV,9; V,3; ‘IX,10, which all follow the
same pattern, containing the word ")70 1. Such headings are

not found elsewhere in IQM. Again, we find in col. III mention

- of trumpets of ambﬁsh. In col. IX the ambush is descriﬁed. But
no smbush is recorded elsewere in IQM.

Because of the strong influence of Num. i-x,10 which is

V common té them, cols. if, III and IV ought to be.regarded as
eﬁanating from either the same hand or the same ""'school'". The
rather more diverse material in cols..V-VIi,7 follows a very
clear and logical plan, which syétematically provides information
on the position, weaponry énd agés of-the various parts of the
army. That'VII,9-IX,9 is a unit has already been Bﬁggestedz for
very good reasons; it is concérned with the behaviour of priests.
It can also be shown that IX,10ff. is taken from the same source
as much of cols. V and.VI,

Such observations do not prove that II-IX have been compiled

g

oS-
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into a single documenf, but they make it difficult for any .
other theory to be sustained. It is impossible to break up II-IX
into many small units, independent of eéch other; and it.is
edualiy impossiblé to explain otherwise how the material in

II-IX displays a coherent structure unless we assume coincidence,

This structure, it.is hoped, will become clear in due course.

The contents of thig section, as already stated, are con-
veniently grouped under headings, and in our analysis we shall

observe thése hesdings when subdividing the material. The sub-

divisions- leave us with seven sub-sections, as follows:

IT,1-14 general plan of the final war
TI,16-TII-11 trumpets of the congregation

III,l}-IV,E* banners of the congregation

V,1-2 prince of the ponéregatidﬁ
V,3-VII,? the army - disposition, weapons,
quallflcations

ViI.9-IX,9 procedure for the pltched battle
IX,10-E* procedure for other ménoeuvrgs
(' E indicates end of column hére and throughout)
The document thus begins with a general outline ‘of the course
of the war, proceeds to~descr1be the men and-equipment, and en§s

with descriptions of the msnoeuvres to be executed. /

II,1-14 General Plan of the Final War

This passage opens with a description of the Temple service
during the sabbatical year of the war, (1-6a8) followed by details
of conscription for the -last thirty thrée years (6b-10s) and ends
with a8 list of the nations who are to be fought during: this time,
and the length of each campaign. For a table giving a plan of
the war; cf. Yadin, p.36f. o : :

The:first sixAxéars of the war raise & problem. We are told ex-

actly how the war proceeds for the lest thirty three years, but

of the first six we know only that it is fought by the whole
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‘congregation together, as opposed to the remainder of the war,
which is fought in ''separate divisions"_(9b.lOa)3. We are not
told who are the enemies during the first six years, and since
cole II opens with an account of tﬁe Temple service in the sabb-
atical year it is ¢onceivable that the description of the first
'sii.years, yhich preceded it, has been lost or removed,

What might this account have told us? Presumably it would
have mentioned'the nations to be fought. Since tﬁe nations who
are attacked in the last phasés of the war are all outside the
borders of Israel, it conld well be that the first enemies’
attacked were those living iﬁ Israel's territory or immedistely
on itS'borders,

At this point we should consider I,1f., where we are told
that at the beginni#g ( n~wxn ) of the conflict, the enemies to
be.attécked are |

‘ "Sons 'of darkness, the army of Belial, the
troop of Edom and Moab, the Amuonites, the
army ofeseese...Philistia, the forces of
the Kittim of Asshur, assisted by the
offenders agasinst the covenant."”

"If we subtraét from this the '"sons of darkness" and the
"army of Belial” which are evidently terms describing the whole
group of nations, and sare not originalh, we are left with a list
of nations living in or around the territory of Israel., 1Is this
the "lost" beginning of col, II? If so, why has it been removed?

5

. The answer will be provided more fully in due course” but we may
at ﬁresent-suggestlﬁhat when col. I was composed, the first six
years of ﬁhe forty years' war were'in need of revision, and that
éol.-I represenfs a fevised account of these years.

IThis suspicion is heightened by the fact that col. I does

not elsewhere speak of the "Kittim of Asshur'" as in line 2, but

of "Kittim" alone (lines 6,9). Thereafter in col., I the .names
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of nations do not occur, and the enemy ére referred to as forces
of Belial (lines 5,15?) or sons of darkness (lines 7(?),10.16).
The list of nations in I,1-2, then, does not seem quite natural
in col. I, but fits exactly the requirements of the scheme of
éol.‘II.- We conclude that the beginning of the present document
has ﬁeen removéd and 8ll or part of it incorporated in col. I.

The Temple service is administered by priests, levites and lay-

men, as the following diagram illustrates:

Chief Priest6

|
Deputy
|

12 chiefs of levites 12 chiefs 12 chiefs of tribes
' ' plus elders

26 chiefs of 26 chiefs of 26 chiefs of courses
-courses courses plus officers

LEVITES PRIESTS LAYMEN

"The age limit of fifty imposed on the lay "officers"( B'Tipa)
corrésponds with the 1limit of active service given at VII,1ff.,
which provides snother indication of the unity of II-IX.

It is interesfihg that the laymen have such a prominent part
rip the cult. For the word "these' ( T2?N ) in line 5 must refer
éither to the'lést—namea (laymen) or to all threergroups.7. Cur-
Aiously, the levites apﬁear tq'have no.task‘St all assigned to
:them. Tﬁe priests' task ié to '"be offering tﬁe Tamid‘béfore Géd"
(. X f:yb Tana h*sfwwn n1ab). The cﬁiefs of the levites
simply "servé continually" ( AN NW5 ) and the lay leaders
"étand continua11y"'(1\ax\;15~nn5). The difference between : T’AN éf
and T'DRNI ought to be insisted upon, sincé the two occur within
such a short space that the distinction is probably int;ndgd, re-
inforced ss it is by the use of a continuous tense in the case

of the. priests.,
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According to I Chron. xxiii ,28ff., the levites were "to
“wait on ( by Tnyn ) the sons of Aaron for the administering
rof the house of Yahweh, in the courts and the chambers....and to
offer all burnt sacrifidesA(.ﬂiblV ) to Yshweh at'sabbaths. new
~moons and festivais, according to the orders they are givép,
continually ( T°2»N) before Yahweh'.

Hefe,'hqwever,'it is the laymen who are present at the

festivals, new moons and sabbaths, and stand continually within
fhe gates of the sanctﬁary. If 142X in line 5 applies solely to
the laymen, it is they who in fact assist at the burnt offerings
aﬁd sacrifices, not the leviteés. It is somewhat curious that in

IQM II the laymen are given no specific tasks, whereas the tasks

they might be expected to have performed are undertaken by lay-

men. It is also curious that whereas the numbers of priests and
levites correspond at eacﬁ stage - twelve chiefs ahd twenty-gix

couyse-chiefs -~ the 1ayﬁgn are'represénted in greater numbers,

.with fathers of the congregation (TT¥d n1ax) and "officers"

(B*TIP9) to be added to the chiefs and course chiefs.8
It is thus possible that the present accouht.of the Temple

"service has undergone some revision, and that laymen have been

introduced into the écheme, to whom the tasks oriéinally éllottéd

to 1e€ites have been sssigned. Also to be noted is the number

of courséé, differing from the Biblical total of~£wenty-four and

agreelng with the solar calendar found in Jubllees.9
Accordlng to lines 6 -7 the Temple service is set up in the

sabbatical year (iTznuwd ﬂ)“l), and in the remaining thirty-three

10 The

years the war is pursued in the lands of: the gentiles.
- Temple ministry described here is thus presumably set up in the

sefeﬂth year of the war-and is to remain in operation for the
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rest of the period. Why is it set up in the'seveﬁ;h;year, and
not in operation during the first six years of the war? Since,
- as we h;ve shown, the first six years were almost cert§ip}y_§cp
cupied in fightingfwithiﬁ thé-borderé of’Israel, it'may bé*fhat
‘the occupatlon of the Temple is one of the objectxves of this
ph-se of the war; ‘at the outset of hostxlit1es the Temple is in
igprquy'hands. To this point we ahgll return later when we
_é\onéiaer‘ thq .da.ting;of ‘cols. PEEh |

The scheme of the .war fésgs on Num. i-x ¥10, where the“orgahié-

~étion §f the twelve tribes of Israel prxor to entry 1nto Canaan:
is pértréyed. There are many close Vverbal. parallels between
Num, i-x,lOAand IQM II-IV, as we shall demonstrate, butfthere
may be @ deeper relationship. It is probable that the war which
cols, ;I~I¥‘describes is seen as a new 'entry into'a promxsed
lnndﬁ‘which, like the original entry, involves a.per;pd}qfub

: forty years.lz :

The verbal parallels between col. II and Num. iex, 10 may

be seen from the. followlng.l3

IQM II,6b-7; C O ATRARY e 715 v wn. .“’xnp mn WIR
IQM II,3; . ’ . Wb h! m:xx: u‘mm ) )
Num, i,16; ' DRIX M W) ‘\rsn(Q ‘xnp) unp .-"m

0w e e

Num. x,4; ‘nu‘w‘ ‘dn( ‘.’(\ ’)l"b‘)
Num. xvi,2; DAl W TYID ‘xw my- ‘x‘wu

Just as we have observed in the case of the Temple ministry,
‘the role of laymen in II-IX's scheme is much greqter than in Num.
There is no figure corresponding to Moses, and the authority of
the Chief Priest, unlike cols. XV-XIX, extends only to the cult.

As for the plan of conquest itself, there is little which

needs to be said. The list of nations may be shown to be based
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on Gen. x snd xxv, on I Chron. i, and to be similar to the list
in Jub, viii-ix. For a detailed discussion of the nameé and the

order, cf. Yadin, pp.26-37.

II,16-I1T,11 Trumpets of the~Congrqgation

This section is introduced by a heading, unfortunately in-
complete., It contains two lists of trumpets, II,E-III, ca snd
III,2b-11, The beginning of the first list is also mlssing.
The two lists we shall efer to as A and B,

Compafison of the two 1ists'shows that they are by hq means id-
énéical,'glthoﬁgh quite similar; List-B (III,Eb-lii supplies |
inscriptions for the trumpets, list A (II,E-III,2a) does not.
Ther§ afe‘six other differences:
1. The trumpets called ?‘55ﬂﬁ AYNMN A1 IXT in list A are

called D'H5aa mirsisn in listrB. (III,lB/IiI,Sa).
2. The trumpets called <oXnd ntﬁslgﬁ in 1ist A are called

‘ ilwa! nMasisT din list B (III,2/IIi,lO).
Je Thé_frumpets cailed 13xﬂpn; MIsiyxm in list A are called

- B'3°10 2wk X WPh msasTt in list B (I1I,1a/1I1,7a).

b, ‘Llst A does not contain the -11Wﬂﬂ-1‘T MsIsN which is.

glven as the last trumpet in 1ist B (III 10b).-
‘De There are three explanatory phrases in 1list A, added to the

‘ trumpets of calling ( K"PD : pursuit ( q*rvn )y and with-

drawal ( 9 oxD ), List B has none of these, but -different"
phrases‘attached to the trumpets of calling, withdrawal, and
fiﬁél return (21WHD i L |
6. The first six trumpets of list B are not in list Ay since fhé
beginning of list A is losé we chnndt.be sure whether or not
:these were included.

The si@ilérities between the two lists shows that'both come
from fhé same origin., The differences éxplain whj both lists have

been included. The explanatory phraées‘which occur in both lists
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are often rather curious. For instance, in list A (III,1) we
read pr1an rwar nsh _n‘on‘mn YW TINONA TXIPD RIS ISAT
and in list B (III,?)is;n MIYY NNSND THAN PWIN XA MsIST
NN YRS ansb amny  Again, the trumpet of Qithdrawal in list A
is blown "when the battle ebbs" (MansAn .ﬁ»wrx) - the vel;b used
being the ssme as the neme of the trumpet of withdrawal in list B,
( 2un ).15 A‘possiple explanation of these two»coinciden¢es
is fhat the compiler, who is responsible for bringing the lisfs
together, is trylng to accommodate the two lists to each other
as far posflble, without. actually altering any of the names or7
1nscriptzons given. A further complication, however, is that
the inscr1ptlon on the trumpet of withdrawal in list B (III 10)
includes the verb Hox | ; and aoNS is ‘the name of ‘the trumpet
of withdrawal in list A. It is difficult to believe that any‘l
editérial materiél is tq be found ip the insériptioné, for reasons
whicﬁ we shall shbrtly.make clgaf; At any.réte, we musf fecog-
nise that the namés of the trumpets and the order in thch they
are given, as well ss the explanatory additions, all completely .
fit the battle-scheme which we shall encounter in VII,9-IX,9.-
This again illustrates the intérnal connections whicb can be
found within the various pafts of II-IX. It has alrgadi been
remarked that the trumpets of ambush mentioned here do not recur
outside II-IX, but IX,10ff. includes a description of an ambush;16
Iﬁdeed, the two explanatory phrases in III,1 and 7 mentioned
above, employ identical terminology to that of the description
of battle in VII,off:
VII,16; YWD YA aXsT BT W
VIII,12b.138; XD N3vad

In addition to this, the names of the trumpets given in

VII,9ff. are Very'similar.l?
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The influence -of Num, i-x,10 is evident in the nsmes of some of

the trumpets, notably in list B. The relevant passage in
Numbers is x,1-10:

" Yahewh spoke to Moses and said, 'Make
two trumpets ( nNi11%18T) of beaten silver,
* to be used by you for calling the congregs-
~tion (. ATY D 23I3pnd) and for breaking camp
( »uannd nx yonb)., Whenever you blow on
them, the whole congregation shall gather
( 1T¥71 ) to you at the entrance to the
tent of meeting. If you blow on one trum-
pet, the leaders, the heads of Israel's
families ( S5x3W7 085x rwNn T xwd)
shall gather to you. Wheén you blow a
fanfare (~'¥11), the camps pitched on
the east side shall set out, and when you
blow a8 second fanfare ( NIV avi11n ) the 18
camps pitched on the south side shall set out.
You shall sound a fanfare for breaking camp,
but to assemble the congregation you shall
simply blow, not sound a fanfare (~ ¥P)N not
¥11). The sons of Aaron, the priests, are
to sound the trumpets; this is a permanent
decree for your descendants.

Whenever you go out to battle in your
own land against an invading enemy, you
must blow a fanfare, and you shall be remem-
bered ( W»127%1) by your god Yahweh, and
saved from your enemies. At your festivals,
solemn occasions and new moons, you shall
sound the trumpet when the whole-offerings
and pesce~-offerings are made, snd they shall
_serve ss a reminder ( 317D>7) to your god,
on your behalf.' "

The following trumﬁets are clearly to be derived from the
above ﬁassage:;TTyn XI9n, WAL XIPA (w;th its inscription
PR ‘;:‘WJ), ‘h\)"Anﬂ and '0-."5/07). For the BWYWIN X D»
see &adin, p.él. These men sre not mentioned inlNum.-x,l—lo.

In II,6b-the& meet for recruitment. Their intrusion here thus

‘links the present passage to the last, and suggests perhaps that

the Biblical tradition is being amended in favour of & scheme
already worked out. For further discussion of this latter
point; see below, pp.69ff.

The trumpet inscriptions themselves deserve examination. Two

points shdénuld be noted immediately: the influence of Num, x,1-10

il

i

fage. ]
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extehds to these also, and we should therefore be wary of trying
' to separate the nsmes of the trumpeté from the inscriptiéns. |
. However, the second point is that all §f the inscriptions may
be reduced to a simple formula consisting of twq words, £he
second of which is _5ﬂu When we have done this, we are left

with thé following list:

Name of Trumpet : Inscription-
aTyE s ' X movp
T RPA Ve wewa
PRRE I TR
on eI X MITIA
A mBR ‘ e mbhe
TN YO m X Mivan
aenban Y7o b Ve 18
VNN WIX RWPD bx praor 19
8 hmn o %0
" aneni B IRS o
TN ‘ x ﬂlz'
WAl h on

DN T M

If we sre correct in regarding only the short two-word form-
ula as the originasl inscription, we must conclude that some of
the inscriptions have“been secondarily expanded. There is also
one probable addition to the name of one of the trumpets which
we shall consider before the rest. Thiélis the phrase in III,ka:
THA.TIDXAL AT ax 2wwd,  If this phrese is not secondary, we
are left with a single unwiéidy trumpet name which stands out
against fhe others in the list. None of the other trumpets has
any mention of the occasion on which it is blown, and there ought

to be no exception in this case. The phrase draws on terminology

B
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2

frqm Nuﬁ. i—x,lOzL, and appears to be'identifying the gun ‘win
with the TTya miax wrd. In'II,6b,7a, on the other hand, the
tQO‘groups seem to be distinct. This points to the gloss as
from allatef hand, not the compilerlof the material, who would
hﬁ:diy_ﬁave made this kind of error.

. The expansions-of the trumpét-inscriptions may be classi-
fie&-iﬁto three: ‘'simple'" (i.e. with no apparent bias), "ethical
_(where the W1ckedness of the enemy is drawn to our attentlon)

Iand “duelistlc“ (where words or phraaes occur wh1ch are only
found elsewhere-in a dualistic context).

S1mple addltlons' Of these there are five, occurring at the

'4th 5th 8th 9th and 13th trumpets in the above list. In three
‘cases the purpose of .the addltlon is to bring the name of the
‘trumpet more closely into line with the inscription (5th, 9th and
13th trumpets), ‘in- the remsining cases the adged words serve ‘to
clarify the meaning of the inscription (4th and 8th trumpets).
},These.giosses seem'ta have occurred at randbm.and.hight have
 t;£éhpracé at any time during the transmission»of the text.

”mthlcal add1t10ns These are represented in the enlarged inscrip-

A-tlons of the 6th and 10th trumpéts, where the enemy are charact-
erlsed as wwked..’3 The interest in such addltionS'arlses from
:tyewfgct that.there exists inm IQM a strsnd of fradition in which
ﬁﬁélééﬁical'qualities df—the'tﬁo sideé'iﬁ battie*sre carefuily
stressed' w1thout however, any dualistic cnncepts being used.aq
The tone of II—IX as a whole, whilst nationallatic, is not mark—
edly eth;qal. The inscription on the 6th trumpqt is ppss;bly ine-
:S?i;é&“bX'N“m' X335, 8s hés been suggésted b& aﬂnumber of |
D ek, HE ¢ A - ' :

scholars.

. Dialistic additionss The twe additiohs which come under this

héading are found in the inscriptions of ‘the 7th and 1lth .

W\
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trumpets. In both are mentioned "sons of darkness', Cols. . II-IX
deal with a war between Isrsel snd the nations, in which such
terms do not have a flace. On the other hand, cols. I and XV-XIX
deal with a battle between sons of light and sons of darkness.
Hence,‘in our Opin;on, this gioss comes from a scribe whose
understanding of thé final wér was in accordance with the ideas
found in I and XV-XIX. CoASiderations of this nature make it
difficult to maintéin that cols. IIff. are much later, iflat all

26

later, than I,XV-XIX, as several scholars have previously held.

IIY,13-IV,E Banners of the'Congregation

This section is introduced by a heading; two sub-hesdings
occur st IV,9 and IV,15. Five lists are included, which do not
in all respects agree with one another. These are: III,13-E
inscriptions of the banners of the wholé congregation; III,E-IV,5
inscriptions of the levitical banners; IV,6-8 inscriptions for
different phases of the war (four kinds of unit); IV,9-14 in-
scriptions for different phases of theeyar (eight kinds of unit);
and IV,15-E the length of the banners. ;

In the first two lists of banner-inscriptions, the influence
.of Num, i-x,10 is again to be discerned. The twelve tribes of

Israsel are.divided into four csmps of three tribes each, and the-
levités are encamped separately.'28 According to both these
lists, there is one inscription for each banner, snd the commun-
ity is srranged in eight groupings, from_the whole community it-
self down to the unit of ten, as follows: the whole,éongregation;
the three~tribe camp; the tribe; the myriad; the thousand; the
hundred; the fifty; the ten. The levites are divided .into
thohsands, hundreds, fifties and tens. Each levitical clan
probaly had its own inscription, unlike the lay congregation,
whose clans share the same inscripfion. That the clan is the

29,

equivalent of .a myriad hes been already demonstrated by Yadin.

The third list, dealing with three sets of four inscriptionb
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presents a problem. To whose banners does it apply? Yadin has

taken the list to refer to the levites, since there follows a
list of changing inscriptions for the»laity. But‘Dupont-Sommersl
sﬁpposes that the list applies to the four smaller groupings,
tﬁe thoﬁsand, hundrgﬂ, fifty end ten, since the larger units
exist'for the‘purposes of orgenisation only and are not tactical
units in battle. Hence there could be no banners for_thése
larger groupings during battle. The difficulty hefe is the
following list of changing inscriptions for eight groupinésl

Perhapé both scholsars are partially correct. It may be
‘ théﬁvthé list did originelly apply to the four smaller group-
_ings - which, as Dupont~$ommér maintains, is more 1§gical. But
in' view of the following list, the compiler of this»section has
aﬁpiied the fhird list to levites, to ‘avoid contradiction and
to‘balande levitical and iay inscriptions.

This concluéion is to some extent subported by the fact
that the.fcurth list is preceded by 2 heading which reads 'rule
for the banners of the congregation",.implying that the previoﬁs
lis£ referred to levites. It is probabie that the third and
fourth lists are,:ih fact, variants. Both apply to lay Banhérs,
but represent differént»traditions regarding the number of ban-
ners used., For there is a slight difference in the formula khich
precedes the third and fourth lists. The third list-begins
_ ‘-m-nbnl .D.nD‘Dﬁ:(IV,6) and the fourth ‘nnnm naxsa (IV,9). This per-.
haps points to a different tradition behind each.

The present section ﬁay be understood as the work of a
compiler who haa before him five or perﬁaps fou:"32 different
lists of banﬁer-inscriptions. These have been set down side by

side, those with eight groupings snd those with four. In order

to avoid contradiction and confusion between two contradictory

N
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lists, the combiler presents the lists of chenging inscriptions
for four groupings as levitical (whereas in fact the levites
were organised ;n £ii2 groupings-clan, thousand, hundred, fifty,
ten) and inserts a heading in front of the next list to show
that he is reverting to lay banners., Thus s similsr procedure
has been adopted in the éomposition of this section sé in the
preceding. We need have little doubt that the same compiler is
résponsible;_and the common influence of Num. i-x,10 shows that
the material with which he is dealing.emanafes from a single
school of tﬁou ght, éven—though within-this-school-of—thought,
even though within this school of thought there are minor vari-
ations in traditions - for instance over the number of bsnners
used duriné battle, or the name of some of the trumpets.

The inscriptions themselves conform to the same pattern as those

in the previous section, being reducible to a two-word formula.
'Some of these have been glossed, as in the previous section.
The-glosses follow no regular nattern, and consist of three kinds.
All of the kinds are found in the second list, where all but two
of the inscriptions are in the form of a pun. The original ins-
criptions in this list are: 5X An1MRN, b X , by nxn 4 58 NI
‘and 9X 1137, The addition to the second of these, 5¥ aJaya
b 19M w552 byrbha [ 1e what we have termed e “dualistic!
‘gloss, since "Belial" is a term with duaiistic connotations, as
is the ides-of a "party" ( 9312)°°. The additions to the third
and fourth inscriptions are "ethical" and the addition to the
fifth is "simple" inlthat 1t merely seeks ﬁo link the banner and
its inscription more closely.

Curiously, the 6ther lists are almost free from such

additions, and allow us to see the original inscriptions cleafly.

There is an addition at IV,12 in the fourth list, where the
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originsl bx nb5> has been expanded by an "ethical' addition. No

other glosses are found, although much is -missing of the first
1ist' '

The use of banners in the 0.T. is not widely testified. In

Num. i,52 we read ""the Israelites shall pitch their tents in’
formation, each in his own encampment, every man by his standard
(\5LTl5ﬂ)34,,and in Ps. xk,6 is found ".;;.and we plant our
banners'in the name of our god (%WJ)Pﬂﬁiﬁ“ﬂJ)".from which the
pfactice of using the namé of God in the inscriptions in IQM
might derive (through regular Israelite military custom?). There
is evidence for ‘the use of formulae, siﬁilar to those of tﬁe in-
scriptions, in II Macc.viii,2335 and it seems that the use of
inscriptions spread from banners to other'items of military.
equipment, at least in the traditions ﬁfeserved in IQM IIff.
Such a development is quite probably theoretical, and would not

36

need to reflect actual Israelite militery prabtice.

V,1-2 Prince of the Congregation

- -These two lines mention the shield, or some acdeséory
" the “'prince of the whole congregation'', ' Its inscription follows
the pasttern of the inscriptiona of the banners of the congfega-
tién meqtidnéd in the previous section, having the name of its
pfince written and the names of those under his charge ~ in

this case, the nameé of the twelve tribes. It has also "Israei,
ﬁevi and Aaron" as distinct from the banner of the whole people
(II1,12), which has merely the names ""Israel and Aaron" with the
basic inscription of 5x ny ., Is theré-any contradiction implied
in the existence of.two such banners? Not necessarily, but

there are good 5rounds for believiﬁg that the present passage is

secondary in any case. These are as follows:

.....

d

N s A
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le The figure of the "prince of the whole congregation" appears
here only in the entiré scroll, and here oniy incidentally.

2. Within the scheme of II-IX there is no place for such a
figure; the battles'are‘directedlby the priests (VII,9-IX,9),
the cult is under the sﬁpervision of the Chief Priest (IT,1),
and the recruitment of the army 1is undertakén by the chiefs of
the people (IT,6-7).

3. This passage-gives the impression of an isolated insertion,

38

- for if, as Osten-Sacken argues,” " this waé an extract from a
list of shiela—inscfiptions, where is the rest of the list? This
should have followed, since in the previous lists, the most
important always heads the list.
4, TheAprince has no banner, no armour, and no special place
during the battle, as far as we can judge from II-IX, If this
figure really existed, aescriptions of these features would
surely have been included.
In short, the inclusion of this secondary gloss in TI-IX
highlights the absence of any such figure elsewhere. The mention
" of the shield of the prince might have‘been prompted by a

- description of shields in V,4 below.

Ve3-VIII,7 The Army - Disposition, Weapons, Qualifications

The reason for selecting such a larée section for analysis
is that only by recognising the structure of the whole can- the
various parts be properly understood. 1In fact, this section is
made up of a number of smaller, which will be separately
examined. These are as follows:
a. V,}—#a_disposition of the heavy infantry in & "front formation"
be V,4b-14 the weapons of the heavy infantry
c; V,16-E disposition of the skirmishers-( T3'20 "W )39

d. V,B-VI,6 the wespons of the skirmishers

é. VI,8-11la disposition of the cavalry




f. VI,11b-E weapons of the cavalry

gs VI,E-VII,? miscellaneous rules, (including age-limits)

| The above analysis of the contents showsithe;logicai'
étructure‘of the section. This has in the past been r#ﬁher
.overlooked, partly becsuse the varying nature of the material
which has been used ﬁas obscured tﬁe overall scheme.

Three Sf thg‘abové sub-sections are from the same literary
source, This is indiqated.by the style, whicﬂ is quite
distinctive. These £hree subsections (af, (¢), and (e) are from
a.military manual'whose style is direct, ﬁerse, ﬁsing short

'sentencgs; and often difficult to understand since in places it
resembles the chafactér 0of notes rather than congected'prose.

: Furtﬁer,‘the three-sections-can even Be read consecﬁtively, 80

: thaf'they-may'well have followed together in the oriéiﬁal source.
Thelimportaﬁce;bf this conclusion is that‘thé heading at V,3, -
which refers to the making up of a "front formastion épplies
right through to section (e). Between these extracts frdm the
military manual, our compiler has inserted passages of quite dif-
ferent character. We shell deal with subsections (a), (¢) end

(e) together, therefore.

"(a), (¢), (e) Disposition of the Troops

The heading at V,3 reads 'rule for arraying the battle
battalions when the army is at full strength,.so as to form front
formations."éo This heading has to apply to the positions of all
three parts of the army, heavy infantry, skirmishe?s, and davalfy.
Indeed, in subsection (e¢), V,16."they shall array themselves into
seven-formations, éne behind the other!" presuppéses the éccount
of the éomposition of a'fo;mation, given at V,3-4., In subsection

(e), VI,8 '"seven arrays of horsemen shall be stationed at the
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right and left of the battle-line" presupposes that the battle~
line.itself has been described.

.The three subsections employ technical terminology which
is consistent in all three, but whose meaning is not qléar
without éérefﬁl examination.. Tﬁe terms are 21IYD, T,
and D19 J\)Wv);. In order not to'be drawn into a lengthy
andAdetéilea diécﬁséion of their meanings at this point, we
ﬁave postponed study of fhe strﬁgture of the army to a later
chapter, where.the relevént passages ;re examinedf For our

present pufposés we have indicated sufficiently the nature and

scope of the source.

b. V,4b-14 The Weapons of the Heavy Infantry

B The contrast bétween the style of this passage and that of
the three dealt with above is striking. Here is a‘very detailed
.description of weapons and their embellishments. Both the style
and the measurements of the Qeapons are possibly influenced‘by
the 0.T. if not.déliberately reminiscent of certain passages in
it.ha There-are no inscriptions mentioned for these weapons, as
we might have expected, -and the source used héré cannot be identi-
fied with any othe; of ihe sources in II-IX. .The quesgion whether
the weapons described ever existed or whether all the measure-
ﬁents and details sre quite theoretical cannot be ari.*s:wered.l*3

The arms éf the heavy infantry are spear, sword and shield.

It is not t§ be assumed that the original sourée referred only

to weapons of heavy infantry, but certainly this is how the

passage is to be taken in its present position.

d., V,E-VI,6 The Weapons of the Skirmishers .

This passage is one of the most interesﬁinguin the whole of
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IQM from the point of view of literary history. The key to
understanding it lies in realising its purpose, which is to
pro#ide details of the weapons carried by the skirmishers. Al-
though this information is given, it is confained in a source
which obviously described the course of a battle, and was not
intended:to tell'about weapons except in passing. PresumablyA
.tﬂe compiler found no other source céﬁtéininé the rélevant in-
formation) and declined to extract what waé'relevaht, but iefﬁ
the.SOurée'in its original form. This procedure we hgvé”
obsépved in other parts of the‘presenfidocument also.44

The beginning of this possage .is missing at the en&-of
col. V, bﬁt_may be reconstructed without diffiéqlty. It will
have descriﬁed the advance of tﬁo béttalions of‘skirmishefs
( Br1'20 QWJﬁ), for the total number of skirmishing battal-
‘ions is seven, as we learn from VII,9-IX,9. We know from

VII,9ff. also that the first fwo skirmishing battal:ons are

- armed with slings. These will have been described in the miss~
ing portion of our,passagé as having advenced, discharged their
weapons, and retired.  Now Qe sre told of the édvange of the
néxtlthree battalions of skirmishers, Qho are armed with darts.
Finallyg the last two battalions are armed with lance and
shield.and sword and shield respectively.

The weapons are discharged seven'f;ﬁes by the middle gfoup
of these battalions, and the same is presuhably'true of the first
group of two, (cp. VIII,1). It can, moréover, be shown from the
data in VITT,14£.*7 that the three battalions of skirmishers inm
the second group do not attack all togethér, but throw their
weapons one battélion after the other. Now this procedure is
21so stipulated in the present passage. If we omit the note

about the inscriptions, lines 2b-3 from 2aMb 5¥1 to 5x vownd,
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~ the text may be translated:

".....the first battalion shall hurl into

the enemy line seven battle darts.....each

of these shall throw seven times and then

return to their position'. '
The meaning is now quite clear. 'Bach of these" refers to
each of the battalions, who throw one after the other. But an
insertion has been made which refers to inscriptions on the
first, second and third weapons. Its position implies that the
insqriptioﬁs are on the first second and third weapons of the
battalions. But what, then, of the remsining four weapons which
each battalion threw? What is clesrly meant is the inscriptions
pf the'weépons on the first, second and third battalions. That
‘isvto say, ‘"third dart" (>w'S5wd pyva, line 3) means "darts of
the third battalion". Confusion has been caused because mention
ofAinscriptions has been made in the wrong place. This should
have occurred after the statement (line 4) that each battalion
-throws in turn. The misplacement of the comment about inscript-
ioﬁé.indicates that it is. a secondary insertion. And this ¢an
be proved, as the next few paragraphs will show.

The inscriptions on two of the weapons (lines 2b-3) mention
a lance and a sword, which is highly unusuel, since they are
inscribed on darts. Lence and sword, however, are the weapons
Qf the last two ékirmishing béttalions, as we.are told in lines
bp-5. uMoredver, the phrases >% »nal and'bx Lawn, which.oécur
in two of the inscriptians on the darts recur in lines 5b-6,
where an odd sort 6f épilogue appeafs.
ATo explain this state of affairs we have t6 reckon with at

least two major-alterations.in the text, occurring at diffefent
stages. 1In the‘first place, it seems that there ﬁust have been

two inscriptions supplied for the weapons of the last two
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skirmishing battslions, sword and lance. (Whether these inscript-
ions are themselves secondary we cannot tell, but it is odd that
none of the other weapons originally had an inscription). The
two inscriptions were SX N1112 and %X LAWn, following the
formula for inscriptions which we have observed already. As fre-
quently happens to inscriptions in II-IX, they were expanded.
But they were expandéd in two different ways. One expansion
left the inscriptions as 5% N0 NCIT NP2 and
58 BOWAL 11K 2550 Nb521x 2T nainbw.  Another expansion enlarged
the inscriptions to Sk woswnd mrhba bonbh and  yradvnb
5¢.AM1222 22X NDIYN. Probably these two expansions took place
independently, which presupposes more than one copy of the téxt.
at the same time. |

The final stage comes with the conflation of the two sets
of expsnded inscriptions. In order to combine the two without
contradiction and confusion, the one set of inscriptions is trans-
ferred to other weapons, and in the present text applies to the
weapons of the second group of battalions. 3Since three weapons
are involveg, a third inscription must have been added. However,
as we have noted, two of the inscriptions still bear traces of
their connection with the sword and lance. The other set of in-
scriptions has been left where it now stands, after the mention
of the sword and lsnce of the last two Sattalions. This set of
inscriptions has subsequently undergone a2 further process of ex-
pension, with the addition of the words from %W mYw) in line 6,

The above hypothesis is rather tentative, and the true facts
of the history of this passage may well be different in certain
aspects from our reconstruction, But the peculiar problems of
this passage demand some explanation, which is probably to be

found along the lines indicated. At any rate, the literary
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process cannot have been less complicated than we have sugéested.
It should be noted that the sequence of events which this
passage describes-coincides exactly with the sequénce in
VII,9-IX,9 and that other details such as the weapons also
correspond where comparison can Be made. There is no doubt,
therefore, that both VII,9-IX,9 and the present possage derive
from a single battle-plan, although there are developments pec-
uliar to eacﬁ passage which have subsequently taken place. A
further discussion of the.implications of this will Be found

below, pp.90ff,

‘fo VI,1lb-i The Weapons of the Cavalry

Between the end of subsection (e) and the present passage
is a stetement which has been inserted at a later stage,nwraa 'art
DAWD NS WAR BBSK MWW 3100 *wx 121 5y . Hence the present
passage proper begins with the?words A>3 b5 . The reasons for
classif&ing the sbove statement as secondary will be found in the
next chapter, where the whole question of the exact structure of
the army and its disposition is discussed.l+6 At this point it
néed only be remarked that thé trive ( Baw in 11b) has no
relevance to the division of the srmy on the battlefield, but is
a conscriptional or ofganisational unit.

The present passage is rather haphazardly arranged, as
the following list of contents will show: |
11b-13b de;cription of the cavglry of.the skirmishers
i}bflha apges of the cavalry of the skirmishers
14b-15 ages and weapnns:of the cavalry of the heavy infantry
16 . weapons of the cavalry of the skirmishers (?)h?

According to the scheme governing the whole of V,3-VII,7,

the present subsection ought to be devoted to the arms of the
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cavalry. This information is certainl& contained here, but in
a not very orderly manner, and other details are included also. ‘ %
Our task here is to explain, if possible, the arrangement of the
text here. |

We can presume that the compiler responsible for the final
state of the ﬁassage is using more than one source, since in
line 13 the riders are called ™ Q2 , but in line 14 they are

’ called TD'w1D , TIn 14f. the order of subjects is reversed when

RN

the ages of the cavsalry are given before a deécription of their
weapons, whereas in lines 1llb-14b the agez are mehtioned last.
Ylere the passage the wérk of one hand 2 more logical sequence
would sufely have emerged.

Tbe explanation which most economically accounts for the
phenomena is that the compiler's major source comprises VI,llb~1lla

(to @ 'yaIny ), end 16f. This source provides all -the informa-

tion about the cavalry who accompany the skirmishers - their
qualities, apges and weapons. Lines 14b-15 are from another c%.

source; perhaps even the compiler himself inserted these lines,

deducing the information from the age-limits end weapons of the
heavy infantry itself. _Forxall the felevant informgtion about

the heavy infentry is presented together, whereas the date re-

garding the other cavalry, who accompéhy the.skifmishers, is

spresd on either side of this.

-Thé mention of age-limits for the cavalry leads to the pro-

vision of age~limits for all the other groups in the army also.

This has been assembled together with other miscellaneous infor-

mafion and forms the final subsection.

g. VI,E-VII,7 Miscellaneous Rules, Etc.

The contents of this passage divide into three parts:
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age limits (VI,E-VII,3a); prilen shoul ineligibility (VII,}b—éb);
purity of the camp (VII,6c-7). Betwéen the three subjects there
is a natursl association. The first part, age limits, is neceg~
sitated by the mention of age limits in the previous subsection.
Gemeral rules of eligibility follow quite logically, since these
also determine who shall fight and who shall not. Since conside
eration of purity are paraﬁount in the matter of eligibility,
remarks about the purity_of the camp are appended.48
The_age—limits themselves are interesting and may be

tables‘as follows:.

25-30 non-combat activites, such as despoiling the slain,
guarding the weapons, burying the dead

30-45 cavalry accompanying the skirmishers (and presumably
the skirmishers themselves)

ho-50 cavalry accompsnying the mein (heavy) infantry, the
heavy infantry itself, and officers called B IpIw .
e
50~60 camp supervisor 9

It will be remémbered that laymen over the age of fifty are
gligible to serve in the Temple, and this coincides with the
upper limit of activé service. The limits for active service sre
30-50,. with 25 and 60 as outer limits for non-combat services.
Acéording'to Num. i,3ff.; xiv,29; xxvi,2.4% the age of conscrip-
tion or eligibility to serve as an active soldier is 20, not 25,
and this is. confirmed by II Chron..xxv,sf .AAcloser correspond;
ence to the age-limits given in IQM is found in Num.»viii,24 where
25 is the lower limit for service in the tent of meeting by a
levite, and Hum. iv, where 30 is given ss the limit. According
‘to Num. viii, 25-26, a levite at the age of fifty retires from
. regular sérvice, but may continue to perform lesser duties. The
inner and outer age limiﬁs might theréfore be traced back to leve
itical regulations. The age limits of officers of the sect at

Jumran, given at CD X,6, are also between 25 and 60,20 but it is
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perhaps unwise to draw any firm conclusions from these data.
The age limits in IOM might be drawn from Jewish military
practice, about which we know very little.

Tﬁe rules regarding ineligibility begin with a ban on
women or young men.entering the camp "when they go forth from
Jerusalem to go to war, until they return” (3b.4a). The period
.of 3 poldier's active service thus seems to have extended from

51

the very beginning of the campaign until the end. It is not
'unlikgly-that this regulation is formulated specifically-to spply
it§ the campaigns of the forty years' war outlined in cbl. I1s
each of these campaigns presumably would have started from
Je;usalem, and for the final return to Jerusalem after&ards, we
have the evidence of III,1l0bf,:

"eeo..and upon the trumpets for the way of

return from battle with the enemy so as to

come to the congregation to Jerusalem, they

shall write 'Rejoicings of God in peaceful

return.' "

Tije disquslifications in 4b, forbidding those halt, blind,
lame or with any permanent physical disability to servé as
saldiers is very similar to that of Lev., xxi,1l7-21, which;gives
disqualifications for priests. dAgain, any direct connection is
doubtful - the disqualificatiohs given are perfectly natural and
most of them apply even today. No doubt these refiect ancient
as well as modern military ﬁractice.

The rules regérding purity of the camp (6¢c-7) are cert-
'éinly drawn directly from 0.T., from Deut. xxiii, 10-15. There
‘are slight differences, however. In Deut., the distance between
thellatrine'aﬁd the campzis not given; and where#s Deut.:xxiii,lB
stafes that nothing unseemly should be seen in the éamp; begause

‘"Yahweh your god walks in the midst of your camp', we find here

the phrase '"for holy angels are in qommunibn with their hosts".
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Although conclusions have been drawn from this about éhe belief
in angelic warriors,52 the revision aﬁounts to no more than the
softening of a blunt anthropomorphism and does not indicate any
belief in anpelic assistance on the battlefield, of which no
trace is found in pols.'II—IX.

Although mést of the rules included in the present passage
are derived directly or indirectly from the 0.T., certain modi~-
fications indicate that military custom has also played some
pert (e.g. in the stipulstion of a distance between camp and
latrine). These general rules provide a fitting conclusion to
the entire section from V,3-VII,7 and prepare for the nexf
secfion, which deals with the battle itself.

o

VII,9-IX,9 Procedure for the Pitched Battle

23

Already recognised by several scholars as a rule for priests,
this is the longest self-contained section in II-IX. 1In spite of
this, there is some internal contradiction in the informetion
about trumpets. In our opinion, this section's purpose is mainly
to describe the course of the battle; the compiler of II-IX is
not interested in the activities of the priests apart from their
duties in battle.

The battle-plan contained in this section, which will be dis-

cussed in detail in the next chapter, begins ""when the battle for-
mations are deployed opposite the enemy" (line 9) and thus begins
exactly at thé-point whefe the previous section ended - with the
formations assembled. The detsils of the battle-plan itself
_agree basically with the other relevant information in II-IX; the
nameé and order of the trumpets (col. III);54 witﬁ the excerpt
from another account of the battle in V,E-VI,6, the weapons used
by the troops, and their position in the battle line (V,3f£f.).
Althougﬁ we cannot ascribe. all this material ss emanatiﬁg from '
dne source, the degree of correspopdence must be explained by a

certain community of origin. This question will also be discussed
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in due course,
Incorporated into the present section is a frumpet list
which disagrees with the information about the ‘trumpets to be
deduced from the battle account. This perhaps points to a
source incorporated within the present section and extending
from VII,l2 Awwa 737 to 13b A2XAN »ni118185A1,  On the whole
problem of the conflicting information regarding trumpets in IQM,
see below, p.lO5F
The battle-plan itself is fairly simple, and involves three
waves of skirmishers attacking one after the other. The effect
of this is to put the enemy into retreat, so that the whole army
thereupon vursues and destroys the enemy. As this plan is
examined in detail in the next chapter, we shall restrict our-
selves here to a brief indication of the contents of the
section, presented in the following table:
.VII,9~14 - When the formations are deployed (described in the
previous section), seven priests go out from the
middle interval in to the space between the two
armies, wearing special battle garments (not
described). One priest delivers the speech of
encouragement (as stipulated in Deut. xx,;1ff.) -
and the other six carry the trumpets, which are
those 'of xpn L e LT [ e I aT»m, Naxn,
With the priests go B LW and seven levites

carrying horns ( MNivaw ),

VII,15-1 2 trumpets XIP» Dblown - intervals open; 50
' : skirmishers emerge

(This is done with each of the formstions in turn)

LACUNA
VIII,1l-3a unnamed trumpets blown ’ first 2 battalions
: of skirmishers,
armed with slings,
throw 7 times
VIII,?b=-14a trumpets 21U blown - slingers withdraw
S trumpets NYp» blown " 3 battalions of
skirmishers emerge,
with cavalry -
unnamed trumpets blown columns of skirmishers

TTION . form into arrays
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second YN blown i3 "skirmishers ad-

MR ‘ vance towards
enemy

"6 trumpets '55T blown skirmishers throw
Tip T 3 simultaneously a darts at enemy 7
AY11n on the M19Ww times

‘trumpets 2a1wn  hlown ' skirmishers with=-
11D TG T : draw

Much confusion is avoided by reolising that the next few
lines, (VIII,14b-17), are a Summary of the procedure just out-

lined and do not describe s new manoeuvre to follow.

VIII,18-IX,2 trumpets xpn(?) blown 2 battalions of
; skirmishers emerge
LACUNA
trumpets ©'5SN blown; ' skirmishers attack
simultaneously a aMID enemy until they
on the mHww are in retreat
IX,3-7= trumpets §TM blown whole army pursues -

fleeing enemy

IX,7b-9 forbids the pfiests to appfoacb the scene of the battle
lest they become defiled with the blood of the wicked enemy.

There is a slight problem in that at IX,! only one battal-
ion of skifmishers is actually engaging the enem& at the moment
when the rest of the srmy join in for the pursuit. For there
are.two battalions of sKirmishers in the last group. HoweVer,
according to VIII,14b-17 the battalions in each group discharge
ﬁheir weapons one after the oéher, although they advancé and
retire all together from the main body of the.army.

There are certain developments in the present section which go

Beyond the basic,déta of the battle-plan and the blowing of the
signﬁls. These are breoadly ofAtwo kinds. One is a '"ritualising"
of the whole battle such that it becomes no more than a formal
a§c°mplishmeht of cerefully lazid down actions. The scene is very
reminiscent of II Chron. xx, where the.leadership of the battle

is in the hands of the levites and the victory is assured through
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tﬁe direct action of God, the human participation being entirelj
liturgical. Likewise, this deécriptiph of the battle is removed
from reality. 'The enemy are objects for slaughte?;
Another‘development is the introduction of an ethical aspect.
The enemy are'”nations of venity" (IX,9), and thus they are to

be annihilated for ever in the '"battle of God" (IX,5b,6a). This

‘represents a subtle change from the purely nationalistic tone

set by col. II.. Both the introduction ofithis newvreligious
emphasis (néver, bf course, completely absent!) and the portrayal
of the battle as following & predestined course, set by God, in
which the human cﬁntribution is little more than fitual, become
éven more marked in XV-XIX where we encounter a duslistic inter-
pretation of the final war. Perhaps VII,9-IX,9 might be seen as
a slight development towards that direction, although it is still

much closer to the rest of II-IX in its basic: conception.

IX,10-E Procedure. for Other Manoeuvres

Although the meaning of some of the terms in this section

=

remains disputed,)7.it is obvious that other military manoeuvres

are being described here, for the heading in lines 10-11 makes

‘this plain,

ﬁithin the scheme of II-IX the preseﬁt section's plaée is
logical. The campaigns.which are to be ¢onducted will include
not only pitched battles, but ambushes, sieges and skirmishes,
Hence the trumpet-lists in col. III.pontain_ambush trumpets.

The heading of tﬁqlsection, asrwell as the general-Styl& of

the whole passage, shows stibng affinitesAwith-sﬁbsections'(a),

"(c) and (e) of V,3-VII,'7..58 The terms. 770 ,nnﬁbnn*SLT, and

77D occur in both V,3 and IX,10 with identical meanings. The
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.style of Ii,lOff., as far as cen be discerned from the frag-
mentsry text, is conspicuously that of V,3-4a,16-E; VI,8~1la;
terse, compa&t, precise. These facts point to IX,10 as emanat-
ing from the ssme source, which, since it contains information
about military forma%iqns and manoeuvres, is pfobably a military
mapual. ‘The style confirms this.

| In IX,14% we find inscriptions on the shields of the "men

59

of the towers" which conforq to the formula recognised already.
Whether the proviéion of inscriptions on these shields is firﬁ
evidencé of secondary expsnsion is doubtful, since we have lost
the remsinder of the text. 14b-16 must nevertheless be viewed
‘with suspicioﬂ. It could be a gloss.

| Just as Ii-IX has lost its beéinning,sl so its ending is
aléo,missing. By how mucﬁ it has been curtailed is unknown.

Certainly no possible connection between cols. IX and X can be

envisaged, snd the document in II-IX goes no further.

Conclusion:  The Structure of Cols., II-IX

Our conclusions as to the structure of II-IX, which arise
'froﬁ thg foregoing snalysis as Qeli,as the preliminary consid-.
erations already presented,szare as follows: '
The contents of II-IX fall into.fbur éubjects:
_;pian of the course of the war (II,1~14)
description of the equipment (II,16-IV)
deséription of the army - ' (&,3—VII,7)
military tactics . (VII,9-IX,E)
'fheseldo'not, of course, cérrespond to the formal divisions we
have made, nor those indicated iﬁ the text itself, but they do
show.tﬁe purpose and basic,arréngemeﬁt of ITI-IX, which is a

manual for the final war of Israel and the nations., It is a

60

R
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manual which concentrates on the military aspects of the war, .

and does not deal with liturgy. It has been compiled from

several sources, of very varied nature, which may be listed as
follows:

1. A priests' rule for battle, showing the correct procedure

before and during the fighting (VII,9~IX,9). This source
~is self-contained, but shows evidence of itself being com-

piled from earlier sources.

42.' A military manual, dealing with formstions gnd manoeuvres
(V,3-ka. 16-E; VI,8-1la; IX,10-3). ‘
3. Lists of trumpets and banners with inscriptions, in'which'
the influence of Num. i-x,10 is to be felt. Slight die-
. crepancies occur amongst these{ they do noﬁ.thgrefore come

from the same hand, but show a similarity which points to .

their origin in the same circles. (II,14~IV).

he A fragment of -2 description of a pitched battle, based on
. the same plen as VII,9-IX,9 (V,E-VI,6).

A description of weapons, written in an archaic style,

. \n
L]

whether of real or imaginary weapons_uncertaiﬁ (Vtﬁb-14).
6. Miscellaneous laws, based on 0.T. and possibly reflecting

Jewish military practice. These do not necesSarily conéti- ' -%;

tute a single source (VI4{1lb-vII,7). ‘
7. Details of Temple service as conducted by priests; levites

| and laymen during the course of the war (II,1-6a) (the id-

.eﬁtification éf this last source is tentatiVe){

All these sources have been put togé£her by 5 compiler, as
the overall structure of II-IX shows. Since II,1-14 gives the
outline of the whole war, it is this which probably comes from
the pén of tﬁe compiler himself, If so, then he too is heavily

influenced by Num. i-x,10. There is no reason to suppose that
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the scheme of the forty years' war originated anywhere other than
with the compiler himself, There is nothing in any of the sources
which suggests that they were originally composed within the
framework of such 2 scheme, although, as we hav.e‘observed,63
the inspiration for the fo:ty years' war seems to have come
from Hum. i-x,10, whose influence is alrgady evident in cols,
IIT and 1v, |

" Before we pfoceed to discuss the historical origin of II~IX,
there‘a?e several points to be clerified. It can be shown that
the'battle-scheme of VII,9-IX,9 (and V,E-VI,6) presupposes the
formation described in V,3-4a.16-E; VI,8-1la, and that the
trumpet-lists in 1I,16ff. reflect the battle-scheme itself,

There is thus a preat deal of internal cohesion within II-IX and

this will be examined in our study of the army in the next

\
chapter.
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;3 8 R L
PYRIIIES 1-10) 4.4 2 AR e 1

. .
: 14. For the ''prince of the whole corgregation', see below, Pe 391,
15, Other editorial additions are to be found in lines 10 and 11, i
1ﬁhich also indicate when the trumpets are to be blown, ‘ ﬁg

16. See bélow, P.58, n.57.
17. A discussion -of the trumpets in IQM will be found below, p.l07.

18. Less probably  bx ‘5104,_for 372 will have been added

to provide s 1ihk'with the name of the trumpet.
19. Possibly YX mPl, 1In XVI,3-l4 the trumpet {1737 apparently

summons the skirmishers.

20, Less probably 5% A1Mad, for this inscription has already
appeared inuline 5

2l. The .use of 7 here appears to be somewhat humorous, and

quite different from the use of the word T in XV-XIX (ef.

3

psll3 below).

22. qu. N'L\m. 1'16—17; x'l"-g
23, This is also a feature of the inscription of the 9th trumpet
(TIX,8) whefe the word S¥?D is used.

2k, See below, pp.1lIff..

25, Yadin, p.269; Carmignac, p.49 ete.

26. See.above, ﬁp.Sff. 15.

27. - TMINd Jx is read-by Yadin and van der Ploeg. An alter- ,ﬂéi
native isMmXi1 MY, read by Carmignac, and NINRA 170 by
: Dupont-Sommer;‘ Cf, Jongeling, p.i}Sf. At 8ll events, it

is the length of the banners which is deseribed.

28, Cf. especially Num. ii, 33f.

29. Yadin, pp.49ff.

30.'Yadin,'pp§53ff.

31. Dupont-Sommer, f.#l. He rejects '"Merari'" ss a translation

and does not consider that levitical banners are in question.
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33

3k,

b2,

43,

Ll
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.
ho.

Thé'first two lists are perhaps a single list; we have .
separated them partly for coﬁvenience;

Cp. IOM I,13,14; XVI,18, etc., The word occurs nowhere else
in IT-IX. -

In the 0.T. the regular word for "stendard" is 5aT ., 1In

IOM, S5AT means "battalion' snd standard is M. For

AT = "battalion", see Cowley, Aramaic Papyri of the Fifth

Century B.C., Oxford 1926, index.

Cf. Yadin, p.38, n.l.

‘See, however, below, p.8c.

Dupont-Zommer and Csrmignsc read 0%, followed by Jongeling.
Yadin and van der Floeg read [AN.

Osten=-Sacken, p.50.

On our interpretation of this Hebrew phrase, see below, p.6l.

This translstion is discussed below, pp.59ff.

See below, pp.59-66.

E.g.nglzu(Ex.xxxviii,S); S5+ 1x (Deut. ®xii,12); Hann
.(Ex.xx§i,4f.).

Cf. Yadin, pp.ll4ff. It is unwise to maintain that .the
descriptions and measuréments are inspired by:the 0.T. and
at the same time that actual weapons (Roman) are described,
as Yadin appears to attempt.

See above, pp.30ff. 35ff.

Seé below, p.60f.

Below, pp.S59ff.

1t is scarcely possible for the cavalry with the heavy
infantry to have csrried all thevweaﬁons mentioned in lines

14-16. Moreover, the weapons in line 16 ere better 'suited

to skirmishing manoeuvres,

worsen LT e
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48, Osten-Sacken, p.5l, attempts to link VII,1-7 with.VII, 9ff.,

but this is perhaps because he does not understand the

structure and purpose of V,3-VII,7?. VII,9 clearly begins

a new section in which the duties of the priests are the

main concern,
L9, The text is corrected from "from 40 to 50" but TX has been
left after 10" D1GIWN- | instead of deleted. ¢

" 50. Yadin, p.75f.

51. Cf. II Sem. xi,9-11; von Rad, Der heilige Krieg in alten

Israel, Géttingen, 1965“, PpeT 25,

52, Cf. CétenfSacken, ps223.

53. BE.g. Carmignac, p.l§8; cf. ﬁupdnt-Sommer, p.150.

.54. beﬁé-discuééion of’érumpets‘inAIQMjiéee beiow, pp. 105 Ef.
554 Below, pp.87ife |

56;'Acc0rding to I Chron. xxiii,%; II Chron. xxxiv,13, too, .

these were levites. According to Deut. xx,5 their purpose.

was to supervise the'eiemption. Cf, also .col. X,5.

57. Cf. Jongeling, pp.231ff. The damaged staete of the manu- "
scfipt does not prevent the word 27X being recognised
in'line 17; an ambush is therefore definitely mentioned;

58, See above, pP.32f.

59. Cf. Yadin, p.187, who interprets the "towers'" as the Roman

testudo, and both Dupont-Sommer (p.l54f) and van der Ploeg

(p.131) accept that a military formation is meant.
Carmignac (p.131) insists on siege-machines.

60. See above; pps 35T,

61, Seeiabove, pp.256ff.

62. Above, p.24f.

63. Above, p.29.
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II. ASPECTS OF THE ARMY IN COLS, 1I-IX

In this chapter we shall discuss three aspects of the army
as portrayed in cols. II-IX, namely its structure,'éts method of
fighting the pitched battle, and its recruitment. The three as-
pects are for the most part illustrated from different sections
of II-IX and thus the inquiry will serve not only to clesrify the
presentation of certain facts within II-IX but also demonstrate
the inner consistency of the material which has been compiled to

form the document.

The Structure of the Army

The sources for this investigation are V,3-ba, 16-E;
VI,1-6.8-11a; VII,9-IX,9. e .shall deal with the three branches
separately - heavy infantry, skirmishers, and cavalry.

The heavy infantry's structure presents particular problems

because of the use of certain technical terms, and in particular
To7vy™m . The word denotes a formation or arrangement of troops

in a certain way, but aoes'not imply by itself any particular
pattern of formation. Hence there are three possible denotatiqns
of the word ﬂDjvﬁ in the passages we shall be considering:l'

a line of a thousanci men - V,163 VI,10f.; VII,18(2);

j VIiL, 23 TX,.%,
a "front formation"2 V,3.4; V;IQ9(?); VIII,17(2). %
the sssembled battle-line v1,4.8§"vu,1l+.18; VIII,h.12.
as a whole (used also

of the enemy forces)

The formation in which the whole army is drawn up is built

- around "front formations' ( ®'39 MIIYN) into which the heavy ¥
infantry is constituted. It is the making of such formations
which the heading at V,3-ls is concerned. The difficulty of

punctuating this heading has led to several different translations

from commentators, and the correctness of each translation can be
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assessed only'insofar as a complete account of the structure of
the arrayed army is forthcdming.2

Our own translation is as follows:

"Rule for arraying fhe battle battalions, when the army is
at full strength, so as to make a front formation."

The instructions proceed:

3

“The formation (i.e. the front formation) is made up” from
units of a thousand men Qach;‘seven lines ( D'J® *97T®) shall
make up'thé-formation, with one man standing behind another."
The totali;umber of men in a fro#t'formation is'thus 7,000,
made up of 7 lines qf:l,OOO'men each. We do not know yet how-
maﬁy of.these formations_there are, S0 we are ignorgnt of the
total numbers of heavy infahtry. But in VI,10, where the posit-
ioning‘of §heacavalry is described, we find that there are 1,400
cavalry attached to the "men in the formations, fifty to each
forhgtionﬁ. This gives us a total of 28 formations, 196000
heavy infantry. This is clearly fsr too much. However, IX, 4bf.
‘mentions the figure of 28,000 ﬁarriors. This can be reconciled
with-VI,lO‘if we fpke the "formation'" of VI,10 to ﬁean a ﬁnit-of
1,000, the unit from whidﬁ the "front formation' is built., A
total of 28,000 heavy iﬁf;ntry would mean four “front formafions".“
We_may iIlusﬁrate_oﬁr arrangement of the'hpavy infantry by‘the
following diagrem: (not to scale)

E— 18000 - —y

= = | : }'TUms :

Four front formations, cohpoéod of 7 lines of a

thousand menh each. Total: 28,000 men,
This arrangement also provides us with a "middle interval"

which is referred to at VII.Q.
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The skirmishers are called in IOM T')'2AN ‘wzy:. That our
trsnslation of this term is correct follows from the.nature of
their activity. The term is used in I Sam-xvii,4.23 of Goliath,
and may have arisen from the custom of positioning skirmishers
between ( .§13.) the lines of infantry when not engaged in
fighting.”

We know that there were seven-battalions,of:skirmishers
(V,i6ff.; VIII,lff.);Aalthough we are nowhere told how many
skirmi§hers made up & battalion.. ItAis 8 reasonable assumption,
however, that thé number was 1,000 to each battalion. These were
placed bétweénrthe ranks of the heavy infantry. The taking up
of fhis-position is probab1y~deséribed'at V,16f£f.where reference
is made to '"seven formations" - which muét’bé the .skirmishers!'
seven battalions. Apparently there was a spgce of 30 cubits
'betweép:the héavy infantry lines (V,17) for the skirmishérs, Qho,
when summoned, wouid.emerge from their stations as described in
VII,15-E:

Meeseoand the priests shall sound the two
‘trumpets of sumfmoning Jto (7) fifty

shields. And fifty skirmishers shall go
out from the first interval (

levitical officers C ). And with
every single formstion they shall follow
this (Crule.”

How.the skirmiéhers diviﬁed themselveé to e#it through the
intervals is not clear. The words “fifty shields" might indi-
cate fbe width of these intervals, which would allow maximum
of fifty abreast to pess through. But it seems that the skirm-
ishers actually emerge-in columns ( D WX , VIII,6) so that
liftle space would be required.

When the skirmishers had emerged from the ranks of the heavy
infantry, snd formed into their lines, they would advance towarga

the enemy. This was signalled by a second fanfare ( TYI)ON ),

Pk
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and is described at VIII,7?f. The battle-procedure itself is dis~

cussed latpr;7

at present we suggest the following arrangement

— — e — — —— — - ——— — — e - —

(not to scale)

According to our diagrem, the skirmishers use five exits.
If they emerge one battalion at a time, then 200 men or so emerge
from each.interval. Thefskirmisheratare protected on each flank
by the cavalry, to whose position we now turn.

The cavalry have to be carefully considered, for there are
sbme outright contradictions in the text. There is little doubt
thaﬁ these have arisen by genuine error rather thgn by a factual
discrepancy between sources. The basic informétiqn is'provided
at-VI,8-10a:

"Seven lines of horsemen shall be.pbéifi ned
to the right and left of the battle-line® slso.
Their lines shall take up position on each
side, seven hundred horsemen on one flank and
seven hundred on the other. 'Two hundred
-horsemen shall advance with every thousand
from the skirmishers' formation. Thus they
.shall take up their position on each side of
the army."9 ' _ :

We arrive, then, at a total. of 1400 cavélry, all of whom
‘advance with the skirmishers. This description, then, must refer
to the skirmishing cavalry, and not the cavalry who belong with

the heavy infantry. ‘Where are these described? Perhaps we

should infer from the presence of the_words¥qthese also" ( iThN Dl.)ff

which is otherwise gratuitous, that information about other
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cavalry preceded, in the source from which this extract is taken.
But no information about heavy cavslry precedes this passage in.
the scroll. ‘

The ne#t p§int to consider is the statement "thus ( {2 )
they shall take up position on both sides of the army. This
appears to be_labouriﬁg the point somewhat; the position of the
cavalry has alréady been most carefully indicated. Possibly
~ this sentence originally stood at the end of a more lengthy des-
cripfion of other cévalry positions. However, our real problem
srises with what follows, which is extremely confusing. We
read: "in all four thousand WL hundred, and one thousand four
hundred attached to the men drawn up in the formations, fifty to
each formation", | |

Aq we have:indidatgd abbve,lp the ''men dfawn up in the
formations" must be the heavy infantry, for if there are 1,400
cavalry; 50 to each formation, then there are ?8 formations., As
we have‘éuggested, this must mean the 28 linea of.IOOOEmén each
which make up the front formstions. But this would give us &
complete total of 2,800 for the caQalry - 1,400 for the skirm-
ishers and 1,400 for the heavy infan%ry. How is the number
'4,600 made uia (vi,10)?

To solve this riddle, we must first note thst the total of
6,000 for'theAcavalry is given at IX,5, and it is this number
which we have to reconcile with the totals.of 1400 fOr the heavy
infantry's cavalry, and 1400 for the skirmishers'. It-ié indeed
a curious totsl; the other figures are divisible by 7 - 7,000
skirmishers, 28,000 heévy infantfy, 1,400 cavalry for the heavy
infantry snd 1,400 for the skirmishers'. But unless we assume

that the figure of.6,090 for all the cavalry stood, it is
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impossible to account for VI,1O0.

There is a possible alternative, which involves regarding
‘the number 4,600 in VI,10 ss an error for 5,600 (which is
divisible by 7). Added to the 1400 of line 10b, the iotal cave-
alry would amount tp 7,000, a most sétisfactory number. 5,600
.could be explained by translsting Tamhn ﬂjﬂy 5125 as "on all sides
‘'of the camp', which can be interpreted to indicate 1,400 on each
éide. The word (J- then means '"in the same proportion". But thé
supposition that 5,600 was mistakenly altered to 4,600, which
many scholars'have put forward,ll runs into difficuity with the
figure of 6,000 which stands at IX,5. To overcome this, it would
be'neceSSary to conclude that the figure at IX,5 has been
inserted or altered to agree with VI,10.

On our view of VI,10, the figure of 6,000 as the total
cavalry number was already standing. The ﬁroblem.Was to éhow4
how this might be accounted for. VI,10 attempt to make a recon-
ciliation by allocating 4,600 cevalry to gusrd all the sides of
the camp (an impossible, wasteful figure), and then simply adds
- the total of 1400 for the heavy cavalry. The unusual total of
6,000 is explained by adding '"five hundred to & tribe'.

Whether our own explanatiqn or £he aiternative mentioned
is preferable must be left for others to décide. The full dis-
psition of the cavalry must remain uncé:taig, but we may'at
least conclude that 1,400 accompanied the skirmishers and 1,400
the infantry.. How the remainder of the total was made up'must
be ieft to speculation. AIt is worth anticipating our conclusion
that the original plan of the army did not inclpde cavalry,12
'since it may serve in some slight messure to'explain why the

cavalry disposition is not as clear as the disposition of the

other troops.
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The following diagram represents our own suggestion as to

the arrangement of the 2,800 cavalry about which we are more

certaip:

5 TR ] S ]
f'\QCN\j \‘.(\l§ar\t15 '+J sL\chn'_\-shers‘
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<Ml
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skirmishing cavalry - -3
heavy infantry cavalry — — 3.

Cavalry dispositions; 700 + 700 + 700 + 700 = 2,800.

Note on VI,8-11la

‘We must realise that VI,8-1la consists of three literary
strata, The first is from 8-10a ( MaT»), The last senéence
of this passage was originally the concluding sehténce of a
section on ﬁofal'Cavalry disposition, “thus théy shall take ub
their positioﬁ én each sidé‘qf the array', end in that section,
the word useﬁ for cavalry is D WD , The next stratum con-
sists éf the phrase "in all four thousand six hundred, and one
thousand four hundred attached to the iion dréwn'up_in the for-
mafioﬁs, fifty to each formation". .Here“cavalry"is l135 e« In
this stratum, which i§ later than the previous one, the phfase
”bn eechvside of the army" has been understood as '"on all sides
of the camp". The phrase "menjdfaWn up in the formations" is

very obscurely put, but in view of the number of -formations in-

dicated (twenty-eight), must apply to the heavy infantry, and
d2¥0D will thus mean a unit of 1000 men.13 The final
’ ' b

stratun, which again uses the word B WY to mesn cavalry ',

provides the total, 6,000, and indicates the unusual nature of

this number by adding "five hundred to a tribe'. Both the

second and third strata accept the total of 6,000. It is just
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possible that the third stratum is the same as the first,:and
that the second stratum is thus an interpolafion.’ But the ex-
ﬁ;éctign of thehsécond stratum does not really leave a logical
sequence. |

The thfde strata are(indicéﬁed_in the following citation of

)

'the relevant passage._'

)wy»n 1\»»‘) nrm ux ITIAY? u‘wws T yAIWd 1.

RE
H TD)LD wayb n‘uns m»» yaW BT rrmsv mm ax
?“_}J\x;‘ n:wn qsx oY TngY BIOIS u\mm STTE 1335 An

: n:nrm Ha3y 5;)5 wmy’ {21 ran

151)u>u$5°\ 2

J.n mm YK, 1\5%1 SRR s:nm r\nm ww “Si3n 2.
| y ":\n(un] n:wns WBN A1V B0 —no wmb

e afon

nnm wm u*aS»z nwamn w)x J.:n Sy n w9l 7'.1‘1 :.3,
: ‘ s baws

The Procedure for the Pltched Battle

; we have already dealt with- thls quest1on to some extent above .
(pp SOff ). but ‘there remain Some detazls to be, added. The account
beglns at VIII 3bff.. ¥ ‘ 3

2% }Uthe prlests shall blow on the trumpets of .
“summoning ( . NIPW )y and three battalions =~ . 15
of sklrmlshers ‘shall go: forth from the intervals
.to take up position: between the lines ‘with the

o cavalry at their flanks on: the - rlght ‘and the

'“711e£t,‘ g pr1ests shall-blow on. the. trumpets
; 51pnals to array ‘for battle, and
the columns shall deploy into arrays. . The.
prlests ‘shall- blow for them a second. fanfare

L s nyuwrx), 51gnals for advance, unt11 they

: «approach the enemy:line and- stretch their

"'~;hands to their" weapons." 5 :

Thlo' of course, descr1bes the second wave‘of skirdishers,
for the flrst wave comprlses two battalions of slingers. 32 Tho
'procedure is presumably the same, however, for all three waves.

After the battallons have arrayed and advanced towards the
enemy llne and drawn their weapons, how: exactly do they d1scharge

.them? Th1s we learn from VIII, l#bff..
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"According to this procedure (  O? ) the
pr(ies)ts shall blow for the three battalions;
when the first battalion throws, (the priests
and the levites and all the band of horn~
blowers)l® shall blow a great fanfare to -
direct ( wWx35%) the figh(ting J for
them the priests (shall blow) on the trum(pets
) to their plece in the (formations."

Even with the poor state of the text,19 we can see that when
the three battslions had reached the enemy line all together, they
then operated in sequence.- The first battalion threw, aﬁd.then
partially withdrew; the second battalion followed suit, and so
on. On completion of their attack, all battalions withdrew to
their place in the heavy infantry lines together. This we know
from VIII,l-3%a, which deskribes the method of withdrawal of the
first wave of skirmishers, comprising two battalions:

'"The trumpets shall continue blowing to

direct ( %35 ) the slingers until they have

finished throwing seven times. Then the.

priests shall blow on the trumpets of with-

drawal ( 21¥®» ) -and they shall come by the

side of the first formation (T21¢’®710 A37I¥nN)

to take up position in their 2llotted place

( otnvmn by as aab)."

There are two possible meanings of the phpase "by the side
of the first formation"; Either the skirmishing battalions re-
tire one at & time to a.place beside the heavy infantry forma-
tion, that is, the front line of the '"front formation", or the

second battalion (to which the text refers) takes up position

beside the first, which must already have retired. In either

case, an intermediéte position of withdrawal is indicated, and
this is referred to as the THAY¥®W , Apparently the final with-
drawal of the skirmishing battalions takes place only when the
next wave has been summoned, thus providing & continuous assault
against the ehemy and avoiding an awkward interval in the
proceedings.

This sequence of events explainé why IX,3-4 states that six
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skirmishing battalions join with the one skirmishing battalion

alreasdy fighting. The last wsve of skirmishers consists of two

battalions; the one has already assaulted the enemy.and
effected its partiai withdrawal; the second battalion of this
‘,last wave is engaged at that moment. Although the text of
IX,3-4 implies that all the skirmishing battalions join in from
their position in the midst of the front formstions ( |¥N»
AD'JQEW n1;wyU)2°, our own interpretation of the order of
events woulﬂ require that one of these was not withinAthe ranks
of the'heavy infantry, but at the position of intermediate with-
drawal already'described. The writer may perhaps be excused
for a‘cértain looseness of‘expression; (unless the procedure
'for the last two skirmishing battaliéns did not exectly follow
éhat of the first two waves).

In all probability, the intermediate withdrawal position
(called the TAYM ), is the position taken up by thé skirmish-
ing battalions after their arraying in front of their own lines;
VIII, 4 refers wi e skirmishers as "taking up positiﬁn Betwesn
the lines'" (MDAX P2 1TAYI). Once the skirmishing.battalioh had
thrown, and was disarmed, it would retire behind the protective
cover of the next battalion.

. To sum ﬁb, then, The three waves of ékirmishing battalions
follow the séme procedure: 1l., they emerge from the ranks of the
héavy infantry in columns.  2. ~they array in front of their own
lines. This is their intermediate position. 3. Then they ad-
vance together. 4. The firstimttalion of ﬁhe wave uses its
weapons, and then retirés to the intermediaté position. 5. The
other Battalion(sj follow suit. 6. When all the battalions are

back in the intermediatevposition, the next wave of skirmishers

1 o L% o
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ié called out. 7, The previous wave retreats back into the
hesvy infantry ranks. In the case of the.finai ski:mishius
battalion, the remaining skirmishing battaliqns, together with
the srmy, join with it, while it is still engaged, and drive
back the enemy. (IX.3ff.)

fhe incredible procedure whereby » small section of the
army, namely 7,000 skirmishers, ovércomes the enemy, whilst
the bWlk of the army enters ﬁhé battle only so as to pursue an
already overcome énemy{ demands an explanation. Thefe does in
fact appear to be a plauéible explanstion for this, and we

1

'shall investigate this shortly.2 At present, there is one

further aspect of the 2rmy which ought to be examined.

The Conscription of the Army

The informetion on this aspect of the army is drawn from
cols. 1I-IV, and has already been investigated by Yadin, pp.38-86.
The present account is basically a restatement of Yadin's
conclusions.22

From the list of banners in III,12ff. we know that the

2 e
c;ongregation“3 divided into camps of three tribes, tribes, clans
( MTOwn ), thousands, hundreds, fifties, and tens. We can
-deduce slso that the clan is the equivelent in some ﬁay of the

myriad (10’000).24

As observed, the system is baéed on the
account of the organisation of the tribes of Israel given in
Num., i-x,10. Naturslly, the Pentateuchal description is
artificial énd does not represent the actual structure of the
tribes prior to entry into Canasn. But there may be some kind .

of historicel basis for the scheme, nonetheless.

An account appears in I Chron. xxvii of a military

organisation attributed to the time of David:

£
3
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"The Israelites (according to their number, namely the heads
of families, captains of thoussnds, hundreds, snd their officers
who served the king in anything which concerned the courses which
changed from month to month, every month of the year) comprised
24,000 in each course ( Nnpb5m»). Over the first course, for the
first month, was Yashob ©am ben Zabdiel, and in his course were_
24,000 men. He came from the clan of Perez, and was in charge
of all the captains of the army for the first month."

Although it hss been sought to prove that this system
applies to a reconstruction of the Israelite army under Josiah,
there is no sound evidence for this view, which depends very much
on circumstantial evidence.25 On the other hand, its attribution
to David by the Chronicler gains support from the description in
ITI Sam. xxiv of a census which David ordered:

. "The king said to Joab, the commander of the afmy, who was
with him, 'Go now through all the Israelite tribes, from Dan to
Beersheba, and make a census of the people, so that I may know
the population'. Joab replied to the king, 'May Yahweh your
god multiply your people, however many they be, a hundred times,
and may your Majesty witness it personally, but why does your
Majesty require this information?' The king nonetheless over-
ruled Josb, and the captains of the army keft the king's presence
and made a census of the people of Israel.....and Joab reported
to the king the total: there were in Israel 800,000 men of
military age, and 500,000 in Judah,'"

The census seems to have had a military purpose, for why
else should the commander of the regular army have‘any objection?
And why should the census involve only the men of military age?
Why was David snxious to know the potentisl military strength
of-hié nation? Yadin has argued most plausibly that the purpose
of this census was to set' up a militia afmy, snd that I Chron.
xxvii actuslly describes the structure of this srmy. According
to Yadin's analysis'of the situation, there were altogether 288
units conscripted for each year, comprising 1,000 men each, and
serving in twelve monthly courses of 24 units per month. The
various tribes, sccording to the scheme enﬁisaged, would be as-

sessed for so many units, depending on their numericel strength.

The actual recruitment of the men to serve in the units would be
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in the hands of the heads of the tribes. Each monthly course
would consist of units drawn from different tribes, so that sa
balance of forces and an equality of distribution throughout the
year might be achieved.

In IGM II we also encounter a system of courses for militsary
service, although the courses are yearly, not monthly. 11,6bff,
reads:

"In the remaining thirty-three years of the war shall the
prominent men summoned to assemb1y26 and all the chiefs of the
clans of the congregation be choosing'(lj;Wnl ------ 1*aY) for
then wafriors for the lands of the gentiles. From all the

tribes of Israel they shall mobilize27

men for militsry service
( x2%b5 nxwb)." Here, too, the recruitment of the soldiers is
undertaken by tribal chiefs; and a new recruitment is made year
by year. A syéfem of monthly courses is nsturally impossible'for
service in other lands, and whereas in the scheﬁe.of David re-
cordea in I Chron. xxvii, the monthly course could only serve for
defensiQe puréoses, David must have had alternétive‘grrangementé
for campaigns abroad in which more than a month's service would
be requirea.2

It seems, then, that the system of IOM.IILff., although based
on Num. i-x,10, also draws on a genuine hiétoriqal precedent, the
ﬁilitia army set up by David (and presumébly continued in some
form by his-sqccessors).

We have now exemined. three aspects of the army of IOM II-IX,
and the conclusions we have drawn are of importance in consider-

ing the question of the historical roots from which IQM II-IX as

a whole, and of many of its sources as well, are likely to have

sprung.
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NOTES .
1. Cf. Yadin, p.l63f. | il
2. Cf. the slternative account in Yadin, pPP.163-174, esp.

_ pp.165—168. With Yadin we are in agreement o% several
points - the meaning of the terms NDIIYMN and aTo
and the compoéition of the front formation from seven units
of a thousand men esch. But we disagree with the total num-
ber of heavy infantry (Yadin gives 21,000, p.168) .and the
exact shape of the "front formations',

3. TFor the interpretation of this term ( "5y 12XN ), cf. Yadin,
pp.165-167; Jongeling, p.148f., who offers the same
translétion.

4, Yadin arrives at three such formations, since he regards
the total number-of heavy infantry as 21,000. This involves
taking IX,4bf. - '"thé whole army, seven formations, twenty-

- eight thousand séldiers.'etc." as meaning that the twenty-
eight thousand inclﬁdes the seven thoﬁsand skirmishers. But

how is '"seven formations'" thus arrived at? It is surely

ERR R

better to suppose that the seven formations mentioned are

the skirmishers, and that 23,000 are the heavy infantry.

Moréover, this arfangement makes it possible to‘have a
""middle interval" (VII,9) withduﬁ iqvglving an extra gap

in the middle of the'ce;tre formatipn, as Yadin has to reckon
with,Cf. Ysdin, p.1l68 for the alternative arrangemgnf.

Se Cf.-Yadin, p.156; Other interpreters translate the term as

"champions" (Jongeling), "infantry" (Dupont—Sommer), "com-
batants' (Carmignac). Dupont-Sommer thinks all those be-
side the cavalry are meant (p.33), and Carmignac refuses to

recognise any specific division of the army, but suggeste
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that the term applies to all the infantry_who advance from
the ragks to combat (p.20). Van der Ploeg and Jongeiing
agree with Yadin's interpretation of the role of these men,
(pp.68 and 73f. respectively).

6. The meaning of '"each formation' in VII,17 is ambighous. It
might mean évery one of the front formations, but more
probably':eféps‘to the skirmishing formations, -

l'?.‘ Seé below, pp.6E6ff. |

8 Note the ﬁnémbiguous use of {137IyM here, as=%he‘whole infantry:>

9, T1M»n can mean "army" as well ss "camp". The translation
offered here is defended below, p.64f.

10. See above, p.€O. |

11. ﬁ.g, van‘dér Ploeg, VI 1955, pﬁgBB?ffﬂMJa" Van der Ploeg later

' revised his.opinion and suggested 3,200 cavalry to guard the
~camp (p.lOSf.), Fb; a number of other suggestions, cf,
'_Jongeling,App.l78ff; None of the alfernatives.is plausible;

no totally adgquate accouqt of the disposition of the
cafalry is yet in evidence, as we have suggested, (above, p.63);‘w

12. Seefbeiow,:p.Sl.forhthe argument. | |

‘13, In this stratum, note th.ét‘ M21¥ND 11D ‘WM refers to. the .
.heévy infanfry; in the stratum following (line 11) the phrase

j*-wn "W means all infantry. But in VI,14, the 720 Wwia®
aré the cavalry‘who ackompany the.h;avy infantry. Thére is
thus‘a~good deal of ambiguity in the use of the word 0o ,
indic;ting probably different souréés. The useof 702 in
XV-XIX will éléo demand discussionj see below, p.l00,n.3.

14, In fact, ﬁeré T LIS éppears to mean horsemén and to mean
either cavalry or just the horses. It is thus possible to

argue a third, different use of terminology in this stratum.

3
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15. The meaning of M YW is generally sgreed to be the gaps
through which the skirmishers pass. Carmignsac, tp.hh) thinks
of the gates of the camp, and van der Ploeg is uncertain
which he prefers (p.77f.) Yadin (p.l46ff.) first suggested
this transiation of M "Iyw (Dupont-Sommer offers no explaﬁ-

" ation); Jongeling (p.l1l07) agrees witleadin.

16. For the meaning of these terms (which is of no great import-
ance for our purpose) cf. Yadin, pp.99ff,

17. Cf. IQM VIII,1; above, p.4l.

A18. Restoration here is almost certain, after VIII,38; cf. XVI,7.
19. Restoration follo&s Yadin, Carmignac, van der. Ploeg, et. al.
20. It is curious that this obvious ﬁrdblem has rémained unde-

tected by previous commentators. ©Even on én alternative

view of the sequence of the battle from our own, some diffi-
culty would be involved in explaining that each skirmishing
battalion retired immediately gfter discharging its weapons.

21. See below, p.Si. |

22. Cf, also Yadin, The Art of Warfare in®iblical Lahds, Jerusa-

| lem, 1963, pp.262-264, 2794284. (£.7., London 1963). |

23. For a discussion of. this term, see below, p.78f,

24, Yadin, p.49, cf. above, p.35.

25. Junge, Die Wiederaufbau &es Heerwesens des Reiches Juds unter
Josis, BWANT IV,23), 1937, pp.60ff.._See Yadin's own review
in ¥edipot 15 (5710)pp.88ff., where the case is challenged
in some detéil.

26. Does .the phrase as a whole mean "councillors'?

27. Jongeling, p.88 for the possible meanings.
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IITI. THE HISTORICAL ORIGINS OF COLS., II-IX

Preliminary Considerations

A considerable body of literature already exists on ﬁhe
.question of the dat9 and background of IQM. Much of this has
centred on the debate about ”Roman" or "Seleuéid“ origins, and
the evidence cited has frequently involved the identity of the
Kittim and the military msnouevres, mentioned in IQM.

Both of these are unsatisfactory criteria for dating the
Wwar Scroll. We are insufficiently knowledgeable aboﬁt Helleni-
stic warfare to arrive at definite decisions regarding the
ﬁilitary manoeuvres in thé scroll; and in any case, it would be
‘a little surprising if Jéwish military -prasctice were not reflécted
in IQM rather than the practice of the Jews' enemies., Buﬁ this
is, after all, Speculativé.l On the identity of the Kittim, the
debate has not produced any convincing arguments for recognising
either Greeks or Romans'as Kittim; the alternéti&e theory that
.the Kittim stand simply for the Iinal Enémy2 is still no less
plausible. » |

The fﬁndamental érror which néarly all thé contributions to
the question have committed is simply in regarding IQM as if it
were a litersry unit which could be ascribed to'a single date or;
background. That IYM as a composition mdy be assigned a'd#fe of
compilation is obvioué; but meny of the clues which Have_been in-
Qicéted by scholars in the text of IYM do not»estébliah thé date
of IMM as a whole,.buf.only suggest the date of composition of
the source from which they are taken.

In other Qords, we have féturﬁed to our original thesis,
that the first objective in studying the scroll is to determine

the literary units ﬁhichﬂmake it up, and to find the historical
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origin of these; then to proceed to establish the date at which
the final compilation was msde, and the reason for such a cdmp-
ilation, Thus, our own procédure will be to examine all the
literary components of IQM first, in order to establish the‘date
and purpose of these; then, finally, té consider the question of
IoM s s‘whole.

Most recent studies of IQM have tended to favour the view
that it is the product of the Maccabean period, or at least the
major part of it, There'are cerfgin preliminary considerations
in favour of this view insofar as cols. II-ix.are concerned, and
these we shall mention before commencing oﬁr‘own line of
investigation.

3egal has pointed out3 that we encounter in IQM II-IX a plan
for an aggressive war by Israel in which its néigﬁﬁzours will be
vanqﬁished. He notes thafihié marks a dramafic deveiopment from
what he calls the "prophetic' conceptidn of holy war, ip wﬁich
the preeminent agent is God; and‘fhe_human role i; relatively
insignificant. Such a sudden surge of ‘confidence and aggressive
feeling, afgues Segal, must be aﬁtributed to the extiaordinary
success of the Naccabeén,warg and the rekindling of hafionalistic
ambitions, A further implication of Segal's remarks, which he
does not explicitly'stéte, is:tﬁat such a war as IQM II-IX
presents, ought'et least tb have been conéiﬂergd as possible at-
the time when it was written; it is one . thing to proéhqsy the.
ihminent intervention of God (as in Daniel, for instance) but
quite another to prediét a vast successful campaign of world
doﬁination, waged in human terms.

cegal has a ﬁore specific case when he draws our attention
to the list of nations in IQM I,1-2a. He argueé that this list

contains nations which had no longer any political existence

°
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after the Roman occupat1on and annexation of Syria and Palestlne.4
On the other hand, all thé nations mentioned existed in the time.
of the Maccabees. Furthermore, the term "offenders against the
covenant" quotes from Dan. xi,32, where it means renegade Jews
"prepared to accept-Héllenisation. The term "Kittim of Asshur"
appliés very plausibly to the Seleucid dynasty, and thus the en-
tire list mey be said to reflect a Maccabean or immediaﬁely post-
Maccabean situation.5

.Another line of argument has been followea'by Osfen-Sacken.6
He attempts to show parallels between the m111tary practices of
the Maccabees, as recorded in I and II Macec. and those of INM.
His conclusion that there is 2 firm connectlon.ls not, in our
opinion, at all warranted by the evidence which he pfesents, but
a much fuller exsmination of his thesis is certainly suggested.
in fact, thised Ere. @ Kuaber GF important ééfalléls between IQM
II-IX and the Maccabean wars, which are, in our oﬁinion, suffic~
ient to inqicate most strongly an original Maccabean setting for
most of the material in these columns. We shall commence fhis
line of inqguiry by undeflining‘somé significant features of the

Maccabean army.

The Maccabean Army

We ﬁéve already argued that IGM II-iX.éontains deacriﬁtions
of the institution o GRIINYe army to fight the major part of
the war.' Thaf the Maccabean army as set up by Judss was also or-

'Fanlsed on similar l1nes can be demonstrated from certain passageé

in I Mace.; the chief witness being I Macc. iii,42-60:

"Now Judas and his brothers saw that misfortunes had in-
creased and that the forces (viz. of Lysias) were encamped in

their territory. They learned also what the king had ordered to
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be done to the people to bring about their final destruction.

But they said to one another, 'Let us repair the aestruction of
our people, and figﬁt for our people and our sanctuar&.' And the
congregatioﬁ ( 6UVdevﬁ ) ‘assembled to prepare for battle;‘and
to prepare for battle, and t; pray and ask fér mercy and for ¥
compassion.......So.they.éssembleé, and went to Mizpah, opposite
Jerusalem, since Israel hsd“qnce had a place of prayer at Mizpah.
That day they fasted, put on sackcloth and sprinkied ashes on
their heads, and tore their cloﬁhing.A They opened the Torah to
inquire about those of which the Gentiles usea to inquire from
the images of their false godSss....2nd they cried aloud to
Gd&.......Then they sounded the trumpets and gave a loud shout,
whereupon Judas appointed leaders of the pople, in charge of
thousands, hundreds, fifties andAtens. And he said to those who
were building houses, or were betrothed, or were-plantiﬁg'vine-

fards, or were fainthearted that each should return ﬁome, in ac-

cordance with the Torah. Then thé army set off and encamped to
the south of Emmaus., And Judas said, 'Gird yourselves and be
COUr8ZeOUSsaaas n?
| Now, since we have already been told (I Macc. ii,4h4) that
military force had been set up by Mattathias.and his followers,
the question arises, what aoes the above paésage.refef to? It
seems to describe the organisatién of an érmy, although already
two engagements have been successfully fought. However; we are
also told that the operations of the Maccabees were directed mainiy
at renegade Jews, and thus did not envisage any 1arge-§ca;e con-
frontation with the leleucid forces, (c¢f. I Macc. ii, 44-48),

YWe must presumably reckon with a numerically small force.

We are told that the Maccabesn resistance mow faced an

enemy army of 47,000 men (ii,}?), and it is apparently in




79.

response to this threat that the assémbly at Mizpah is convened.,

Firstly we are told that the congregation ( GUV¢w~$ﬁ ) assembled.
What is the significance of this term? 6uUvdywywn appears approxi-
mately 200 times in the LXX, in 130 of which the Hebrew trans-

. .

lated is - ¥ .’ It denotes particulsdy the people of

Israel as a community aessembled for a purpo;e ~ a cultic cele-
bration, for instance, or a war.8 It is the "congregation' which
'here,'inlI Macc., ii, 44 assembles for certaiﬁ rites preparatory
to war.,
Another Hebrew term which deserves considerstion hefe is
e Ap?rt from the general meaning 'peonle', fhi$ often de=-

9

noges also the army of Iérael. Hence the term "leéders of the
ipedﬁle” (4N09u€Q0u; :180 AdOU ) in I Macc. iii,55 means captains
of the army. Both WTY and DY are used in.IQM II-IX in ex-
actly the same seﬂse & cf; TI.0% TYI,2.1%; IV.9: ete.
The rites whlch the congregation perform at Mlzpah are

those of Holy War, and even the choice of Mlzpah 1tself reflects
thls,.for-ln the 0.T. it is assoclatedAwith'the Holy War tradit-
ion as'a Sanctuary.lo The rités are praying (sacrifice being no
'1055er permitted) fasting, and consultlng the Torah as an oracle.
Th1> is followed by a shout - certalnly the ny\wn of the o, T.ll
Then the selection of officers of thousands, hun@réds; fifties
" and tens takes place. This division of the army is based on
the O,T.l2 but ié found also in IQM'IijIX. The ;election of pf-
ficers and the ensuing exemﬁtion of certain classes follows, (buf
not exactly in the correct order) the law prescribed in Deut.xx,iff.

| The army which is thus set up is what we should term a i
"militia". The recruitment is made from o1l eligible members of

the cohgregation. It seems that 3,000 men were finally con;

scripted (I Macc.iv,6). At this crucisl stage in the war, Judas
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revives the 0.T. militia army, and rehearses the traditional
Holy war rites which sccompany it.

The extent of the orgénisation of this army i& demonstrated
by I Macc. vii,43-50, in which Nicanor is d‘efeated by Judas'
army and pursued a day's journey from the battlefield:

| ""The Jews pursued them 2z day's journey from Adasa, as far
as Gazara, and as they followed, they kept sounding (é&;hﬂcov )
the trumpets of fanfare. An@ the men éamé out of all the vill-
ages in the area, and outflanked the enemy, drivihg them back
to meet their pursuers, so that sll fell to the sword; not even
one of them eséaped."

This manoeuvre is certainly not spontaneous. .The enemy
were systematically outflanked by men who lay in the surroundihg
villéges prepared for the signal. The signal was a special kipd
of trumpet call, on the "trumpets of fanfare''. The Greek.expres-
sion.(GéAmqyes v smwmﬁw)'is the reéular LXX ‘translation of
AYIIN T navgsIm, This is one of the few indications of trum-
pet signals used by Jews during battle, and corresponds with the
information we have encountered in IQM, II-IX, where a W\ YI1D
is one of the main‘signals.IB The manoeuvre in question is, in
effect, an ambushj; this too is included in I{M II-IX as a tacéic,
_having even its own trumpet (III,2.8; cf. IX,18).

The tactic of the smbush is a common.feature'of guerilla
warfare, and is well attested in O;T.Aaccougts.lu The Maccabees
-avoided pitched battlés, where their numerically inferior forces
were at a disadvantage, and generally adopted guerilla taetics.
However; as the Maccabean army grew, and the ambitions of its
lcaders mounted, the popular, guerilla army of the early days was
gradually replesced by a properly armed and trained army, which

under the Hasmonean princes undertook aggressive measures against
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neighbouring states. One of the innovations introduced by John
Hyrcanus was cavalry.l5 "We must now look in greater detail at

the tactics of the Maccabean army.

The Militery Tectics of the Maccsbean Army

In the battle.sequence which IgM II-IX incorporates, the
bulk of the fighting, as we have illustrated, is actually doﬁe
by skirmishing troops. The heavy infantry and cavalry partici-
pate only in the final pursuit, snd the enemy sre put into re-
treat by a meré'7,QOO men. Moreover, we hsve indicated our sus-
picion that the cavalry have béen added subsequently to an army
wﬁich originally did not contain them. 'This suspicion is reinw-
fofcéd by the absence of any cavalry in the army depicfed in
cols. XV-XIX.ls- |

Now, thg_early.Maccabeanlarmy was ill-equipped (I Macec.iii,
12; iv,6) and fought essentially skirmishing tactics; that is,
they avoided pitchéd battles at close range, but used the ad-
vahfaées of smaller numbers, increased hobility and knowledge of
 the terrain to defeat larger and more cumbersome armies., The
system of fightiné whicﬁ the Maccabees were éccustomed to was
tﬁerefore very similar- to that which we fipd in IoM Ii-IX. wﬁere
the_engmy a}e défeated by a‘smail number .of lightly-armed troops
wielding missiles, (and only finally resorting to élose tactics).
The army-of‘iQM II-IX is in appeérance a fully-deveiOped one,
but it is not employed to4proper effect; the system of fighting

is that of the Maccabéan warriors.

The Use of Trumpets

The details in IQM on the subject of trumpets are not al-

ways cénsistent, but there is sufficient similarity in




prescribed inscriptions, the likelihood of the Maccabean influemce

on the War 3croll in this respect is rather high.

Nationalism

One -of the more important features of thg Maccabean war,
especiselly as recorded in I Macc., is the evidence of high nat-
ionalistic feeling, in which the‘Deuteronomic dichotoﬁy between
"Israel” and '"the nations'" is revived. In I Macc. ii,39, Mattathias
speaks of "fighting with the Gentiles for our 1ive§ and our laws';
the Gentiles' wish is to '"destroy us from the earth" (cf. also
11:6By 411,525 fwill)e taraalis ;ery existence is threatened by
"the gentiles" who remain almost always undifferentiated, (cf.
1332503 iv,lh.h§.54; v,19; etc.). So that although the
- Maccabean revolt arose out of religioué persecution, and en-
shrined religious aims, it containgd a very étrong_eiement of
political nationalism; that is, it aimed at Israel}s_politicai
freedom as well as religious independence. This was not shared
by, for instancé the Hasidim (cf, I Macc.vii,lldfr.) but has
emerged strongly in the account of I Macc., whose author, writing

23

in the Hasmonean period~~ recognised as having bgen present from
the beginning and finding its logical outcome in the national-
istic policies of the Hasmonebn princes,‘who sought to increase
the political status of Israel by diplomééic and military means.

Consipicuously absent in the accounts of I Macc. is any

divine intervention. The credit for victory goes often enough

WA

to God, but God is regarded as working through human agencies.
’Tﬁis is, of course, in stark contrast to II Macc. At one place,
admittedly, Judas refers to the slaughter of Sennacherib;s
troops by God's angel, and asks for this to be repeated (I Macc.

vii,41f,). - But whereas the precedent referred to took place
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- without any human activity,ah in this case the Maccabean army
is about to take the field. One cannot therefore take Judas'
-statement completely at face value.-

Can we find this Maccabean nationalism the roots of.IQM
II-IX, which also displays a nationalistic attitude and rejeéts
any direct divine intervention on the battlefield? In this
particular instance, as with seve;al of the instaﬁces we have
cited in this chapter,'one-can‘hardly assert categorically that
Maccabean influence is present in I9M II—IX. But the cumulative
wéight of the evidence we have presentéd seems to ﬁs overwhelm~
ing, and we shall seek now to suggest how I.M TI-IX might have

criginated and developed.
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NOTES

1. Cf. the remarks above, p.5 and n.l,

2« So Jongéling, p.51, following, more or less, the view of
Carmignac that the word "Kittim'" merely means "netions"

(pet). Views which hold that the word "Kittim" does not

apply to ény nation (eeg. R. North, "Kittim" War or ''Sectaries"

Liturgy? Biblica, 1958, pp.84-93 hardly explain fhe presence
of a "king of the Kittim" at XV,2.

3. Art, olt, pp.13Bff.

4. It is possible, of course, that the list contained in I,1lb,2a
draws simply from & traditional 0.T. list of enemies (cf. II
Kings xxiv,2; Is. xi,1l4, Dan. xi,41-42), but this raises
grave questions about the very nature of the scroll; is the
list in II,)Off. "theorétical" also? This kind of arguﬁen—
tation is not very convincing, in our opinion, for thé
"offenders against the coyenant” are not included in the
0.T. lists cited.

5. The terms "Maccabean' and "post-Maccabean'" or "Hasmonean'" are
rather vague, and ussage differs from one writer to another.
For the purposes of this study, the word 'Maccabean"applies
until and including the reign of Jonathan (d. 142 B.C.);
thereafter the word "Hasmonean' Qill be used., This distinc-
tion is perhaps arbifrary, but is aé least consistently to
be applied.

6. Cf. our discussion of I Macc. iii, 46 in JTS XXIII, (1972),
PPr.117-121,

7. Kittel, Theologisches Worterbuch zum N.T., VII, (1964)

pp.802£F,
8. TIbid, p.802.

9. .Cf. von Rad, Der heilige Krieg, p.5.
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Davies, art, cit., p.l118.

Cf. P, Humbert, Le Torouah. Analyse d'un rite biblique,

4

Neuchatel, 1946 for a detailed study of this practicec.

Josephus, for instance, states that Judas' array was
organised "in the old traditional manner' - Tov
dpYdiov  TPOWOV KL WTpLov (Autiquities XII, vii,3).

Cf. IQM III,1l; VIII,7.15; IX,1.7; etc.

E.ge Josh,vii,2; Judg. ix,25; xx,29; etc.

Cf. I Macc. xvi,k.

On this point, see below, pp.lO4ff.

See above, p.32f. “

E.ge at Num xxxi,6.

Above, p.80.

See above, p.37T.

Above, p.33 for the formula.

Cf. Yadin, p.58,n.1l. Attention was first drawn to these by
Avi-Yonah, IEJ 2 (1952), p.3.

For the date of I,Maéc., cf. Abel, Les Livres des Maccabées,

Paris, 1949, pp.XXVII-XXIX.

II Kings xix, 35.
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IV, THE COMPOSITION OF COLS, ITI-IX

We have already shown that the information in II—IX regard-
ing the st?ucture of the army and the techniqué of pitched battie
is consistént,_although different gources are to be discerned.
This indicaies a‘éommon conception, shared by'a.number of sources,
which we have suggested arises from a concrete historiéal sitﬁ—
,atibg.' The manner of fighting the pitched battle indicates
Maccabean gﬁerilla tactics, and the trumpets also may be
derivéd from the same origin. Clearly, however.‘werhave to ex~
-plain not oﬁly the parallels'with Maccabean Qarfare, butialeo-the.
developments which are present in the scroll. Of these, the two
most evident are the enlarged army, most of which .is redundant,
and the namés of the trumpets, where there is some diéagreement.

Our starting point ought to be the source which we have
identified as the military manual, namely V,3-ba,16-E; VI,8-
lla; Ik,lOff.1 For it is this source whose.natufe we have been
able ﬁoldiscern ﬁost readily, viz. as‘a practical'militaryAtext~
book; a qewish military manual, evidently, ané ene which méy be
said'to-show traces of Maccabean warfare. The production of such
a work is_pérhapé to beAatfributed to the period-ét‘which regular
Jewish armies were being traiped, and the traininngas based
partiy on ﬁhe Maccabean techniques and partly on the observed
.techniqﬁes of'oﬁher nations. We know that s regular Jewish army
was built up.by the later Maccabean and Hasmonean-pyinceé,_and
this backgréund seems idesl for our "militsry maﬂua;".

Since the procedure for the pitched battle (VII,9-IX,9; cf.
V;E;VI,S) fits with the deployﬁent of‘the troops in the “miiifary
manualﬂz, we ms& suppose that this, too, originally came from that
méﬁual. "But in IOM II~IX we do not have the procgdure for the

pitched -battle in a straightforward form, but in two developed
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forms -~ one in which the emphasis is oﬁ the priestly activify
and the correct name and order of the trumpets, and the other
in whith a good deal of interference with the text, to say the
least, has taken place.?

Since basically, the names and number of the trumpets can
be accomﬁodated to the pitched battle procedure, we may-proceed
further and suggest that details of the trumpets used in battle
were also part of the military manuwal, But, again, we do not
ﬁave the names in their.original form, but in developed forms,
‘such gs the lists in col. III, and VII,9ff.

If we accept, then, that a good deal of the material iﬁ II-
IX comes from a Hasmonean militsry manual, it must not be over-
looked that in its present form, all this material is subordi-
nated‘to an overail eschatological scheme, in which Israel will
defeat the nations of the earth over a period of forty years.
That such an idea is most plausibly set in the contex£ of post-
Maccabean euphorié we have already suggestedh. Although the
influence of Num. i-x,10 is paramount, that does not mean to say
that this eschatological scheme is nothing more than a theolagi-
cal exercise. Predictidns about the future,tb mean anything,
‘heve to be at lesst conceivable; and where no divine hiracle,
without human éssistance, is bredicted, thén'there has to be
some basis, however slender,Ain the current historical situation
to make such a hope capable of being entertained.l Te predict
the return of the ten lost tribes of Israel, to begin with, might

5

be a sign of post-Maccabean confidence, This, perhaps, is ex-
pected to happen after the first six years of the war, These
first six (or seven, including the sabbatical yeer) will see the

land of Israel freed from foreign domination.6 Now this, of

course, will have already taken place - or be taking place -~ at

5 re bt o b oy,
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the time when II-IX was compiled., Has the war of forty years al-

. ready started?

We cannot date II-IX precisely, but we can show when it is
most likely to have been compiled, and from what sources. Wé can

suggest that the period imnedistely following the Maccabesn

 successes when the Jews attained political independence, was a
period of great optimism; Israel had her own army once again,

and was determined to fight. - Under the influehce of Num. i-x,10,
théfé is developed by a circle of idealists a plan fof the ful-
filment of Isrsel's ambitions. Drawing on the contemporary
military manusl, snd developing certain ideastin it, they prod-
uced the bulk of the material which is found in IOM II-IX. But

no éingle document emerged until a compiler assembied various
passages from these writings. Possibly it was only with thislcomu
piler that a fully-fledged scheme matured. But we may conclude
that well béfore the Roman presencé was established in Palestine,

the document now in ICM II-IX had been put together,’

Was it & product of the Cumran sect? This is impossible
to-séy;‘it has certainly left traces in other documents from
Qumran, and notably 13857. But it is, generally spesking, rather
difficult to find's Qumran origin for this document; it has no

- dualistic ideas; it is pag—Iéraelite in quflook; and there are
né major sectarian indicatiohs, apart from the solar calendar

(II,1ff.). It might well have srisen, however, in circles which

were eventually drawn into the Qumran community.
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le. #ee above, p.39f.

2. See above, p.59.

3. See above, pp.4Off.
L, Avove, p.76.

5« This particular hope has been surmised for the post-Madcabean

period; c¢f. J. Murphy-O'Connor, An Lssene Missionary Document?

CD 1T,14-VI,1, RB 77 (1970), pp.201-229,cf. p.214f. Murphy-

O'Connor cites Albright, From the Stone Age to Christianity,

New York. (1957), pp.21-22. 376.
6. See above, p.25f.

7. Cf. Osten-3acken, pp.234ff. The observations are valid, the

conclusions probably wrong. There are also important dif-
ferences between IQSa and IMM II-IX, such as the absence of
any Messiah.figure in the latter, which he has completely

ignored.
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I. COL. XIV AND COLS. XV-XIX

Introduction

.In»cols. II-IX we encountered the schéme of a8 Torty yeérs'
war weged by the twelvé tribes of Iérael against thé nations.
Cols. XV-XIX contain a quite different picture of the final war,
which is to be fought between the sons of light and the séns of
darkﬁéss; On the side of the sons of darkness are r;hged fhe
fofces of Belial and the arﬁy of the Kittim. The rather nat-
ibnalistié tone of II-IX is here replaced by a strong ethical one.,
The enemy represent evil and wickedness, and .are therefore dest-
'ined-for.deStruction. The sons of light. are to be saved by God,
who will intervene in the closihg stage éf the struggle to des-
troy tbe‘sons of darkness.

The whole ‘conflict will take place,in se&en stages ( NHYIIR)
in'which'the sons of light and the sons of darkness will . easch be
Qiétorioﬁs three times. The sccount contains much liturgy to'be
performed before, duping and éfteruthe struggie;

"One of the important themes of thi§ dqcument’is its emphasis
on "festingd. There are to be éasugltiés during thé battle.from
amongst the sons of light, ahd thié is intended to refine and
test them. A special speech is devoted to this subject.

That cols. XV-XIX form a’siﬁgle document has beeh acceﬁted
by most scholars, although there is some dispute as to thé point
.aﬁ whiéh the document acfually'begins.l 'However, the present:
state of the document has been arrived at ohly through a fairly
long process of devglopméht, and this can bé shown with rgasonAble
confidepﬁe,-since IQM itself conpains,a.frggmenf“of an earlier
- recension of the document, namely, col. XIV. It is the purfose

‘of this chapter to demonstrate the relstionship between col. XIV
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"And they shall return to the place where they
had taken up their position, where they had
: : osrrayed the formation, before the falling of
f- : the enemy's slain, snd in that place they
‘ shall 31l bless the God of Israela.....and
speak the following words."
Lét us consider the following points of comparison:
8. There is no mention of Chief Priest, priests or levites; all
the verbs are plural - even INVTD , which is in contrast to
XV,5 where the Chief Priest is described as having arrayed

the forhations.

8 b. The verbs WAl and TAY do not occur, but we do find S
and BTAYY, This "place-at-which-they-stood'" is identified

with the spot where the formetions had been arrayed in the

first instance. This agrees with XV, 4ff.
¢. The word TW occurs, referring to the place where the for-
[had been - mationf{ Now, whereas in the ‘passages cited from XV-XIX, the

arroyed/ . 4 - , :
. plece at which the liturgy was performed ( DWW ) was "in

front of the formstion'", here it is at the actusl spot

where the formations were érrayed. This distinction might
be over~trivial, but could reflect the absence of anj
priests or levites'who would ;tand in front of the troops{
i.e. the centre of thé liturgical stage, as it were, is not

in front of the formation, where the priests and levites

are (as in XV-XIX), but in the fofmation'itsélf, fo: thg
1iturgx is conducted By the troﬁps'themselves, according
to XIV,3-k4,

d. The formuls VYAX1 11Y recurs - like all the verbs, in the
ﬁlurél.

e. The expreséion'&l1w' 5% recurs.
Amongst the striking correspondences between the "frsmework

passage' of col. XIV and those of XV-XIX, there is one important
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difference, the sbsence of any priests or levites 1eading the
liturgy. But a still more significant difference can be revealed.,
This difference will become most prominent when_We,study the
battle-narrative sections of XV-XIX, but it must be faken note of
here. The enemy in col. XIV,? are referred to as Dﬁlﬂi\v-a
usage which is adopted also in cols. II-IX. But in the framework
passaées, (and the battle-narrative psssages) of XV-XIX, the
enemy are specified in every case, and the word 271X ifself does
not even occuf‘.5 In XV,2-3 the enemy are the‘"Kittim and all the
army of Belial”; in XVI,3a '"the Kittim'"; in XVI,11 ''the sons of
darkﬁess”; in XVII,16 ”the sons Qf darkness'; in XVIII}I the
enemy isv"Belial”; in XVIII,2f. "Asshur', "Kittim" and "Belial"
all .occur; in XIX,10f,. "the Kittiﬁ, the multitude of Asshurﬁ is
used,

Thus, between the passages we have compared in col. XIV and
ébls. XV-XfX there.are both striking similarities and striking

differences.

The Liturgy of XIV and XV-XIX

_not intended at this point. A few observations will serve to

‘though slightly different in outlook snd purpose, reflect a situ-

A detailed comparison of thie liturgy of XIV and XV-XIX is

bring out the character of the relationship between the tﬁo. In
any case, the liturgy of XV-XIX is varied in its theology and
must be carefully evaluated, The liturgy in col. XIV may be

divided into three hymns; of which the first two are related to

the rubric preceding (lines 2-48);6 These first‘two'hgmns, al-

ation in which Israel is suffering oppression. In the first

hymn, (4b-8a) this comes from an "assembly of nations" who are
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intent on destruction. The ethical differences between the two

parties in the struggle is stressed., In the second hymn, the

‘struggle is understood as reflecting a2 cosmic struggle in which

 God protects his own from the devices of the followers of Belial,

(lines 8b~12a). Ttliis latter hymn is dualistic, but its duslism
is different from that of XV-XIX. There are no Kittim or sons
of darkness indeed no military confrpntation is referred toe
The differences we have been stressing, ﬂowever, do not
really apply between the liturgy of XIV andathe liturgy of XV-

XIX, but between the liturgy of XIV snd the framework of XV-XIX,

" The distinctive theology of XV-XIX is imparted entirely by the

framework passages; the hymns which XV-XIX include are, gener-
ally speaking, fairly similar tq those of col. XIV. But they
have in some ceses been revised, and one hymn in XV-XIX is in
fact 2 product of the same way of thinking as the framework
passafes, Without a study of each of the hymns individually, no

clear picture of the relationship between the liturgy of XIV and

AV~XIX can be drawn.

Col. XIV An Zarlier Recension of XV-XIX

That XIV is similar in structure to XV-XIX (with rubrics
and liturgy) is evident from ‘the outset. Thet XIV is not a mis-
placed part of XV-XIX has already been s;ggested.by the differ-
ences we have been careful to point out. But what is the exact

relationship between XIV and XV-XIX? This can be answered by

comparing XIV,l-4a and XVITI-XIX. Both cover the same episode,

the morning after the battle in which the enemy have been slain.
According to XIV,l1-4a, the enemy were defeated on the previous
day by the victorious srmy, whose bodies and clothing are covered

with the blood of their foes. The two liturgical items mentioned
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are a ""hymn of return" in the evening and a hymn of thanksgiving
on the fbllQWing morning.
- But according to XIX,10:
", eeothat n(igh)t (shall be) & rest for them
until the morning. And in the morning they
" shall come to the (pls)ce where the formation
_(had been made) (where the warrio)rs of the
Kittim {had fallen), the multitude of.Asshur,
and the army of all the nations that had as-
sembled - ) slain C J
had fallen there by the sword of Godss.."

This passage, although sadly incomplete, certainly covers
the same episode as XIV,1-4a and in nothing like the same words.
_Thefe is no possibility. of relating the texts of the two sccounts.
Moreover; there is probably & very profound difference between
the two versions, although we shall have to refer.to XVIII,1ff.
to establish this, because the text of XIX,10ff. is not well
enough preserved to give a clear answer.

XIX,11b.12a refers to the enemy 28 ''slain...fsllen by the
sword of God". Yadin understands the passage to mean that the
warriors, in returning to the scene of the battle on the morning
after, find the enemy miraculously slain by God,:after the man-
ner of Sennacherib's experience recorded in II Kings xix,35ff.
The text itself does not explicitly>say this, but some support
for this view comes from an earlier passage. At first, XVIII,1ff.
seems to be describing the annihilation of the eneny on the
previous night:

"esassWhen the great hand of God shall be
raised up against Belial and against all the
aCrm)y of his dominion, for everlasting
affliction ( ~ ) and the
shouting of the »wiip7 in pursuit of Asshur,
and the sons of Japheth shall fall, never to
rise again, and the Kittim shall be broken,
without ) lifting of the
hand of the God of Israel againat &ll the

multitude of Belial., At that time, the
priests shall sound a fanfare...."
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The passage which follows is an extract of battle-narrative,
describing how the army spreads out to destroy the army of the
. Kittim completely. Then follows a hﬁmn of thanksgiYing, in which
God is blessed for his deliverance (XVIII,6bff.). The hymn it-
sélf isAcertainly cpmposite8 and contains a call to Yahweh to
rise and smash his.enemies ~ which, as we have already read, had
been achieved., What taskes place at XVIII,6ff. is a major modi-
fication of the tradition, répresented in col. XIV and in
XVITI,iff., whereby fhe enemy are slaughtered at the end of the
day by the werriors. Now, it appears, & miraculous act of God
is asked for, end in XIX,10ff. we ﬁay confidently read the text
as describing the discovery of this miracle, which has taken place
overnight.
3 We shall exémine the rele?ant pgséages in more detaii at a
1atef stage, so as to try snd determine exactlylat what points
‘in the text the modificatiéns appear'to have been msde. At
present, we are concerned only to assess the rélévance of the
observations to col. XIV, | |
Our conclusion is that col. XIV represents an earlier stage
in thé evolution of.XQ-XIX, in which the battle was won not by
va miréculous intervention by qu butlby slaughter on the even-
ing of the day. This traditipn is maintained by XVIII,1ff.

But since XIX,10ff. has been revised, it bears little resem-
blance to XIV,l-4s. This conclusion also exglaing the relation-
"ship between the rubrics of col, XIV and XV-XIX, from a compari-~ .

son of which we can see other developments in XV~-XIX from the
éarlier version of XIV, namely the introduciiﬁh of Ghie; Priestly
control of the liturgy, and the introduction of the Kittim'as &
specific enemy in place of the neutral word 271X,

Are there any other modifications in XV-XIX over the earlier
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version of XIV? The answer to this is almost certainly in the
affirmative, but'will not be learnt from a comparison of XIV and

XV. We must turn to the contents of XV-XIX themselves.




PART THREE

“COLS. X = XIV
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NOTES

1.

2e

5.

See above, p.19 and below, pp.181ff.

In one case, (XVI,11-12) what appesrs to be battle-narrative

is assigned to the "framework'" element, for reasons given

below, pp.l0Yff., passira.

There is disagreement about the meaning of ~}7D here. We

have seen (above, p.76, n.,13) that in II-IX it can refer,
depending on the source being employed, either the heavy

infantry (VI,14; VII,1) or the heavy infantry plus skirm-

"ishers (VI-11). The term can also mean "rule" or "prodedure",

ast at V,3; VIII,lh, etc;,'a usage refiecteﬂ at XV,5 only
witﬁin XV-XIX. Other&ise, in oﬁr opinion, it is regularly
used to apply to 811l the men of the army, thus corresponding
to Qi,llw(for £here are no cavalry in XV-XIX). (so Yadin,
p.320). But it could also mean certain officials (so Dupont-
Somﬁer, p;l70; - "officers").Vén der Ploeg, p.50, Cgrmignac,
pe216 and Jongeling, p.334 ali appear to follow Yadin, and
this view is supported by mention of the o MIRT at

y @ s i A
For a discussion of the text at this point,cf. Jongeling,
pp.382£f. The restoration here follows the opinioﬁ Qf the
‘majority‘of commentators.
The word 21X occurs in 1iturgicéi passages at XVIII,10

and XIX,3. |

See Selowvfgr the argument, pp.l18ff.

On the possible meaning of this term, see below, P.1843, and

" 130, pe1Sle

See.Below, pp.112ff,
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II. STRUCTURE AND-CONTENTS OF COL3. XV=-XIX

Of the three elements in XV-XIX which we indiceted in the
_previous.chapter, framework, battle-nerratives; and liturgy, the
moetvdifficult.to examine is the liturgy‘because of its great
.verieﬁy of style and tﬁeology. By contrast, the other two
sections are markedlby-a consierenqy 5: style and of certain re-
curring-feetures. -Examination'of fhééé elements, therefere, is
-fﬁerefegraighﬁforgard; ‘But~£hetframework material, which by link-
5iﬁg?€he paésegeszef:bettie-narrqtiwe and liturgy.determines the
H;sﬁanefofrthe whele docuﬁent, is also to be found in passages
.whlch are apparently 11turg1cel or narrate a battle«sequence.
anmples of this are XVI, 11 12 and XVI le—XVII 9. In such
cases, there are the strongest reasong for allocatlng the con=" -
tentS'Fo-the framework'element.1 |

'Since'the framewerk.pessages in XV-XIX are evidently the
"1a§eet'stratum in that document,2 we shall need to poetpone ex-
emidetion of them until the battle-narratives and the iitﬁrg&

have been dealt with.

The Battle-narratlves (XVI 3b-93 XAVII, 10-15 XVIIIL36~55)

"The most” strlklng feature of these passages is their verbal
} c?rreepondegcei to a high Qegree, with pessagequrom VII,9+IX,9.
.These are indicated in thé table overieef. From a study of the
":passages compared “the followlng dlfferences emerge.

o Nhereas in VII y9ff. -the different trumpet tones are fre-
quently indlcated only once do we flnd such a case here
(at XVI,7). The phrase,111b T ALK agrees exactly with
ite counterpart in VIIT 9, but is not found 1n XVII 13,
;where the same operatlon 15 belng performed.? This aug-

“'gests that the phrase ‘at’ XVI 7 1s interpolated.
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2. The naming of the trumpets sometimes differs between the
battle-narratives of XV-XIX and that of VII,9ff. XVi,Qa
Ei'- has the trumpet {)70T instead of the trnMpet NP8 at
; | VIII,3; the j11DT occurs also at XViII,h instead of the
g7y et IX, 6 Other sligh£ variations in the actual

&;n“ - wording of the trumpet ~-names are to be found also.

:3, dherever the word JJ1M occurs. in VIL 9ff., its counterpart

in the passages from XV—XIX iS‘ B"J\D .

b, An important dlfference, not to be overlooked, is- that in

'VII y9ff. there is only one encounter. In»the.passages from

XV-XIX there are seven. However, the procedure is the same

for all those mentioned. .Curiou31y, the enoouniers~in which
the righteous party are defeated are not described st alls

‘There is 8lso an interpolated passage which introduces

_ﬂreéerve'formation" about whioh nothing has been heard in
cols,., II-IX,

;" .In gdhition to‘tne-major"differences,notéd already, there

:ére several slighttvariations in phraSing“whicnido.not

i;end ﬁhemselveé‘to any syatemétic'exnlanation.
fhe conlusions to’ be dréwnifrom the above obsenvations are
as follows. .Any direét,iiterary influenco of VII,9ff. upon the
: ipéééages in XV-XIX, or vice véréa. is out of the question. There

1

_;are too many slight varlatlons between them. In the cwse,Of the

'trumpet~names, for 1nbtance, independent deve10pment is probably

1-the best explanatmon. But there is obviously a'common‘source.
‘By examlnlng the passagea in XV-XIX and VII,9ff. we ought to be
able to arrlve at an outllne of this common sSource.

Firstly, the batt1e~narrative from whlch both derive had no

cévaifx. ‘This is indicated by the absence of cavalry from the

passages'in XV-XIX and the evidence already cited (above, pp.67.84) -
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that the cavalry in - cols. II-IX are a subsequent development,

Secondly, the names of the trumpets were fewer and probably

more confusing. The de&elopment of the trumpét&names in IQM aé
a whole is an extreme1y comp1icated one, but the following re-
marks fepreseni bne possible explanation Qf the phendﬁena.

It is'importhqt at the outset to distinguish between trum-
,pét“sighals and trﬁmﬁetfggégg. In all the battle-narrative pas-
:éégeé'of IﬁM XV-Xqu‘séverél kihds of signal occur, but only two

:k1nds of - trumpet, namely the trumpet of remembrance and the
.:trumpet of the fanfare ( 11797 and ny713\). Each of these
 had more~than one signal. Both trumpst names derive from Num.
fx'9. But the two trumpets needed to be used many times during
_battie. and thls led to the distinguishing nsmes. The first
-‘ppumpettcall 1§ ther11131'(XVI,3b.ka),vbut since this recurs at
_ufh§ end'of tﬁe battle, to signal pursuit‘(XVIII,h); the two calls.
 §£ﬁeii6 be known as )éfgn_and TN, Ih the battle—harrhtive
_passages of XV XIX the more original term is retasined, but in
iVII 9ff.Aand elsewhere in II- IX, the later usage is adopted, so
-jithat in the. secondsry passage at XVI,11-13s, the later usage is
.1ntroduced also.

- Fanfares were blown for arraying the qkirmishers (XVI,5;
v,xVII 10), fo]lowed by 8 second fanfare for engaging the enemy
(XVI 63 XVII I1)s Thé. name "second fanfare' is- retalned {VIIT,

7] whllst the first fanfare is called '"signal to array for battle"
(VIII 5 durlng the subsequent deveIOpment of trumpet-calls. The
next sxgnal is also a fanfare, to jindicate the assault (XVI,9)
and in VIII,19 ‘and III,1 we see confirmation of this. Except in
the,éeéondaryfpaSSage, XVI,11-13a, there is no retreat mentioned
in XV-XIX.

The latest development brings different trumpets for the
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dffferent signals, and this we find in col. III. An alternative
development is the’ introduction of specified tones, as found in
VII,9ff. Independent developments of this kind account for the
variety of the trumpet-lists in IQMg- IF qurAtheery is correct,
the héttle-narratdvee in;xv;xrx contain the most primitive form
of the-trumpetfnames inJIQM, whilst col. IiIfhas perhaps the
1ete§t»form. P ‘ u |

In two respects, then, the: battle—narratlves of XV-XIX re-

'present earller stages of” the tradltlon than those of VII 9ff..
"AC further dlfference between VII,9ff. .and .the battle-narratives
'of XV XIX is" that ‘the- former descrxbes a single - battle w1th

; three waves of assault from seven battellons of sklrmzshers,

‘whereas the 1atter descrxbes seven stages of the battle, 1n three'

of whlch the rlghteous are defeated. thxch of theeeftwo;vergions‘
4repreeents the eerlier stage of the trad1t10n° 3 '
"'%We must realise that there -are. no- descrlptions of the
:stages in whlch the rlghteous are defeated, 1n XV—XIX but only
‘those 1n whlch they are vxctorlous.v Furthermore, thet“the battlo-_r

& takes place 1n ‘seven stages 1s only 1earnt from the repetltion of

.’the battle-narratlve and paasayes from the’ framework materlal

'-namely XVI 11~ 139 and XVIT, 16ff There is no clue 1n ‘the-
_?narratlveQ‘themselves. It appears, therefore,'that the ”original

'Tbattle—narretlve“ (the source from whlch VII 9-IX 9 and the

battle-narratlves in XV XIX. may be ultimately der1ved, and which
_accounts for thelr 81m11ar1ties) only comprlsed a s1ngle encountor.
;But 81nce 1n the XV XIX passages there 1s no: questlon of three
'wave; of skmrmlshers, lt may - well be thet the eeven battaliona

and'thelr manoeuvres in cols. II~IX are a 1ater development aleo.

.ThlS we have already accepted as a p0561b111ty.5 The absence of

a reserve formatlon in cols. TI-IX poznts to this, too, .88 &
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6

secondsry and independent development in XV-XIX.
| In short, we may say that the third feature of the postu-
laﬁed'briginal battle~narrativé was that it dealt with onix one

endcuntgr. There Were'no setbacks, no reserve formations, and
proﬁagl§ n9'waves of attacks by skirmishers.

‘Ohglfgrther feature remains to be défermined. We have seen
.,that tﬁe pééqageé in XV-XIX have ”Kittim” where VII,9ff., has |
.”enemjé. Which of these two, if elther, represents the orlglnal
trédition° To argue theoret1cally that a change from "enemy“ to

”K1tt1m" is more 11ke1v than the reverse is not very conv1nc1ng.

;~ One could reply that since the war of forty years, descrlbed dn.

x,II- IX would 1nvolve-many dlfferent enemles, the word 21*1% waS“-”

_1nserted 1n place of an earlxer Bsnd, (One m1ght_then Specu~'

1ate on the app11cat10n of the word’ "Klttlm", as indee \e 3hall
 1n due course, but thls 1ine of debate will not lead to- fruxtful
( results 1n our present dllemma.) We can only observe that since -

' we hold col. XIV to be an earller ver31on of XV»XIX, and- ‘in XTIV, 3

‘the word ;:rx occurs, but not UW‘J\D, then Al‘TX-is probably the*

:farlplnal word, and'u'ﬂnD in XV-XIX has been 1ntroduced later.

7

'The reason for: thlo w111 haVP to be examlned 1ater.

' To-sum-up: ‘we have ‘concluded thet the " orlglnal battle-narn-
A ratlve underlylng certaxn passages in XV-XIX and vII 9ff.'con-
ztained the follow1np features.
1.%=No cavalry.-
2;li0n1y two’ trumpets.
Eg;f:Only one encounter.
v%;-"An-anonymous enemy ( 1‘1“ Ye

Thls means that the battle-narratives of XV-XIX and the

 batt1e~narrat1ve of VII 9 IX 39 developed 1ndependent1y from- thla

‘ 'Q:;g;nal. A further development of the version in VII,9-IX,9=is
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represented_in V,E-VI,6, where inscriptione are added to the
weapons of the skirmishers. |
These conclusions throw much light on tbelhistqry of cols,

II-IX in showing us what developments heve taken place within
the mildtary souroes contained in this document. Our observe-
. tions on the development of certain military tradltlona in IQM,
. : (above, PP. 87ff ) are thus supported and refined by our examina-
tion of the war-nagretlves. ,Buteou? primary concern 1s~w;th
colsilxv-iIX.. We are already in a poeition to suggest certain
~1ines along wh1ch the document in XV-XIX has developed in
order to acqulre a more complete understanding of this process,

we . must con81der the 11turgy.

The thurgy (XV,7b=XVI, 1; XVI 15b-XVII 9, XVIII 6b—x1x 8)

The three llturglcel passages in XV-XIX are the speech of
. the sPeclally-appointed priest, the.speech of the Chief Priest,

and the hymn of thapksgiving. The last fwo of these are compo~-

siteé‘eil three throw light on the development of,traditions

within® ITHM.

'The'Sﬁeech of the.Sﬁeoially-appoinfedxpriest (XV,7b=XVIL1)

' The tradition that the speech of ercouragement before battle

is given by eispecially appointed priest is preserved-eléo;in-

" VII,iE,.and goes back to Deut,“xx,lff‘.8 The teit of the spesch
which_is given‘here is not the Biblical text, but the theme is
eimilers There‘are'three-sections.oo the epeech:.9
a. .Exhortat1on to be fearless XV 7b 9a.

b‘, Description of the enemy ‘XV,9b-11.
Ce: olgn1f1cance of the coming bettle AV, 12-XVI 1.

ﬁ;, a. is adapted from the 0.T. prototype, Deut. xx,Iff:,-endv
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perhaps also Jésh. %, 25(6f. 1,9). Thene is little to be learned
from this section.

b. describes the enemy as a '"wicked congregation“ whose
"deeds are in darkness'". They will soon perish, for the battle
about to take pléce is one in which God will exercise his judg=-
ﬁr‘ ‘ment on "all flesh". (The ageﬁté of this judgment are to be the
| ”salnts of ‘his peOplé" (- oy WalTp).

":Cy tells us, then, that the battle is pre-ordained, and

:will:involve‘angels-as well as'men., Much of th15 section is

Hflost at the foot of col. XV,
‘ The 1mportant pomnﬁ;to notice here are the identity of the
: enemy, and the" character of the. struggle. The enemy are “nationé",
]"all flesh" are 1nvolved. The struwgle is the eschatological
EJudgment of all men, through battle. It.appears.that'lsrael is -
.regarded as. the agent of God's punishment (i.e. Judgmeht) on
_the Gentlles. These are "wlcked" ~Their act1v1t§es;are.wicked,
‘”in darkness” Thetintroduction of the wqrd'"darknéss"lisai§7
;portaﬁt but it must be seted. VEat ﬁhélgnEmY‘arg.haﬁaﬁééhgt6f
~fdarkness“ | .
Thlsispeech represents a halfway p01;t between the‘oon-'
;'répys.of II-IX and'XV~XIX, in that the enemy*are thg,natxonq,

ithd‘tEe'choseh people the éohouerors, but-the.téné-is strongly

v'ethlcal, end the suggestzon of angelic or 00om10 dlmensions to.

| theztruggle is: present. An- ethlcal dualxsm is emerglng, but is

: not yet clearly defined. As we shall see, this pos;tlon is re=

flected 1n the materlal of col. XIV also;lo

Fan The Speech of “the Chief Priest (XVI, 15b-XVIL,9)
‘As we - have observed the orlglnal tradltlon of the battlo-

narrative involved only one encounter."The.ldea of aArpverse is
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thus secondary. The figure of the Chief Priest belongs to- the
framework passages,ll and his speech, as we shall see, coﬂtains
formal dualistic expressions. The speech of the Chief Priest,
therdore, will represent a departure from-the'original tradition.
Formally, the construction of the speech is interesting.

Osten-~Sacken hss bointed out that psrt of. the speech follows the

pattern of the speech of the specially-sppointed priest, viz.l2
a. DIxhortation to be fearless ' XVII,4s.
"b. Description of the enemy XVII,4b-5a.

¢, _§ignificance of the coming battle XVII,BE-B.
The féigal paréllels befwgen the two speeqhea are as follows:
SO R s e AT XV,?biBa.
TINTID S \9Tﬁ“” XVII,ba.
b.. Both AGscriptiOn stthe enemy begin with the word P
. (X§,9B7XV11,4b) and refer to the P1VN of the enemy (XV%}O/
__-lxii_;l yib). '
c. Caraopaya aanba TYID | XV.22,

| es? ATV BODN yUTT Sh..

'ié there, as Osten—Sacken,implies, a Gattung of "speech of
w;ﬁcQﬁ;agément" to which both the examples adhere, or is the
'&&peegﬁ_ﬁf the Chief Priest imitating the aﬁeédﬁ of the sﬁé;iqlly—
apb§ih£éd priest? If the former, we shouldnﬁérhaps Iﬁokﬁfbrvthe
 pi§£6¥ica1iorigins of this Gattung} Ogiéh;Sackén's}own«aftempt
'tbi;eiaterthese Iqﬁ spgeches to Maccabean traditions is rather
weakigﬁgt‘ﬁqséibly his conclusions can be reinforced by further
PRt |
» ,:The.épeééh of the:Chief Priest, after'éll,}dpes not com-.
;bf;se mgréiy:the.cohtents.ﬁentionqd-abqvé. It begins gith}a
4hi§f§f1§allremfniscen;e, a reference to Nadab and‘Abihu. It

,pdssiﬁly means to imply that God deals out buhishment even to his
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chésen ones, as Yadin suggests.l4 The theme of trial, or of
testing ( & {T2 ) is immediately introduced:as an explanation
for the casualties suffered. This links yith tﬂe framework pas-
sage introducing the speech v e I {T2 ) and perhaps points
to the speech haying_been'composed by the author of the frame-
Awork passéges himself., This idea gains subport from the dual-
istic passage which comprises the second half of the speech.
Since there sre subtle differenqgs-in the duslistic ideas con-
tained in various parts of IQM, it is advisable that very careful
‘aftention be peid to each dualistic passage. »

Pusiiiatic taous which sppear in this speech are o R

(ef. IHM I,1.5.11.13.1%; I9S III,2415) a%enn (cf. IQM“I,6.15;

IQS I1I,20ff.) DITD (of. INM T,12) ANX. 113 {of, IRS IV,5.6)

etc. The influence of Deniel is present in the terms W and  5HXI’NH!

(Dan. xii,1),d 7Y (Dan. x,13),the 1HWNN of the true Israel
(Dan. vii,22.27). Yet in Daniel thérglis no spiritual counter-
‘par? of Michael, such as the_”prince of the-dominion'df Qibkédnessﬂ; 2
Whonisie weet Beve. Equally, there are no "sons of darkﬂéSSH, no
"Belial", no ”Kittim”. Michael does not figure in the f?amgwofk
passages of IaOM XV—XiX. +Thus the dualistié'scheme'of this speech
i5 not identical with thét.of the framework paésages.l |
The last sentence of the spéech'ﬁékes up once again the

theme of testing (J‘pvz, XVII,9). A further 'link with the
fraﬁework passage preceding the spegch (XVI,11ff.) is forged by
the use of W'TY , "mysteries", which is used to accouht férrthe
" mysterious fall of the righteous in battle. We thus have strong
links between the framework of XV-XIX and this speech, together
with doctrinal differences. How may this. be explained?: This is
a{fficult to enswer; it mey be that the éreseﬁt_speech is the

result of a series of expansions, beginning with XVII,4-5 as a



»i'attached to the rest of the scroll when IOM, was d1scoverod.

".fffered on the assumptzon that they form?aﬂcsqgepce, and this is

”'Jthus agreas w1th X1V, 2 .ba in placing the destructlon of “the
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"kernel" (patterned after the war-speech Gattung?) and acquiring
'a_d;siistic appendix (XVII,6-8a), and finally adapted to the
present form of the war-rule in XV-XIX with the addition of
XVI,IBb—XVII,B and XVII, 8b.9. Alternatively, XVII,8-8a might
havelbriginaﬁed as a "duolistic version" of the traditional
spcech:of encour;gement. |

an

; The Hymn of Thanksg;v;ng (XVIII 6b-XIX 8)
We have already offered some prellmznary observatzons on -
17

r'the structure of this- hymn. It is, of course, far from certaxn

; that col. XIX follows col. XVIII d1rect1y, as the former ‘was not
; 18

-However, a plausible account of cols. XVIII~and XIX canfbe of-

"f;the assumptlon whlch we. have a&bpteo. Uhfoithnétely.Aa fhir&:of
,Ucol.,XVIII is m1951ng, whzch makes any analysis of our postulated
‘:thanksg1v1ng hymn somewhat conjectural as well as rather difficult.

:Accord1ng to. the rubric wh10h:precedes~the hymn, at

'XVIII 5b 6a, the 1iturgy is'a hymn of thanksgiv1ng, offered ‘88-

'ypﬂé'sun 1srabout to-set., It is uncertaln whether at this point ~
the enemy has been eitermlnated, but since the?artxcipgntc in
ﬁhéfl&turgy_ééem to have included..the offioofs‘and perhéps‘eéon

‘all ‘the soldiérsl9 it is 2 more plausible vicw~thét the- enemy

'werefoy-this fime disposed of. Moreover,ftﬁe hymn begins by

ﬁhgﬂking'Godifor.his favours (XVIlI;6b-9), which would be more

épﬁfopfiate after the victory had been finally won. - XVIII, 6b-9
enemy in the evening, although accordlng to XIV,2-4a the thanks-
'g1V1ng was 1n the mornxng. Pe:haps the present hymn is’ the

"hymn of return” mentmoned at'XIV,Z?
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From XVIII,9¢ ( B1'a1)ff,, however, it seems that the enemy
has not yet been exterminated. The hymn becomes one of petition,
in.whieh God is ssked to perform the task himself. The pursuit
of the enemy cannot continue because of nightfall. Yadin sug-

gestsZI

that the petition_is actually for an extension of day—
light so that éhe-enemy might be annihilated, but alfhough this
view is not implausible, there remains the fact that the exter-
mination of the enemy 1is fepresented.as eépebielly an act of

God (xv:n,laf.; XIX,12), and the whole of XIX,2b-8, in which
God'ielhailed as » mighty wafriop, suggeste more than a mere ex-
‘tension of deylight on God's parf.

If we understand ﬁhét most of this thankegiQing hymn is in
fact an appeal to Ged to destroy the enemy.himself, the varied
matefial in the lifurgy_can he'understood. The earliest stratﬁn,";
we sﬁggest, is contained in XVII,Gbpé, where fhe.hymn is a thanks-
giving.for the desfrﬁetion of the enemy. 'Hoye#er, this has been
; amended to a request fer God to act, since the-dEy-ie dfawing'to
aueieée;_ The ending of the day is sﬁecifically'mentidned in the
”preCeeing_introduction, (XVIII,5) which‘eelongs, of course, to
”tthe.fﬁémework passege;“This explieitiéonnectfop»between liturgy
and ﬁrecedihg framewoék we have alreadj seen in the case of~£§e
Chlef Priest's speech.22 The aﬁpeal to God is reinfdrced»byithe
. add1t1on of ‘two or1g1na11y 1ndependent hymns, represented by
XIX,l—Za (the beginning lost at the foot of col.~XVIII?) and
XIX 2b- 8'v These hymns occur also,-ln the same order, at col. XII,
and thls may be’ explalned by their being taken together from 8
psalter in whlch ‘they appeared in, the same order. 23 The first
of these.hqus tells of the angelic armies wh;ch march with the
"righteeus Warriors,andvtheeseeendiis a call to‘GQd-to:arise in

war, expressed in strictly‘nationalistic sentiments.al+ ﬁeifher
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'f hymn is in keeping with the theology of the framework of XV-XIX;

the former is even out of place in the present context, ﬁhere

the human warriors are finished and God himself, not angelic

5] /

/ armies, are

A LD GUN g L A
BP0 &t A LW P Y Mg

about to act.

The problem of the double appearance of these two hymns has
long been regarded as awkward, and the present account of XVII, %
6b=-XIX,9 has at least the merit of account for this phenomenon. .

This hymn, therefore, like the speech of the Chief Priést,
betrays a literary history. From all the liturgical piecés, in
fact, we have been able to learn sometﬁing of the development
of the war-rule of XV-XIX. It has been suggested that the in-
fluence of the framework, or even the framework itself, does not
‘confine itself merely to the 1in¥ing passages which imbart the
distinctive shape to the war-rule, but has infiltrated into the
battle-narratives and liturgy. We mai noﬁ.ekam;ne this-frimework
datefial before reviewing our conclusions about the histori ofA

cols. XV-XIX.

The Framework: (XV,2b-7aj XVI;Sé.ll-ISa;'XVII,IS%XVIII,}#;
' XVIII,5be6a; XIX;10-e)

" There are severglnimﬁontant feafpres.of XV-XIX which are
:,intrbduced exclusively'througn the'f?amework passages, and which,
‘as we have seen,‘wére_not gfiginally:represented in the lituigy
H;H; : Aa@q'battie-na;ratives. These sre ss follows: ;ﬁhé“sgveq stages
\ 'pf'fhe_bayth; casualties; a final — God; the Chief Priest

and his subordinates. To this we should almost certainly addj

the Kittim. .
It is the framework, too, whichcests over -the whole document
a dualistic light. It is in the framework passages that we en-

- counter Belial, the sons of darkness, the Kittiﬁ,_the sons of
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light. To examine the passages mparately would serve no purpose;
‘their function within the document, as.individual passageé, is
modest, but their cumulative effect is to_determine the character
‘of the entire war which is deséribed. Whoever is responsible for
the present shape of XV-XIX has achieved a major reinterpretation
of the tradition then before him by merely writing out a second
‘and third passage of battle-narrative, adding to the liturgy, and
éupplying & few short framework passages, .The major developments
"which.XV—XIX exhibits over the earlier version represented by
.col. XIV were aéhievéd at éne stroke. Our investigation must
‘now turn to two questions: what can be learnt about the origin
and early history of the war-rule, and what impulses led to the

drastic'revision which produced cols. XV-XIX?
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NOTES

l. See below, pp.lOSff.

2. This is indicated, of course, by their very position, linke
ing other passages together. But our exémiﬁation of the
earlier forms of certain traditions included in XV-XIX
show that the framework passages display'é very developed
revision of these fraditions. See pp.lOoiff. and 109ff, for

_ examples of this.

3. This can be asserted in spite.of.the_lgcuné at XViI;lS; the
félevanﬁnwords could nét have been present. | '?

4;=VXVI,11-133 belongs to tﬁe framework, es stated.

5;A See above, pp.aﬁff,

64 Yadin (p.174f.) declares that the reserve formation is a
Roman innovation, which, in view of the. absence of s Yoo
. serve?in.IQMAII-IX, msy'p;rhaps be correct. . This wguld-be
| coﬁsiste‘nt with our view of the date of xv-xix (belqw,‘ pp;las,:
Below, pp.124ff. o

‘8., Cf. also Mishnah Sotah, 8 which slso speaks of a 5ggcially-
chosgn pfiest;»who walks along the lines as he speaks. In
the 0.T., ”tﬁe priest" on1y is'referred to.

9, GE. OstenSsvien, p.90.

10. Below, bp.118£f.

_ii;.N;B.-ﬁiéfabsence-in XIV,?—#a;:above, el

" lé."Ostén4Sécken, loc, cit.
l}.?Osten;Sackgn,lpp.62££.; and see below, pp.li8ff,
14;-Yadin3_p&3;95f$
The i songhss on, bile e Hplriies (195 T;13-1V,26 ) is sel~
ected aé:ﬁhe Qumran dualistic passagefpa: excellencé: For
further references, cf. Osten-Sac?en, p;96, n.l;
i6.>Fbr'thgjterminology of the framewofk pésgages, seé below, p.116

116,

#
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Above, pp.%6ff.

17. _
‘IB. Cf. Miiik; review.of’OQar hé-megilloth'hgfgenuzoth (Sukenik),
RB (1955), p.-601-.'
19. See above, p.963 Jongellnﬂ. P. 368f.
20.'On the hymn' of return, see below, p.128; according to
S Macc.iv, 24 the hymn sung on the return was probably
Ps. cxv111, whose refraln echées the sentlments of
IoM XVIII y60-9 A'
f21._Yadin3’p,222ff;;-Dﬁﬁont-Sommeﬁ,.p.Z?.
hag, Abd@e’ p;iiOfw |
23. aee below for ‘further discussion of this point, p.130f.
‘*24.:éée.béi6w;‘ppgikéff,




118,

IYI. THE HI STORICAL ORIGINS OF COLS., XIV, XV-XTX

Structure of Col. XIV
We have now feached the point at which the history of XV-XIX

may be unravelled. Since, however, we have already identified
col. XIV ss a«frdément of an earlier recehéion of the war-rule

in question, we must pursqe‘thé question of the historical back-
‘grodnd of col. XIV as our'firstaobjective. This will need to be
prefaced by an account of the contents of col., XIV, which will
also. dlscuss the fragment 4GMa, which demonstrates that behind
the present textlof IQM XIV itself there is a literary history.

; 4QM5,Apu§lishéd‘in:l957 by C. = H.‘Hunzinger,l comprises a
parsllel textftpdiQM,hbT(from 112 ) to 16 ( BA]3510), but
inggﬁ earlierirgcéhsiqn; as Hunzinger claimé, The text in 4QMa
’ig'q liétie,shorﬁéf}-where IaM XIV.sdhas INTH i;yS; AQﬁé gdves
simﬁiy |.n35:’- ';a‘nd -fof‘i(JM‘ XIV,9 257y N 1lxwd, 4iMa ﬁ's;e“ myb
for IQM xrv 12 ' ~n>u1"rp oy, boMs gives 133 ,2

In Hunzxnger s oplnlon, the IQM versmon comprises some .
_éedondary addltlons which deflne the party receiving: God's fav-
;our;.ln a morevresfrlctlve'way - as the examples given slready
sﬁow. More recently,.Osten-Sacken has suppested 3 very pleusibly,
_that even h Ma 1tself contalns secondary materlal. Hd notes thét
XIV 12bff.-1s of a8 qulte dlfferent Gattung from XIV kb-laa. It.
can be demonstrated further, that even XIV, 4b 8a and 8b= 12a ‘Bre

dlfferent hymns, and conform to,different uattungen. Slnce these
two, hymns eppear together in 4QM8, it is p0551ble to argue devel-
opments prlor to 40Ma. -But, as we. have already warned the value

of QOMa is doubtful . the fragment hgs no.rubrlc, hence it .may be

_fpbﬁﬂa’péaltgr:féthén than an earlier recension of the,IQH.ﬁar-rnle;

indeed; it hayﬁbe,éven a parallel development, and not dhrohblqgicaii
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earlier than I4M XIV at all. This view is perhaps excessively

sceptical, but, too little attention has been_péid hitherto t;

what the evidence of 4QMe really means - or does not mean.
‘Hunzinger aividesxw,ub-laal* into two hymns or verses,

which-is sound., The first runs from 171 in line 4b to TAYR %

in line 8a. The second comprises 7xw 11X in 8b to I‘E‘D(ﬂl in
line 12a. 1In tﬁe formef, God is referred to in the third person,
as are those whom he has assisted‘ In the lattef, fhos; askiné
,fbg God's égsistance are in the firét berson, and God is addressé‘
¢ in”the éécond person, There are also theologlcal differences
between the- two, which we shall investigate shortly. Hunzinger
does not state.clearly that the two are quite different hymns,
“but the evmdence indicates that they are,

In XTIV, 12b-15 occurs a third hymn, whlch seems- to ‘be a

i%fién:&ith the tﬁeﬁéé.of'either oflthé two preceding hymhs,.ahd
i_'ig;e'_i'bgps_owes‘its:pr.é_s;ence here to the opening phrase, Ty 1)
-;ﬁﬁufrlp, which echoes the opening‘phréses of -the prq§ious two.
’Linériﬁ'also contéiﬁé'what might.be taken as an allusion to the
'uiﬁiﬁéte victofy of  virtue over wickedness. But the Sitz in |

: Lében of this thifd_hymn is not war, and it is not a hymn of
 .thanksgiving.5

. The sztuatlon presupposed by the hymns in XIV, 4b~128 is

falrly easily. ‘grasped. The fzrst\hymn (4b<8a) thanks God for

'grantlng v1ctory to the ”stumblera" bn*&v1>) -whom he has calleéd
T mlghty deeds of wonder“(MSS)ﬁnﬁllk) The:. enémy are an
“assembly of‘nations” who are "gathered for annihilation". Thé
Victorsiére'“those~whose heart has ﬁeltéd” (on1 15), weak"
i (fnﬁgﬁ ),‘”ﬁhose With_toktering knees" ( @332 201 ), "those’

brought low" ( D7), the "poor in spirit" ( 11 *?31Y), and
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nupright .in the way" (77T "n nn){lines 6-7). The enemy
-iare "wicked nations". The ethical contrast between the two sides

is ‘emphasised, and the power of God contraeted with the weskness

of those whom he helps.
 A furfher,.iﬁportant, feature is that the war is probably
defensive on the -part of the righteous; thet is, an "assembly of
'natlons" has gathered against them. God.-hoeever,\hds gathered
them'for thelr own destructlon; There is ‘an. 0.T, prophecy which
fits- 1n exactly w1th this, Ezekiel xxxvlli-xxxlx. There. too,
'fGod gathers ‘an assembly of nations for deatructlon by . Téraele’
:The'weaknes“'of Israel and “the: glor1f1oat10n of . God are also ;
,gmven)promlnence in thxs O T prophecy.s. But 1s the dstOVery
"of an 0. T precedent sufflclent to expleln thls hymn? Weerit
".Qcomposed in a moment of fervent speculatlon or. for a present
fpurpose ?hat clrcumstances might have provoked the compositxoo
of a. hymn of: thanksglving for V1ctory in war°.

- The second hymn 15 also a thenksglv1ng hymn, but it does

.

'}not glve thanks for .a mllitary v1ctory, Adts. u1tz in’ Leben is not

’eﬁthe~battlef1e1d., (Thls 1mplies that only XIV 4b 8a orlglnaliy
:ﬂigbelonged with XIV . 4& or, perhaps that XIV, 8b 123 was . taken
:as a second verse of the flrst hvmn).deisthanked, in: this hynn,-
'£:Héfor suetenance given to the remnant of God! 's people (4QMa "us")
idur1ng the ”dominlon of Bellal" (lzne 9).' Dur1ng thie perlod,
iBellal's destruct1ve}forces, his spirits and the "man of his
"domxnlon” heve sought to beguzle the rlghteous from God'
_covenant._ God has preserved however,:the soul of his redeemed
(llnes 9- lO) The ‘bélxef is expressed that the enemy will

_;eventually be destroyed,

VQ{.....them that sre of high stature Thou
" wilt hew downe...sthere shall be no-one to
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save any of their mighty menj; their swift ones
‘shall have no place of refuge. Thou wilt pour
scorn on their nobles, end all their vain
créatures (shall be as) nothing" (lines 11-12).

The context of‘this hymn is one of a,confinuing struggle;
the enem& are not yet ovefcome. The activity of this enemy, who
comprzse warrlors, nobles and who are termed as men of the dominion
'of Bellal, is dlrected against the covenant. The - whole situation
is interpreted in eAdualistic way; the evil is the result of Belial;
1nf1uence. And the struggle; aLthough‘due tO'en& in a mighty
defeat for Bellal, is- to be seen through the contlnulng experi-
*enee'qf'the righteous.~ This dualxstlc-theology, in many respects
,uniikeithet of the f:ameﬁoik'of XV-XIX, appears'to coincide with
'the:dualism Qf'CDTiI,Ih—YI,l,-where.Israel'eAhisﬁory is inter-
vpreted as a3 fﬁﬁciieh of the struggle between good and evil
fqnges. Osten--.aacken9 has been obliged to regard this- dualzstlc
fﬁebibéy as a 1ater development from an or;slnal "eschapolagical
d wer;éﬁeiism" roofed in'iQM. But.we have a very similar kind of
.‘dﬁallsm in I!M 1tse1f, and for\J)II 14-VI,1 a relat1vely early
"date:ﬁas been argued.lo

On the thlrd hymn 1n cols XIV (12b- 15) or the remalning

material (16~L)-nqtn1ng need be said at this stage, s1nce_there
“is noidonnection between this and the hymn of thenksgiving intro--

' Iduced by XIV,2- l+a.11. ’

'"Hlstormcal Background of XIV, hb—8a

We asked earlier in thxs chapter what klnd of sxtuat1on
'mlyht have glven rlse to a hymn of thanksglv1ng for v1ctory in

: war.j The obvzous answer would be s state of war. From the hymn
'fltself we have already seen that the war was-against nations who

had-aésembied-against‘theirighfeoue. MoreOVef, that the
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righteous saw themselves as the true Israel is apparent from _
the>reading nyb in 4QM3.12 An identical situation is reflected
in I Macc. iii 503 - |
"And behold, the Gentiles have assembled against
us to destroy us.....how shall we be- able to
resist.tbem, unless Thou help usg?"
Anothér cpnnectioh with the Maccabesan wﬁr is furnished by
the théme of the covenant, (XIV,4b). This is prominently set
forth in I Macc. in particular - cf. 1,63; ii,20; 1i,27; iv,lo,letc
In both IQM XIV,4b-8a and I Macc. the weakness of the faith-
f@l is stressed, and the fact that God helps them to a mighty
tvictory. .Theré is ﬁo.miraculous infervention apert fromvthis.'
' Thé war is won by hnﬁan ﬁeans.  Moreover, thevethical dimensions
-6f-the conflict are repeatedly stréssed in I Macc., asvin
xIv,&b-Sa.13 '
- If XIV,2 there is mentioned » hymn of return (awwnd nban),
 I}Ma¢c;-iv.24 also refers to shch a hymn:
"On their return ( énléj@é¢&vre¢ ...... ) they
sagg hymns gndapra%seSTto.Qod,'for he is 14
gooﬂ,‘for hls-graclougness endgres for ever,"
If the only plausible background to XIV,4b-8a is a military
:struggle, we should in anf case expect to find a Maccabean origin;»
‘ reinforced, however, by several séecific parallels between this
hymn end the‘MaCcabeah wars, the conclusion that XIV,&b-Sa‘is-a
Maccabean hymn of thanks for victory ie difficult to escape. We
shpuld nonetheless hote the differences between IQM XIV's text
and 4oMa, in which there 1s evidence that the hymn has been
. 14

amended so as to apply not:to Israel but to a chosen sect. ™

‘This point will concern us later in the chaﬁtér.

.Hiétorical Background pf.XIV,Bb-laa

It is perhaps more difficult to pin down this hymn to a
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definite historicsl situation, but there are clues which indicate
such. Tﬁe context is of s struggle where the righteous are being
tempted away from theif covenant'by evil men, This situation a&-
cords well with the pérsecutioq of Anﬁiochus IV, when Jewish
practices wefe:e;pressly forbidaen, and when renegade Jews were

attempting to ""hellenise! the natibn.15

But the Hellenistic
challenée to Judaism had already begun before the time of
Antiochus IV, and continued afterwards. Nevertheless, the hymn
we are exaﬁininé refers to the '"men of Belial's dominion" as if
they'wéie'a recogqiséd groﬁp, and, moreover, .8 grbup-who'wéuld

be finally defeated, whose Warriprs'(ﬂ‘ﬁl;ﬁ) ﬁill fall, and
':thSe nobles. ( '031f15] ) wi11 have no refuge. Doés‘éhis réfdr
tS;the-Séléucids and their allies, who occuﬁied the Akra citadpi
andfwéfe'to be found all over Israel enforcing the sanctidné
'ageinst\Judaism?' In this case we can be lgsszqértain'than«in the .
Qgséidf XIV,4b-8a, but there is a reasonable degree of probab-
ility that this hymn is also of Maccabean oriéinsls

‘The origin of the war-rule, of which~cpl.‘XIV; or, more
stpiCtly, XIV,2-12a.was a’ part, iS‘@ést prqbébly Macégbéan. We
éannoﬁ tell whether otiginally this war-rule contéined battle~
narfati&es or only 1i£urg&. The battle-narratives; in ‘any case,
will have reflected Maccab?an practice, as we have seen, |
With regsrd to the liturgy itself, Osten-Soecken has sug-

gested that the Maccabean wars combined the Holy War traditions
. of Deuteronomy with the iiturgidal war fraditionsvof II Chron,
x%. 17 ‘The evidence for'this;-as presentéd, is not really suf-
fibigﬁt'to be convincing, but we have noted the "hymh of-re£urn"
15 1 Macc. iv;éh. To thies we. should add the numerous hymns and
18

. prayers which I Macc, cqntains. These, according to Meyef ‘are

almost certainly authéntic and contemporary with the events they
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relate to. Our main obstacle in the present_enquiry is the psucity
of materisl from this early recension. If we had more of this,
then we might be able to have achieved a totally convincing case,
Unfortunately, the dr&stié revision which this war-rule has
undergone, replacing the earlier version, no doubt led to the
swift disappéarance'oflﬁhe earlier form.of the'wér-rule; col. XIV

19

is present in IQM only as the ?esult of -a happy accident.

Historical Background of the Recension of XV-XIX

Let us first of sll review the major alterations to the
original war-rule, which led to the recension of XV-XIX:
1., The battle comprises seven stages instead of'oneao.
2. The liturgy is cpnducted by‘the-ChieflPriest, who is also.
: ~in chaerge of arraying the troops.
 ;3,,,ihe ene@y_pré now the Kittim. .
k. The battle is described in duslistic terms, the sons of
light fighting the sons of darkness. :

7\5; There aré_éésﬁalties from the'spnsﬂof light,

| Had these changes takenvplécegéraduallyﬂover a number of
@yégrgl and reflected the development of ideaaﬁwitﬁin'the,guﬁgan
'ééﬁﬁﬁnity, the question of an historical background'toﬁxf;iix
coﬁlﬁ-not.be-raiseﬂ. Indeed, some of the developments in XV-XIX
,dé,ieflect,the growth of ideas within the sect, but thé_révisi&n
;f fhe earlier war-rule was not a graduél prééess,‘bﬁt #ha
régult‘of-a single major.re-wérking. The,qﬁgstion mgyféherefbre
be asked, unaerEWhafvcircumsfanceszwas itgaéqidéd to-prbducé-ax
new;'and greétly-reviséd, war-rule? An iq#é;ﬁant clue ié_given
in the. introduction of. the Kittim in,plaée Qf %hé earlier nautfal

word 'enemy'". If "Kittim" denotes simply the'eschatological'foé,
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whoever they be, then '"enemy" is a quite sdequate term for fhie,
toos On the other hand, if one is writing a document in which
the Final Enemy are described, it is not unlikeiy that these

will be modelled on the ﬁresent enemy, since these are, after
all, the most probable future énemies. Qe are therefore entitled
to look for an'identification of the Kittim with a specific nat~-
ion. This must be done, of course, strictly within the terms of
XV-XIX, without prejudice to the meaning of the term elsewhere

in IQM.

Only two alténnaines-exist for this identification;
Sgleucid and Roman. ﬁe have argued that the original war-rule
arose in Méccabean times, ;nd that the Seleucids and their allies
were there feferréd to as Uengmy“.l We must also allow for the
lapse of a fairl& long period before the revision is dndértakqns

There are indications that the framework material bf‘XV;XIX'was

composed after II-IX; the use of the name for a trumpet in XVI,12

follows the usage in II-IXCl and, as has been arguedy XV;SS,6§ may

contain a reference to e o o e -

These considerations point to a Roman ;iate.23 tA'péssible
objeétion to idenfification of Kittim and Romans is the mention
‘of the 'king of the. Kitbim" in XV,2: As is well-known, the
Romans had no king. However, the W6rd'156 might well be used
_ffeely'in this case to.deﬁote "general' or "consul'; if the au?hog
were to write "sonsul', he might as well have writtenl"Rbmans"
inétead Qf WKittim",

| A further argﬁmént in favour of identifyipg the Romans as
the Kittim is that the war of XV-XIX is a cosmic war, in which
ﬁhé forces of Belial émass. The human counterpart of the dpminioﬂ
: 6f‘_"1§e1iai 15 the kingdom or empire of the Kittim. This role is

“scéfceiy‘to be attributed to the Seleucid kingdom, for its power
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and influence were relatively slight outside Syria, The Roman
empire, on the other hand, constituted the major part of the
civilised ‘world.

Was it in view of growing hosﬁility to Rome that the docu~
ment XV-XIX was prepared, adapting an slready existing wgr—rule
to describe the war with Rome which would coﬁstitﬁte-the finsl
establishment of light over darkness? If so, how ac@urgtely may
we date this.document? Palaeographical'evidence ddnfidently
places the menuscript IQM in the Roman périéd,fand probably in

the 1lst century A.D.,Zu

but XV-XIX is not the latest element in
IGM. We.can say that the document was prbbablyrwritteﬁfin the
segond half of thg lst century B.C., butAmpre precise. conclus-
ions are not forthcoming. The other developments which XV-XIX
iﬁcbrporates, sﬁch as the dualistic interp&tatiou‘ the problem
of cesualties, and the role of the Chief-Priest can all be ex-~
:piaihed as the product of the fheological climate within the
*Sécf, reflected in othe? ‘umran documents, in partiCulbr'IQS.

" With the success of the'MacCabean wars and of the Hashqﬁbqn
péi{cies which followed, the wargtraditibns‘which-had'beeﬁ be~
;queathed were naturally adapted to serve eschaﬁological specu=-

‘lations, and the absence of an external enemy together with the

growth of sectarian strife within Judaism led“to the portrayal
of the war as q'conflict‘between good and evil rather than Israel
and her enemies. The advent of the Romans, however, will have
caused a.fairly rapid chenge in tﬁis; the rather confused co-
existence of Belial end the Kittim in IéM XV-XIX may reflect the
sudden emergence of a human enemy on to the eschatological scene,
At all events, our own inclination, based on the evidence we
have presented, is that the advent of the Roqgns‘iﬁ'?#lestine

was the major factor in the production of the war-rule of XV+XIX.
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5. It is spparently a creation hymn, similar to IQM XIT,3-10.
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s s R 5, Mufphy-O'Conhof, art.cit. RB (1970) pp.201-229.

11, On this material, see below, pp.181ff, |

12&ACf. above, p.llB.
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Roman military influence, as Segai points out (art., cit.,
Sqr. Hier. IV, p.143), might, however, have preceded Roman
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frag@ent of en earlier recension of XV-XIX, the problem of its

inclusion in IQM remains. This probiem extends, in fact, to all

seen as deliberate compositions, with a coherent structdreAand

’umereiy a series of:hymns.and prayers, of which most, but not all,

-find in X-XITI the ”sﬁeech of the Chief Priest” referred to in
3;XV 5 - the "prayer for the appointed ‘time of battle" The dif-
',:flculty with this view, as with the development of this view whichu

.hoid$ XIII and xxvlalso;to contain 1iturgg,be;ong;ng«td the.waf~

It 13 1mpoqe1ble to -fit much of the liturgy in y XIV into XV-XIX..?

' XIV,4b=8a, for example, presupposes, is not'ﬁhgtfﬁépipted in

‘as & unit to either II-IX or XV-XIX. But how far is X-XIV a unit?"

129.

I. 'STRUCTURE OF COLS. X~XIV

Although we have identified col., XIV, or part of if, as a

the material in cols. X-XIV. Whereas II-IX and XV-XIX have been

purﬁose; in which 2nalysis of the contents revedled-the‘meqning,
and often the history, of the whole; no such prodedure‘¢an be
adopted in the case of X-XIV. There is no'ihtrodqctibp or conclu~

sion; hp.unity of étyle, subject matter, or background.. ' We have

deal_With war in some. way.

There have been attempts to connect this material with one

" or other of the two documents.in IQM treated’so far. Many scholars

1

ruxé=of XV-XIX, is-that XV-XIX is apparently quite Seif;contained.

Vhy ‘should KV-XIX 1nc1ude some of the 11turgy, but leave ‘out other
llturgy which was required to be used“' Furthermore, there are no
rubrlcs in X-XII, to indlcbte when the dpntents-shouid bglreaé
out,_and-the rubric of col. XIV, as we ﬁave seen;=is_diffgiéé£
in'impbrtan# respeets‘frpm the rubrics of quiIX;

' Other scholars have connected X-xxy-wigbfiILIx,a but’ there

is no positive evidence for this at all. Thé situation which

IiLiX.' In sﬁort,\ihe#e,are no good groundé fof}cgnneéting-quIV
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We have already isolated col. XIV, or some of it. Col. XITI,
too, is different from the material in X-XII, since it ig'strongly
dualistic and has its own rubric. It is thus clear that cols.
XIIi and XIV have fo be considéred to some extent separately
from X-XII, but their occurrence in QM is probably due to their
connecfion with the material which pfecedes them, |

Can we even suéggst that X~-XII is a unité Two arguments
in favour of this may be urged;"élthough neither is conciusive.
Firstly, we may recall our discussion of XV,#—Ga,3 in which ref-
erence is made to a book called INY 770, which contained the
tprayer for the apﬁointed time of battle". Such a book might
be 8 collection of liturgical pieces, containing items espéc-
ially for wer. The only sqitable hymns are found, in fact, in
cols. X-XIV.

In col. XIX,Lff., are found two hymns which (we have
sugge‘sted)4 vere added to the existing liturgy from elsewheré.
wé also noted that the two hymns appeared, and in éhe samerrder,
in egl. X171, The_firét'of ﬁhesg two hymns seemed quite inapprop- .
riate in col. XIX, and its presence was explained by'supposing
_it to have been regarded s belonging to the hymn which followed.
This could easily héﬁpen if the two hymns were taken from a col-
lection in which the bymns:wefe not'separated from one énothet,
‘but run together. o A

If it is true that the framework of XV-XIX refers at one
point to a }iturgiéal book, -and at another‘point has t#k{n from
a collection of hymns two which occurred'ggnéecutively in'thﬁt
book, then-it(is a Véry reasonable conclusion that the book in
each cose is one and the same, and that cols.s X-XIV (or, perhaps,>

o XII) constltute e1ther ‘this book or a part of it.- This
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hypofhesis (to anticipate somewhat) would also explain why
cols. X-XIT (XII~XIV?) are included in IQM.

We shall adopt this hyéothesig at the outset, although it
will not prejudice our interpretation of. the iﬁdividuai elements,
whose origins and purposes and theélogy would seem to be father'
diverse, The cqﬁtents of X-XII, whicﬁ we'shail,eiﬁmine first,
‘have been snalysed already into thé folloQing components:5

X,1-8a; X,8b16; X,ZL-?-IXI.,'?a; XI,7b-12; ‘Xi,lj%-”E; _

XiI;l—Ss XII,7-10a; XIT,10b-15; XII,1l7-E. - |

In. the neif clispter we shall discuss both the content and
-the context of these hymns, where possible attempting to find

a3 specific historical occasion behind their composition.
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Yo =« Eplfe Yadiﬂ, p.212; Carmignac, p,138; Dupont-Sommer, p.156.

2, EBup. 25 Becker, p.45f.; Osten-Sacken, p.52f. connects col.
XIV with.VII-IX,Q.

Se Above,‘p.Zlf.

&, Above, p.ll3f.

5. Cf. Becker, p.47; Osten-3acken, p.52f.
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II. CONTENTS OF COLS. X-XITI AND THEIR BACKGROUND

X,1-8a
This is one of the most interesting sections within cols,
X~-XII. It has been regarded by‘éeveral scholars as the intro-

" duction to, orpart of, a prayer;‘bﬁt Osten-Secken_has observed
that it is really a florilégium. avcollectiﬁn of préof-téxts.l
(Our own description would be that of "mishnah'', since the texts
are accompanied by cdmmentary, and are used td build up a law=-
code for war.) But tﬁere are confusing elements here. In. the
first line, God is addressed in the second person,zlﬁhiéhfis not
to be eipectedvin either s florilegium or a mishnah,: Equally,

however, a phrase such as "and our officers (1)‘1b1w)'$hall
spéak to all those‘prepa:edffor battle, the volunteers, to hold.
fastee.." in a pra&ef. What we appeér:to have .is the unﬁéual
cqmﬁination of a mish&éh an& a ﬁrayer. | |
Two quot?tibns from the 0.T. laws, Deut. xx,2-4 and Num.x,9
:8r§.iﬁcluded. éhefqumer mentiona»ﬁhe speech of~enq9n#agement
'tgivenlby the priest“-énd,the seCond_refers;to'fhé;bi§?iﬁéfpf
th§‘£b5£;re oh*éhe trpmbefszat tﬁe”ti@evoflinvasiqn,.33§£h Q§§t-
jqéfiéns show slight difefgences from the MT; but_noée bf:iqﬁartéicéi“
.iBétwaen-the'two-qﬁbtafions is a note to the é%}éc%vfﬁafithh o
'apg to encourage tﬁerﬁafriors further éﬁd exempt thggé-ﬁhb“are
faiﬁt-hearted1-iNd other exemptions.afe menf%onéd,_sudh Qé those.
i Deut. xx,5-7. -
| Ostén—Sacken claims that this passage i; 6f"g£§ap‘idportance,;
in ﬁhét it can be-seen as 'a "kernel'" of the war-rules bf”VII—IX
-and XV—XIX.S. In‘anyycompgrisbn of this passage. with Khébaﬁéén

‘practice, the following points must be taken into account:

a. X,5-6 records no exemption of classes other ‘than ‘the




134,

fsinthearted. Deut. xx,5ff. legislates for the exemption of
other classes also. Likewise, Judas Maccabaeus, when forming

his army, (I Mascc. iii,56)6 folloﬁed Deut, xx in)exempting
several classes., How mey this discrepancy be eXplainéd? Yadin,
dismisses the distinction between war of choice énd war of duty,
as prdpounéed-in Miéhﬂéh Sotsh 8/ as applying here, since in the
"war of .duty, even the faint-hearted were to fight. However, as
Yadin also observes,8 the classes exempted fall into two kinds, -
" those éxeMpted for commitments which they already haﬁe, and thése
exempted from fear. The d.T..legislation does not in fact dis-
tingﬁish between thése two different sorts,9 bpt:neither does it
distinguish between recruitment and preparation for battle. We
have seen that both the militia of T Chron. xxvii and of IQM IT
.involvedlrecrﬁitment at a stage'ﬁrior to, and quité distinet from,
‘the assembly éf thé-army.lo It is at the moment of récruitmgnt
that the exemptions on the grounds of certain commitments will

presumably be made. Since, however, a man'SupsychologiCal'state

is relevant only immedlately prlor to battle, exemptxons on the iy
grounds of faint-heartedness must be carrled out on the battle—
.fleld. we have thus two different phases of exemptlon, as Yadin
has rightly argued.ll Now, I Macc., iii,56 reports an occasion

on whlch a militis army was establ;shed for the first tlme. Hence

the who;e class of .exemptions, plus theAappolntment of.ofilcéfs,
takes place, after the 0.T. law. In the casé.offany sﬁ§s§quent
engagement, with‘phé initial recruitment alneadymachiévéd, and
the officefs appointed, only fgé exemption from fainthgartedness
remains to be carried out.

_ This ekplains the apparent contradiction between'the acppunt
of I Mace. iii snd IOM X. It also demonstrates that IQM X applieé

to an already consbitﬁted.army, in which no_ further appointment
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of officers or exemption on the grounds of ccﬁﬁitments is necessary;
b. The second quotation in X,1-8a is from Num. x,9; unfortunately
the present section breaks off before we learn the application

to which the quotation is being put. We may guess, however,

that the blowing of trumpets was to follow. This,in I Macc. iii,
54 is réprésentéd as preceding the organisstion of the army.
However, it was also the practice of the Maccabees to blow the
trumpet immediately before Battle;la According to the Biblical
text quoﬁed, the tfumpgt call was a fanfare, but. blown in order

13

to be remembered by God. As we have indicated above, it seems
that the earliest forﬁ of the tradition in I9M specified the
blowing . .of the trumpets of remembrénce ( §1757 ) at the be-
ginging of bsttle.

Here, then, is & demonstrﬁgie_link between IGM X,1~8a and
the Hacosbean war. A further poiit to be wade here is that the
,sitﬁation envisaged in Num.x,9 is'ﬁefénsive: "when you go to
bafﬁle'ih yonr land against oppressing army". This stipuiation,
. of course, is fulfilled in the Maccsbean wars, but would not
- apply to most of the wars envisaged by IfM II;IX. There'woula
,_not,'thérefore, appear to be any po;nt in trying to connect
X,1~8a with II-IX, even though the two have in common thé pro-
vision of an orgapiséd militia army. |

-To return to Ostén-Saéken's claim'tﬁat this passagqnmay‘bé
seen 8s a kernel of the war-rules in VII-IX and XV-XIX: there
would seem to be some truth in this, although carefﬁl qualifica~-
tion is needed. There are positive links between this passage
and Msccabean practice, from which the original form of the
'battle-narratives in VII,9;IX,9 and XV-XIX has been also derived.
The.ﬁotion of 2 defensive war ;gainst oppressing qnemy‘fOrces is

present both in I Macc. and IOM XIV,2-12s3. The most difficult
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question relating tq I5M X,l-Sa concerns its presence.ip a colw-
lection of hymns. >Thi5 problem is complicated further b& the
obvious fact that the section is incomplete. After D22 INB
in line 8a the c&ntext changes quite. abruptly and we have begun
another secéion eltogether. To this we must qdd the difficulty,
already mentioﬁed, of determining the exact néture and Gattung
of this passage. There is one solutiOn,whiéh answers all these
problems, nsmely that the material in cqls.:X-XII has been
eﬁitéd to $ome purpose. We shall discuss this poééibility when

we have completed our examination of the rest of the materiél.lu

X,8b=16

15 and a

This hymn has been recognised as & creation hynmn,
compafison with IQﬁ I,1~37-confirms this. Thé following table'"
indicates both the formél similarity4and»the\vocabﬁlary'common

to the two:

IM X,8bff, . IR’ 1,128,
lines 8b-9a - Attributes of God; lines 1-9a A
Introduction to
the hymn
9b-1la’ - Glorification of
i : Israel O B
11lb~12a God's heavenly
greation ‘ 9b~13a C
12b=1ha God's earfh}y
creation 13b~15a D
s The destiny and
| lot of mankind 15b-20 E
14b-15%a The early history of
' mankind " F
15b-168 Calendar R i G
16v "These things we/I 21 " H

know from Thy
wisdom"
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Vocabulary Common to Esch Hymn

A .‘rQyn (InM; IQH)
B | wTp CINSn (IgM)/  weT)poxSs (IQH); Tk abun
(IQM)/ 3TIN nn*SL(IQH,I,Il)
¢ pw 3 o MaNB ;o NuD T 5 nvunng A BT
D %N D3 °ORY 5 MipIan ;. (cfe IQH I,10);
n*xxs‘&f.xm&ngL; |
E/F . TYIN 3 09107 (ef. INH I,24); _u"*;w; P T
“(cf. qu 1,83 . | ’ |
There are two main differences in'attitude‘betﬁgen‘the two
.hymng, namely:
a. I3M X,80b-16 contaihs_a passage glorifyihg Israel.
b. In place of the  dualistic treatment of the origin and destiny
of menkind in IQH I,15b~20; 1M X,14b-158 tells something

of the early hiétory of mankind. Both passages might. aptly

‘beAsubtitled'.31TT5111, and it seems that both_are alterna-
tive accounts of the same éubject;

There is a further difference in that the IOM hymn is written
in the firét peréon plural, IJH,1Lff. in fhe firéb person singular.
These comparisons; wﬁilét in themselves of great interest, are
relevant here only insofsr as they'show that the present passage

in I9¥ has nothing to do Qithvwar,.but is a creation hymn.

X 17<XI,7

This is clearly distinguﬁshed from the previous hymn by
subjecf;matter. Due to the nature of the text, we cannot be cer- .
tain exactly where the division between the two hymns occurs, but
the words NNviw 58 a>[ (in X,17 would appear to be moré‘approp-

riste to the present hymn than the previous hymn, as will be seen, :
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The present ﬁymn is 3 "Heilsgéschich?e", in fact a ?ecord

"of past military glories attributed to God. The Sitz in Leben

qf such & recital iz on the battiefield, before engagement, as

I Macc. iv,9.30;3 vii,hi; II Macc. xii,15 and Mishnah Sotah 8

show. A table of the instances referred to in all these hymns

is gifén by fadin} p;?i%. The Maccabean éxamples serve to

providé us with a plausible origin for this hymn also.
Altﬁpugq_nof strictly metricai, theuhjmnAhas'a_refrain which

. comes aé.a rule after every episodé recorded (the exception being

XI,1, where'it seems to occur in the‘middle of an episode). This

réfrain:is MmnbSnn a2b, end it ﬁroviaes the théﬁe of thé

whﬁle piegé,lﬁhiéh is the ascription of all glory for past

victories to God.

In view of the nature oflthigAtheme. it-is difficult to
decide whether or.not.XI,Sbff;(from NwinD) fS“Secondary._ Beckerg'
i ;ﬁclined to think so, on the grounds that no metre is found
'.hergafter; but.to find a metre beféré this'point is not so0 easy,

,ei&ﬁéf, iﬁ our opiﬁioﬁ;. Howéver, it is true that theyrsf:iin
Adisappesrs after fhis point, and wé find & Biblical quotafion;
-<ffom Nua; xxiv,17-19. If there is to be any logical‘conneétipn

beéween this quotétiéﬁ and the rest of the hymn whichiprgéedes
it, then the gquotation itself must be tgken as applying to Ged,
énd;not to.sﬁy great human warrior.l?. Since the hymn's theme is
ﬁhe“ascription of 811 glory to God, to apply the quéfation any
othér waj Q0n1d amount to a downright contradictioh. One may
pursue the connection betwéen.the theme of the hymn snd the quo-
tation further by suggestiﬁg that the final phrsse from Num. xxiv,

19, "and Tsrael shall do valiantly'" might be intended to indicate

thaf Israel's contribution to military victory, though not
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negligible, is quite éecondary to the power of God, the true
vanquisher. This would suitably reinforce the message of the
rest of the hymn. This does not mean that XI,5b=-7 might not be
secondary, but it is ét any rate in keeping‘with the rest of the
hymn,

,I# is worth reﬁaqking thét even althodghAthe human Schieve-
ments of the Maccabean warriors are given éreat prominence in
.I Macc., the éscription of crédit to God is several times clearly
nade, and there is no doubt that the cfédit Tor e, sasoeRn oF
théir:revolt was properly attributed to aivine encouragement, if

not divine intervention in a direct way.

XI,7b=12 (from T 21)

This hymn is marked off from the preceding one by a chahge

3

of éﬁbject matter and términoldgy. In this hymn isicontained~a
réhﬁnder of the predestined final bsttle between the 'troops of

Belial", the "seven nations of venity'" (lines 8b.9a) and the

"poor" ( ®M1'aN) Mlow of spirit" ( T "MD3), with a '"melting

heart" (om1 a5)(lines 9-10). The '"wicked" shall be devoured as
_Pba:aoh in‘tﬁe Red Sea (line 10). At 11b there is = secéndary
sddition (from TX®); the repetition of a formula (in admif-
tediy different_phrasing);which introduces the promisé suggests
lthis (cp.-TJ‘i .m-rm...ﬁ’u, lines 8b.9a andAY]'AwLN TXB), line 1)
A further:indication of the secopdary nature of lines 11-12 is
the'occufrence of the word "Kittim'", which is given as an inter-
pretation of "Asshur' in the quoted text, Isaiah xxxi,8. 1In our
- opinioh,.the introduction of the Kittim points clearly to an
interpolati$n¢ Let us examine the theological feétures of the
rest of this section. |

Two importesnt terms occur here. The first is D'aVaN.
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Whilstlwe hsve translated thié as "popré, it has a special
lmeaning in certain Qumran texts, and appears slso at IOM XI,13
afd XITI,1k. |

In‘IQH it occurs frequently denominatiﬁg the one rescued by

13 In IQpHsb it refers to those who

iGod, or praying-fér rescue,
sre victimised by the Htciksd Priest.”C In opPs37 it is used
twiég;-énce:intgrpreting "but the. humble will possess the earth -
and taéﬁé:the delights of perfect bliss”“as "the congregation
of the T 111K who adcept the time of afflickion and will be-

nek end” once stating ﬂhat the

uqcliﬁéréﬁffrpm;all ﬁhe SN8YrC€Saceens
qungf?gation of_the”-79‘31*1Jc” will ”possess'the‘sublime
jmgypthinibr Isréel-and will taste everlasting delights in His
hg;iﬁéss".za 7*11Pav is also used in CD VI,21 ‘end XIV;i#, where
itnéppears ﬁo'&@&@te simply the underprivileéea, without any
Sﬁé?ié}-cbnnotations. These connotstions, spparent in the. other
'tgiﬁé Qitéd,'are two; ' the M*IVAX are ﬁreéently bppressed and
wiil:fihalif be saved, In 4QpPs37 these are a recognised group,
'refefred to as,ﬂcbngrégation" { nTY ), These connotations are
préséﬁt also in the passage under ‘discussion. However, here it
'is qualified by the.wérd A33TH, This is found, with one ex}

. oeptién, in IOM only.,?'.3 in cols. I,XI,XIITI,XIV, and XV-XIX. In
most.céses, it appears more or less as & technical term, either
as:a verb denoting God's'activify towards thé rigﬁtebus ﬁarty;

or ig construct, dénoting that party.- In such cases, the context

is dualistic, ag ot IM I,123 XIII,9; XIV,10; XV,1; XVII,6. 1In

other cases, where théZCOntext is not dualistic, the-word nmrd
is almost ceftainly a secondafy addition. At XIV,5, for instance,
this can: be proved by the asbsence of this word in 4 Ma. Another
poésible example is at i,lla, where the text reads NIs Ny nu*n:ﬂ

\RYTH uyb[@ﬂy. At XV,1 is an alternative version of thisj



141,

5605 ans Ay ax'n w3, The 1after is probably an earlier,
and pre-dualistic version of the phrase.au Here, the presence
of n::mrrb after 'J1°2N may well be suspected as secondary;
as we have noted, B'I12N by itself conveys 311 the necessary
connotstions - and thé context is not dualistic.

There are severai points in common.between this hymn and
XIV,4b-8a. Both refer to the might of God in granting victory,
snd to the weakness of the righteous. Indeed, the same phrase,

mi; 15 occurs in each hymn (XI,9/XIV,6) XIV, 4b-8a, admittedly,
is.a'hymn of victory, which here is only anticipated, but the
enemy are referred to in similar terms - they are '"wicked" and
hguilty" (& YW, BWX >)(line 10). They are described, after
ﬁgut. VIf,lff., etc. as '"seven nationé of vanity" (8b.9s8). The
meﬁtion of '"Belial' here does not neceséarily indicate a dualistic
interpretat;on,'for the word is used in the 0.T. in construct to
méah "vain' or "worthless" and thst meaning is quite apﬁropi—

‘'iate here., The enemy would seem to be composed of ''nations",

réfgrred to also as “our enemies" (line 8).

Pﬁe similarity with XIv;Qb—Sa ellows us to consider this
hymn too es‘Maccabeqn. The reference to the Deuteronomic con-
ception of the seven nations inhabiting Censen, who were.to be
driven out by Israel, also reflects themes present_iﬁ I Macc..25
This hymn, then, represents that conception of the final battle

which sees it es a conflict between the weak, righteous Israel

helped by a mighty God, and wicked, guilty nations, whom God will

destroy. To this hymn hsve been added dualistic elements; the
word TW\TA | and the final pessage which refers to the destruc-
“tion of the Kittim. As we have seen, in cols. XV-XIX, the
"Kittim" are most probably the Romans.26 An interesting light 4s

thrown on a development here which parallels the addition of
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duglistic interpretations on non-dualistic material. We noted
that; whereas in cols. II-IX, end col, XIV,2-8a, which are non-
dualistic, the enemy were to be oVerco;;zi& God, but through
humen agency. This belief, of course, was fortified by the
Maccabean successes. But it is part of the dualistic theology
that good and evil are .of equal strength? and that the tension
can qnlyAbe'resplved by God. Hence we find less emphasis placed
~on the uman, an& m6r§*on the divine act.by which the enemy is
.vénquiShed; Hence the ﬁseven stages'" of the battle in XV-XIX,
wﬁichlshow the equality of strength between thgiwo sides, only
7t9;beAbroken by God's direct action overnight in slaying the
fen;my without'ﬁuﬁqn intervention. Here, too, we may contrast
the-expressibn ”sy the hand of the ™D J1ax " (line 9) which

recognises the human participation through which God scts, and

"then shell Asshur fsll with the sword not of man, end a sword
which is not men's shsll devour him" where 2 humén contribution
“to the defeat of the enemy is not countenanced; cp. XIX.IZ "fof)

thej-(sc. the Kittim) hsve fallen there by the sword of God
27

( bM.‘L'ﬁﬁ'l)".

XI,13-E
It is not certain thust this section ié really independent
6f the preceding, for the twé hymns diSplay great‘similariﬁy.'
. Both use.the word §1'2% and indicate the lowly estate of the
righteous (on3 ab, TN w0l \at X1,9,10; "oy WD at XI,J.‘B).J.
Also to be compared is TADNH in XI,8 with wTpaadi bTannb in

XI;IS. The separstion of these two hymns is, in our opinion,

*w ' suggested by the heavy influence of Ezekiel xxxviii-xxxix on the

latter, not evident at all on the former.

The following exsmples will illustrate the influence of Ezek.:
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oM XI, 13ff. Ezekggl, xxxviii-xxxi;
.m.swlxn 513 *3‘@#],_‘ ________ TA'IN NIS I (xxxix,27)
amy *ax . meaa (xxxix,18)
pw Adh mwyd Y 1IND YOTIN CUT BY KR

oya- w4 . . . weundayrma (xxxix,?7)
wTpHAST YTARDD LoOAWTRAM ARSTIN O
o3k Axw 1YY L. L L wan DI YO (xxxviii,23)
by 51321 1T . . . . . ..we5ap3a 15a0 b anw

15 (xxxviii,?)

e have slready, in speaking of the influence of Ezekiel
XXXViii-xxxix on )(I\I,hb--stn,a8 remarked that these prophecies
correspond remerkably with the situation ss depicted by the first
book of Maccabees, where the nations are represented as having
gathered together for the purpose of destroying Isrsel, In both
XIV,4b~8a 2and here we find the ethicsl distiné£ions between the
tﬁo sides brought out, and the weakness of the righteous men-

.tioned, together with the recognition of God's might. If this
hyma is indeed » product of the Maccabesn period, it might be

argued that Antiochus IV is to be seen in Gog.29

XIX,1-5

This hymn, quite unlike the two preceding it, is concerned
with the interaction of men and angelé in war. In places, thé
meaning of the text is not altogether clear at first sight, and
certain terms heea to be elucidated. For instance, the meaning
of T wiTP in line 1 may pertain to either angels or men, aﬁd
there is disagreement on this amongst several commentators. But
the former is more probable, in view of the parallelism which

appears to link T 'wiTp with m d>xbn, just as B'HLI is
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parallel to 0dWTIP 511r1.30

Another difficult term is wTIP ﬁs ‘', '""the elect of
a holy nation''. The "holy nation" is presumably Israel, But
the word NN by itself occurs in the Qumran scrolls with a
well~defined mesning. _

In 1:pHeb V,4 God will '"judge éil the nations by the hand
of His elect ( ¥ na), Nhetﬁeruéﬁe term here denotes an indiv-
idual or 2 group is gncertain.B} _At 1QgpHab .IX,12 and X,13, the
"elect" are the objects of persecution.- in,képPs}? they are
"those who hope iﬁ'Yahweh”; who '""will possess the earth'". They
will be ”leaders.and pPrinceéges...of sheep in the midst of théir

flocks'. In CD IV,3f. the sons of Zadok are called the '"elect

Isrsel, the men nemed with a name, who shall stand st the end of

days?, The idea of the elect being named may also be described

ih the present passage, line 2. Certainly, the word '\‘Uﬂ.in‘thei
Qumran scrolls bears certain connotations, like TTFdil; In&ééd;r
it is almoét a synon&m of 31"2N in that it dendtes those who: are
to be saved at the end. They a#e-also to some extent the "elite!.
who are to be their nation's spirifual leaders, perhaps under-
‘stood in terms of the ”remnaﬁt"'of 0.7. prophecy.32

In view of this, the term wTu’us*w’na.asia whole is unneces-
arily cumbersome. But perhaps *W‘ril.is a secondafy addition,
and the original text réad simplj wf1p'uﬂ. In such a8 case we
should have an example of the narrokiﬁg down of the righteous
party from the whole wation to a select part of it - the samél :
process which as been observed in the case of iQM XIV and 4QM&.33i
The present hymn is not apparentlyndualistic, and ?hqre are

no clues which suggest how this hjmn might originally have come

to be composed. .In_speaking of engels fighting with men in

battle, the hymn draws on themes from the 0.T., but these themes
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hava-not been encountered previously in IOM. It is perhaps
significant that the angelic srmy is explicitly referred to in

IT Macc. x,29; xi,10. The enemy are '""those who have risen
sgainst Thee on earth“34 (line 5), which slso piéht be compared
with expressions from I and II Macc.j; but it-is probably rash to

attempt to find any councrete setting for this hymn.

XII,7-10a

There ﬁust be some hesitation about separating this from
the previous hymn, fof the subject matter is very similér ~ that
a host of angels accbmpanies the human army into battle. But
whereas the prévious hymn used the third person in referring to
the righteous, here the worshippers use the first person plural.

‘Moreover, the present hymn is metrical, snd the following

. . 5
arrengement has been sugqested:BJ

TR BT WD

VINN 10 Y
*Xy39)aa ot ow(1)*

V1rTpss nonm wax [l

vmyva [as)abea a2

TA'NTYS Y 1INy My
' WX W

* omitted from the text by error?
** the suggestion of Jongeling, p.284, 11'11}2% is, in our
opinion, preferable,

Ll 4

perhavs the hymn continues: ,....13'¥19)

If this restorstion of IQM XII,8b-1l0s is correct, the
following points arise:
a."ﬁvw)Tp oy, a mucb-discuséed term,means "angels'" and not

36

humens,
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b. What are we to make of the lines preceding this? (7-8a, from
ARXY to mrI1arb )2 Might it be a fragment of another
hymn, which preceded, although if is & very small fragment in
this case. It cannot be accommodoted to the metre of what fol-
lows. DBut neither can lines 10b,lla. It seems that the present
section has been compiled, and comprises s non-metrical passage
which incorporates a quotation from » metrical hymn. As with
the previous section, we cannot éttempt to posit any historical
. setting for this; we shall have to be content with having noted
its contents and structure, and with concluding that perhaps the
.setting of such a hymn would be immediately before battle. The
question of the occurrence of.this and the following hyﬁn at

I™™ XIX,1ff. will be mentioned in the following section.

XIT1,10b~-15

This hymn is certainly to be distinguished from what pre-
cedes by ifs metre, style and subject matter., Here there are no
angels; the hymn is a c¢all to God to rise and vanquish his
enemies, who sre the nations (line 11). The tone of the hymn is
nationalistic (especislly in lines 12-16) and it looks forward
to the future éamiﬁation_of Israsel. Several Biblical allusions
are present, including Ngm. X,35; Ps., xxxv and Judg. v (or Ps,
lxviii)., As for the Gattung of this piece, we have already com-
mented on its sptitude at col. XIX,>/ and suggest that it is an
extended war-cry, whose Biblical origin might well go ‘back to
Num. x,%5, where it is recorded thet Moses would call upon God
to srise and scatter his enemies as the Ark wes cerried iqto
battle.38

Again, we cannot with any confidenée posit a definite

historicsl occasion which might have inspired the composition of
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this hymn; there are no simgular festures which might direct
our attention to a particular background. But we might note
that, in addition to the minor, orthographical differences

between this version of the hymn and that of XIX,2b-8,39 there

is one additional word in the text of the 1at’tér; ANnw
at XIX,1ll. Invthe present version no ethical terms st sll occur.
It will be remembered that within cols. II-IX we observed what

we termed "ethical glosses", a phenomenqn recprring here.ao The
description of the enemy as Jnaticns" does not, in;our opinion,
signify any connection with other paséages in IGM where fhe
.enemy are '"mations''; the term is hére far too general. But it
does underline the absence of any duslistic or sectarian fegtures
in this hymn. Althoﬁgh we have no evidence that the war-scheme
of IiM II developed its own»litufgy, it is worth while to remaik
that this hymn accords perfectly with the spirit of cols._II;IX;
where the pgoal is indeed the dominion of Israel over all the
nations.

The fragmenf at XII,17-18 is too short and incomplete for
us to attempt to discuse it. Probably it is‘yet snother.hymn.hl
#e have now reviewed the masterisl in cols. X-XII, but al-
'fhough we haove been'successful in discovering the historical ori=-
zin of man& of the items, there are problems which have not yet
‘been accounied for, In the previous.chapter, we expressed the
view that cols. X~XII were perhapé to bé repgarded as & collection
of hymns; and our examination of the contents has proceeded on
that assumption, which is, in our opinion, s perfectly correct
assumption ag far as the character of the contents is concerned.
The problems which sre raised invélve the subsequent arrangement

of this meterial. It is here that the question of the structure
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and meaning of X-XIV, and indeed the whole of the War Scroll,is

raised. In the following chapters, this question will become

more and more prominent.
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NOTES

l. Osten-Sacken, p.60f.
2. The question of the subject of T A1, as of 11TNY"(line 2)
is intereéting, but does not affect the basic problem.

Cf. Jongeling, p.240f. (The éeneral view is that Moses is
referred to.)

3. For the divergences, cf. the commentaries; one of interest
is TNY for the MT WAJ, in view of the liturgical formulae
in V-XIX (above, pp.93f£f.} whore TAY is regular, although

&1 appears once (at XVI,13). .

k., According to the 0.7T., the only function of fhese LW 5

wayr was exemption. fhus, the mention of V*ILIW in VII,
. 14,16 sugpests that certsin exemptions were carried out by
these men vrior to the battle- sccording to that aécount als

5. OCsten-3acken, p.6Of,

6. Gee above, pp.T7ff.

7. -¥sdin, pp.67ff. But see below, n.ll.

&, Ibid., p.6of,

9. 'Jeut..xx,lff. appears to authorise all éxemptions immediately
before battle; but it also mentions-the‘appointment of
officers, which would hardly spply except when thelarﬁy is
beins constitnted for the first time. In fact, the.fofmuiaj
which opens Jeut. xx, 8 11T5.ﬁ'1blwﬂ 150‘1'd§es perhafs#
suggeét s different literary stratun at this point. .

10, Above, pp.o69ff, |

11 Yadin, p.70, although his reténtion of the idea of '"war of

| dufy” is unneéessary in our opinion, since it is Mishnaic,
and perhéps.a Rabbinic rationalisation, withouf an
historical groundinge.

124 Ofy I Mope. 39,125 wviB.
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13. See p.109.

14, See below, p.l6#f.; 1%1Fff,
15. Osten-8acken, p.59, n.l.
16. Becker, p.47.

17. Vv. 13 and 19 of the O.[l. text have been transposed, cf,

Jongeling, p.262. According to van der Woude, Die

messianischen Vorstellungen der Gemeinde von Qumran, Assen,
1957, ».123, this is deliberate, so that the events
prophesied should.occur in the order mentioned. The des-
truction of the remnant out of the city (v.7?) will perhaps
then refer to the expulsion of Seleucid troops from
Jerusalem, cf. I Macc. x,32.

18. Cf. e.g. I Mace. iii,18ff.; iv,10f.; iv,30ff.

19. Cf, IQH. II, 32. 34; ITI, 25; V, 13.14.18. etc.

20. IopHab., XI1I,3.
21l. Tor the Eext, translation and commentary, cf. Allegro,

A Newly~discovered Fragment of a Commentary on Psalm

XXXVII from Qumran, PE (1954), pp.69-75. (I,8-9).

I' 28 THE Ty TE 01X

23. The exception is IuDM (= 1IQ22).

24k, We refer to "pre-dualistic''not in the sense of "emanating
from & period before dualism became influential 'but to

refer to the original state of certain mateériel in IOM which

has, at a later stame, been glossed eand adapted in accordance
with‘dumlistic theology; of this there are already several
examples deeslt with. See above, e.g., p.35.; and the whple
history of XV-XIX as interpreted in the previous chapters;

25. See above, p.83 and references given there.

26. Above, pp.l2Gff,
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29.

30.

51l
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See abdve, pp.lleff.

Above, pp.l20D.

A similar kind of argument is expounded by Osten-Sacken, who
suggests identification of Antiochus IV with Belial.

On the general mesning of T'W1TP , cf. Noth, Die Heiligen

des Hbéchsten, Gesammelte Studien, Hunich, 1957, pp.274-290;

Brekelmens, The Saints of the liost High end their Kingdom,
oTs (1965), pp.305—329 refute Noth's view. On this partic-
ular passage, Cormignac believes thst B'wiTp, B*Ix5N and
wTIp DY 1’01 are three different classes of angél

(p.170), and ig particular regards the last-named as the
souls of the righteous dead, followed by'Yadin (p.242).
Cf. furkher Jongeling, p.274f.

The usage varies vrobably, sccording to context; even in
the 0.7T., NIN2 can have a collective meaning. Cf. Brown,

Priver, Bri-gs, Lexicon of the 0.T., Oxford, 1906, p.l03f.

Gf. Iseiah Ixv, 9,15.22; Ps. cv,6.43; cvi, 5 etc.
3ee above, p.llg.

Cf. Yedin, n.314; Jonmeling, pp.279ff. for this interpret-

. ation of M DY

B8y van der “oude, op. cit., p.i36.

Jongeling, p.282f. for the slternatives proposed, which in
view of the plausibility of the reconstruction offered, have
no direct bearing on the present discussion.

Above, p.ll3.

Cf. Carmignac, p.181 who thinks that "Isrsel personified”
is addressed.

Gf. Jongeling, p.379 for these differences., There is also
8 phrase at XII,® absent at XIX,1f. namely D wIT) DY

NS L,_,,jn‘”\ill. but the ends of the columns are missing

v
b
4

4

1
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at the btewinning of col. XIX and Qe cannot be sure of the
extent of the defidiency. It is more likely that the.phrase
is miseing in XIX,1f. through sccident then to suppose a
secondary addition st XII,8.

4o. Above, p.ﬁu.

41. Ysdin, p.223f. thinks of I Kings viii,hh-5 and suggests
thet this passage contains a rubric, directing the men to
preﬁare for the blessiné and curse ritual of col. XIII.-

L2, The question of the redaction of cols. X-XII will be taken

up below, vp.li&if.,; 181Lff,
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] CITI., STRUCTURE AND CONTENTS OF COL. XIfi

Col. XIII is composed of fhree sections: XIII,1—6;.7—133;

; » 13b-16. Line 18 is too fragmentary to be considered.l There is

a rubric introducing the column, whiéh indicates that the follow~
ing liturgy is pert of a blessing-and-curse ritwal. Now, it will
be shown thsﬁ the last two sections in this column do not basic-
ally conform to the reqﬁirements set by the rubric. As with

cols XIV, it would seem\that a process of accretion has taken
place, and liturgical pieces have heen_added.a' Thére is,:noné»
theless, & great deal in common betveen 811 the sections, although

the differences are perhaps of more significance.

XITII,1-6

The ﬁost important feature of this section is the rubriec it~
self, which conforms very closely to the.pattern of thbse rubrics
in- XV-XIX which we have already examined. The following are the
poiﬁﬁs of similarity: |
‘s, The rubric begins with s list of those papticipéting in the
liturg&, headed by_the'Cﬁief Priest, (lost at foot of col..XII?).
b. Tﬁé'word ODTAY is used to indicate the place at-whigh the
1itﬁrgy is to be held.
c. The word DW is used.
d. The formula BAX] iljg iﬁmediate;y.precedeé.the text of-thev

liturgy.

Now, these points of similarity between XIII,lff.<éndlparts
of XV-XIX mey be explained in two ways; either there is é direct
connection between the two, or both conform to a formula which
hes been loid down.independently. The difficulties with the
former view are thot a blessing-and-curse ritual does not appear

to have ‘any place in war rites, although Osten-Sacken, for no
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very pgood reason, has tried to suggest that not only is there a
place in war-ritas for such a ceremony, but the blessing-and-

curse which formas part of the Qumran sect's covenant ceremony

originated in a war context.3 This is, in our opinion, turning
evidence upside down. The bléssing~and;curse.riﬁual, in the
0.T.y is connected Qith'gelebratioh'of‘tge coVenant.u Moreover,
the theme of the éovenaht is quite prominent in much of'the |
material in.IQM XIII. | |

The most-plahsible assumpfion is that the rubrics of cols,
XIII end XV-XIX followi£he 11turgioa1¢fppmu1ae'adépted~by the
gumran sect, at a certain time. Histopically, this appears. to
have developed. from earlier formuléé; rgpresehted.by XIV,2-4a.

One of the developments is the introduction of & Chief Piiest)

. _ which must have taken place st s certain stage in the development
f-i' : of  the n,gumren_sect.5
To return to XIII,1-6; the actual blessing and curse are

strongly duslistic. The two opposing parties are constituted

as follows:

The God. of Israsel (line 2) Belisl (line 4)
Those who serve.him justly, The spirits of his = .
who know him‘iﬁ faith (line 3) : party. (line ‘&)_'~
The party of iight (1ine 5) | ' The party.offdarknésb
| | (1iné 6)

Also opposea are God's holy plan (ligé 2) and'Beliél's'plén.of
ﬁatred (line 4y.

It is important to the these terms .cerefully, for there
are differehges in other parts of 'cols XIII.';For exgmple, in
XlII,?-lﬁa, a2lthough Belial is mentioﬁéd,'he~is 6§ppseé by a -

"Prince of light". There is no "pérﬁy of darkness' mentioned,

although we'do find the terms “1ight" and ”dérknéss" used in
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contrasts In XVII,4ff., es we noted earlier,6 we find Michael
opposed by a “"prince of the dominion of wickedness!"j again, the

term "lipght" is introduced, but we find no '"parties of light and

darkness'., These comparisons can be made outside IQM also; in
198 IIT,13ff. we find an "angel of darkness' and "angel of truth"
and in I@SII,18ff; God and Belial, but no light and darkness.
Thi§ brief digression ies intended to show thst the history of
dualism and duslistic terms at Qumrsn is extremely complicat;d;
although an exaﬁinetion of this is well outside the scope of our
study, we must be careful to observe fhese distinctions, since
theyvmay weil betrsy to us different strands of tradition.7
In XIIX,1-6, then, we have no "sons of light" or "sons of
-darkness", the most characteristifc téfms of the framework of
XV-XIX, but apart from this, the two parts of. IQM use their
dualistic terms.in the same way: (N.B. there are no Kittim in
col.»XIIIj. |
" Before terminating our discﬁssion of this passage, we ought
to note the differences between this ceremony and the ceremony
of blessing énd gursiné in I8 I,lef;. These are Beverél, and
may be 1i§ted as follows:
5. IoM KIII,1—6.is very much shorter than 15 O B g
b. I3 I,18ff. does not §peak of the parties of darkness and
| 1ight, but of the parties of Belial and God. IQM XIII
pebuws ahbo e Ehe parties of Belisl end God, but identi-
fies th'es_e with darkness sand 1ight._8 F
c. In I728,1,18ff. the parties of Belial and God are cursed and
blessed respectively; in IQM'XIiI,1~6 God is bleaseﬂ, then
those who serve him, and Belisi_is cursed, together with
his spirits; but those who fol;ow Belial are not»cursed.

d. In INS,I,18ff., the priests and levites have separate pron-
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ouncements -~ the priests bless, the levites curse.
(Diverging from the 0.T, pattern)'.9 In IQM XIII,1-6,

priasts and levites bless and curse together.

We ¢wn see from this that the theology of XIII,1-6 is
closer to that of the framework of XV-XIX then to IQS I,18ff.
This could be taken as indicating, together with the great simi-
larity between thé rubrics, that both probably'originated within
the Qumren,commﬁnity from similar circles and at about the same

time, However, there are minor differences, and there is no

mention of the Kittim, or of enemy forces, or anything which
points to an imminent confrontation by battle between the

parties of light and darkness.

XII1,7-1%a

This psssage comprises a hymn which may be divided into

three verses, as follows:

4
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1. And Thou, God of our fathers, we bless Thy name for ever,
we, an [etern)al people. :

Thou madest a covenant with our fafhers, and wilt fulfil
it for their descendants for all time coming.

In all Thy glorlous testimonies there is s reminder of

Thy C ) in our midst {as a help to the remnant and

means of survival to Thy covenant and to relaté Thy true

deeds and Thy judgments through wonderful deeds of might).

2. Thou, [0 God of our redelmption, hast an eternal people
Thou hast allotted us to the. party of light, for Thy trath
A prince of light Thou didst appoin!ed of old to assist us

“(In whose power right)eous C Y (and sll
spzrlts of truth are in his dominlon)

Ba® Thou didst create Hellal for destructlon, a8 an angel of
'hatred (wbose dom1n(}on is in- daf)knes and his’ purpose 19
to bring men into sin and guilt). ;

All his party are angels of destruction, who' walk according to
the laws’ of darkness {to. whlch alone they are’ 1mpe11ed).

But :we are the party of Thy truth, and rejoice in Thy
‘mighty. power, (and are glad of Thy salvatlon and exult in
Thy hel{p and secyriity).

These three verses ought to be described more accurately as
’ thfeé»hymns, since they -appear to come from different hands; they

afé differaht in léngth (verse two has four lines also, as‘r‘agemins‘i'.”~

three for the others), and there are slight doctrinal differencee.

i‘,The nhreses in round brackets indicate what we regard as secondary,~

'expanolon {see commentary follow1ng).
'Verse 1 Here God is addressed as 13'N1ax 5% by those who
descr;be themselves as an "eterna1‘peop1e”.11 The hymn is one
6?i£h$nksgiving fbf God's continuing faithfulness to h?s cov=
gﬁ;nﬁlpeople. The words in brackets afe, in du: opihion, sec-
dndaryrbecau&e.they'distort the'symﬁéﬁry of the verse, extéﬁding
ﬁhe;iast line to at least twice'tﬁe'length of the other lines.
Pbg%ibiy} also, the introduction of the idea of a remmant (N IXW) .
represents sectarian tendencies on the part of the glossator.
The‘h&mn is quite appropriate to a covenant ceremony, and

thﬁé i£é connection with the preceding section may be explsined
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‘on the.suppoéition thet both are contsined within the same
ceremony. Thére is, however, no duslistic doctrine in_tﬁis
hymn, which in fact suggests that if the ceremony was conceiied
in dualistié terms, then this part of.the liturgy Qas intro-
duced from elsewhere. There is no mention here of the destruct-
ion of‘gvil,lonly of the continuing faithfulness of God to his

covenant, ss promised in the 0.T. (N2>Ti112 ;\rr1yr\).l2

Verse 2 Here Tod is addressed as llngffﬁ‘bﬂilz

which is, as

we have indicsted already, a term which elsewhere in IQM has a
dualistic conﬁexﬁ.lg Again, the worshippers call thémselves an
"eternal people' (but njn51s is uéed, not DY ). In both

this ahd ihe opening formula there is a formal'similarity between
this and thé first verse, This verse,‘in fact, is an altérnative
to the first, in that it also gives thanks to God for his
promiées_of old, and, his present faithfulness. But in this case,
.thé”dontéxt is dualistic,  Instead of referring to the covenant
wifhf?he fqrefathgrs,bas did verse 1, this verse refers back to
fhéﬁafiginal allotment of the whole of creation iﬁtO'damﬁs of
 1ight and dsrkness. ” Verse 2 'is the duslistic equivalent of
versé'l. In this dudlistic verse we find a "ﬁrincé of light".

who might be identified with the "prince of lights" (D 1IN W)
of Cb V,18,16 The brackeééd'phrase at,fhe_egd of line 4 is, in
our opinion, sedondéry because it overlosds that line; the first

three lines. have four stresses. each, and the last, five, not even

allowing for the lacuna.

'Verse 3 In our opinion, the bracketed phrases in this verse

are all.secdndafy. They are of unequal.iength, and make the
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lines of unegwal length. Without thesé, the lines contain
five stresses (the last line perhaps four). The additions in
any case contribute nothing of interest to the meaning of the
whole, and merely echo, rather weakly, the first half of each
line. To regard these as original would leave extremely long
lines; ther§ is no plausible way of arranging the contents into
six lines.

There is much in common between verses 2 and 3 heré and
the speech of the Chief Priest in XVII,4ff., both of which are
dualiétic; as follows:

AW (XITIL,12/XVIT,4); JOTY  (XIII,10/XVIL,6); nbunn

(inI,lo/xvn,s.';); n1TH (XIIT,9.13/XVIL,6); 1% (XIII,9/

XVIL,6); S AMX (XIII,10.12/XVII,8); m'aby (XIII,9/XVII,5.6.8)

In neither of the two passages under compsrison are the terms’

Y A e | or]WﬂT']l used; the two sides comprise ''sprits pf‘tfuth 5
(XIII,10), "party of Thy truth" (XIII,12), "party redeemed by

Him" (XVII,6), '"party of God ™ (XVII,?7) and even "Israel (XVII,?7)

" But in place of the '"prince of light" in XIII,1lO, we.finﬂ_“Michdbl'

ih-XVII,6.?. And instead of "Belial", (XIII,1l1) we find "érince

of the dominion of wickedness": (XVII,5-6). Thus, in neither

passage are either of the two parties identified explicitly as

parties of light snd darkness. But this identifidat;pnlié‘in

giqceSS. Bach of the‘twoépassages in fact is using sqmé terms
" which are different from those used by the other, meinly those
terms which are applied to the participents in the.stfdgglé;
Othep terms (as above) are used in both pessages.

Our own conclusipn from this compafison is that here the
evidence points to the fusion of different traditional sets of

dualistic terminology into a common set of terms, namely, '"light!

and "derkness".l? Now, the dualistic theology of XV-XIX's
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framewérk Qses the terms "light" and 'darkness'" throughout to
denote  the two parties; it also uses'@élialf ;But there is no
equivalent "angel ﬁf‘light". This has disappeared.  This may
well have baen due. to a deliberate rejecfion of such a figure,
perhaps for fear of compromising strict monofhéism, or some
other reason. ﬁvidencg for such 8 process is furnished by the
next4se§tion as we shall consider,

Let us, howeyér, conclude our gxam;natibnhbf XITII,1~-13%a by
suggesting that sll thfee verses ﬁaveathe same.setting - in a -
povenaﬁt'cérembny. Tﬁe first versé-rgéalls the covenantAmade
with ﬁhe-fpréfathérs, the second is & dualistic equivalent, and

;1 . ':thigfis continued by the third verse. .It is possible that these
lést:twb ve#ées, being a statement’of dualistic belief, are
férmélly a creed. .Spch a liturgy coﬁld plausibly be assigned tb

a covenant ceremony also.

Our Chief'conbern;in the abové has been not only to il}ﬁs-'

- trate the sﬁrucﬁure of the.material in XTIT,1-13a, but to indi-
cgte‘cerfain featu}es:Qf the dualistic material which Suggeﬁt a
line‘of‘dévelépment'approximateiy the reverse of that argued by 45
Osteﬁ;Sacken,18éihce'our-own intérﬁretation of the 1iter§ﬁy'hi§—

tory of IQM is also more or less diamefrically_opposed to his

own. We need séércéiy repgat that nojattempt will be made here
to offer an account of the development.of dua;ism,.even within
IOM. It is, however, useful to demonstréte thé complexity of
the probieh, and the insdvisability of tr&inglto use "doctrinal”

evidence slone to reach literary-critical  conclusions.

XIII,13b-16

Unfortunately, this is only pertly preserved, but it appears
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to be a hymn of praise t.: God. - Its most interesting feature is
that it opens with a flat contradiction to what has precedéd.

It expressly denies that any "angel or prince! ( “w? 7)1573)
can compare with the help ( rrﬂ%y ) which God alone can give.
(These three words sll appear in the previous section). Here,
too, in col. XIII;‘we encounter for the first time an explicit
referencé to the final confrontation between light and darkness;
- and here these two %Zerms are used absolutely to denote the two
sides (line 15), a usage found elsewhere in IQM only in the
framework of XV-XIX, snd in those parts of col.}I which are in-
fluenced by it.19 This hymn has ﬂo obvious connection with a
covenant éeremony, but has perhaps been added to the preceding
material. There are two reasons why this might have been done;
to complete the preéeding dualistic accbqnt of existence by

drawing attention to the coming battle between light and dark-

ness; and at the same time to bring up to date the entire account

by eliminsting the imvortance of a Prince of Light and introduc~
ing the terminolopgy of "sons of light'" and "sons of darkneéé".
This mipht mean that simultaneous with_the revision of the war-
rule which produced IOM XV-XIX, there was a revision of other
Bumran institutions such as the covensent ceremony.ao: With the
-limited materiasl at our disposal, however, this cannot be more
than supposition. However, it is possible.to see, in XIII,7-E

a development similar to that within cols. XIV,XV-XIX, which wit-
nesses the final emergence of s war-dualism using the'terms
”ligbt" and '"'darkness', but itself developing from earlier dual-
istic traditions. éuch observations are nonetheless offered with

considerable reserve,.

A
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NOTES

l. For the divisions and a discussion of the contents of col.

XITI, cf, Osten-Sacken, p.l05ff., whose interpretation is
somewhat different from our own.

2. See above, pr.ligff.

3. Osten-Sscken, lac. cit.

4, Cf. Deut. xxvii-xxviii.

S5« ‘There is no Chief Priest in IQS.I,18ff. See p.15% below.
6. See above, pr.l09ff.

7« Cfs below, np.l79ff.

8. IQS II,5 curses Bélial for the "darkness of his deeds, and

"sons of light" appears in II,16, but not, apparently, as

a regular designétion.
9. 1In fact, at Deut. xxvii,l4ff. it is the levites who pronounce

blessing and curse, but'the‘other tribes divide, half to

bless and half to curse (ibid.,12-14).
10. Restorations pgenerally follow Yadin, followed in most cases

by the majority of commentators. Cf. for more detailed dis-

' cussion, Jongeling, pp.294ff. (None of the proposed restor-
ations is allowed to determine our own conclusions).

11. Restored after Yadin; Dupont-Sommer, van der Ploeg.

12. This is a frequent term in the Qumran documents; cf. van

der Ploeg, p.15L. : ‘ 3

13, Possibly 1lﬂ’ffﬂ yas Yadin, van der Ploeg; other suggestions,
Jongeling, p.297; To distinguish between yod and waw is

_ virtually impossible in IQM; see the slphabet reproduced

by Yadin, p.25k.
ik, See above, p.l40f

15. Cp. & similar phenomenon at X,14b.15a, above, p.136f.
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16. CE. Yadin, p.235 for a discussion of the terms.,
17. It is slso possible that non-duslistic tefminology is being
accommodated to duslistie, by the attribution of '"making
_ wicked and guilty'( T WX, ¥'WId ) to Belial.
Nywyr end J DWX are frequently used in "ethical"
glosses (gbove,.p;35)'and in passageé where the ethical
distincfions between the two partiéé-at war are brought
out. Cf.Jowx in IOM VIX7s XT,15 XTI, A28 x'I\i..B; Iy,ls ‘
(g;oss) J ywr in I6M T,6.13; xx.,ld; XTIV 573 xv,2.9.§l.l+(?);
XVII,6; end III,9(gloss).
18. For the outlines of Osten-Sacken's view, see sbove, pp.li4ff.
19. For the ‘influence of-XV-XIX on I, see Helqw, PR L74LE,
N.B. also "sons of-dé}knésé" at liné 16.

20, See above, pp,lZ#ff. for the reasons and spproximate dating

of this kind of revision.
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IV. FURTHZR REMARKS ON COLS. X-XIVY

Altough we hsve accounted for most of the materiai in IOM
X-XIV, there are several problems sbout the structure and
arrangement of this material which remain unresolved. These
ﬁay be listed as follows:

2. How are we to understand X,1-8a, which is not exactly a

prayer, but.seemsito be‘addressed to God?

b. How are we to expiain the fact that X,1-8s, and almost cer-
tainly otﬁer sectiéné from X;XIi, are incomplete?

c. How are'we to~exﬁlain the presence of colé. XIII and XIV in
their present position, and, indeed, in IQM at ail?
de At what point does this central section end, or XV-XIX

reslly begin? it i we interpret XIV,16-E?

Nét 2ll of these questions éan be answered at this point,
nor can they sll be discussed independently. But a number of
obqqrvgtions ought to Be ventured before we proceed to the next
stage of our treatmeht of IQM.

Guestions (2) and (b) can be taken together, beéause both
raise the possibility that X-XII or X~XIV have been edited.

) X,@—8a ends abruptly and'aﬁother quite differént source supplies -
hat LOTT6HE. ‘The TLRK Getween this shi ENe ekt seetion 15 Ea- -,
poésible to see clearly due to the'damaged text at the end of
col. X, The'section beginning at XI!7b, if, as we have ugder—'
stood, it is é-ﬁew liturgical piece, begins rather unuguaily,
(XI,13~E) begins with X2, The hymn at XII,l begins also with

»*> (though of course the true beginning of this section

‘might‘bé at the end of col. Xi), XII,?-lC also beginsg abruptly,
and*séems;?o be ‘incomplete. '

The sﬁﬁﬁecﬁ—ﬁatter of the material in these columns is

arranged in a fairly orderly wey; col. XI contains material
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which is linked by various motifs and expressions. All.thq
sources used in this column contain reference to Biblical in-
»cidents or prophecies, and stress the power of God and the
weakness of Israel. The first two hymns in col. XII both deal
wifh angelic armies in war, Now, this kind of arrangement is
what one might éXpect fromAa collection of liturgical pieces, in
any case. But wqui& one expect some of .the component parts to
be incomplete?

Unless. one is prepsred to argue thet IGM is #ntirely a
haphsard and motley collection of variegated texts joined only
(and'only occasionally) by a common theme, the question must
arise e?entually,.ﬂéw and why and by whom were all the various
perts of INM put together? Cols, II-IX and XV-XIX are self-
contained documents, but outside these, ought we to look for
signs of redaction? Many commentators have resd cols. X5XII'as
a single prayer, 8 prayer before battle.2 Have the hymns in
Yo XTI beeﬁ formed into‘a single prayer? This would explain somei
of the phendmena, namely that the units have apparently beeﬁ
joined together closely, and that the first unit, a war-mishnah,
‘now feads like a prayer.

Some reasons,ha&e already been given why cols. XIII and XIV
might have been included in IOM. They bpth show considerable
resemblance to ofher partslgf IQM;‘and.yet their presence sug-
gests that they both existed, before their incorporation into
IQM, as iﬁdependent fragments. If other fragments of the war-
rule of col. XIV had existed, it is unlikely that these would not
have been included in IOM also. Moreover, col. XIII has been
wrenched from its original Sitz im Leban, which msy have come -
about accidentally, and suggests that XIII existed as an indepen-

dent fragment before its inclusion in IQM.
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r The question of the material from XIV,16-E (and also of
XV,1-2a) may slso be tackled from the point of view of the

oo

redaction of I'M as a whole. It presents some unusual features,

and some terms which we have attempted to assign to different
traditions witnin IQM appear to come together here. This fact
itéelf, howevar,ipoint te en attempted union of all ‘the dis=-
parate elements within IAM.

The consideration of 811 these problems, then, 1eads.us on
to discuss the redaction of IQM as a whole, We have already, in
fact, noted signs of redaction in the removal of the beginning
of II-IX and its incorporation in col. 1.3 Col. I remains the
only substantial portion of INM so fer left unaccounted for. 1In
our treatmeﬁt of this column we shall enter into the problem of

the redaction of IfM in earnest.




NOTES

1. Analysis of the contents of XIV,2-15 is offered above,
-pp.liaff.

2. E.g. Dupont-Sommer, p.l156; Yadin,.p;210; Csrmignac, p.l138.

3. See above, pp.25ff.
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I. COL. I

As early ago @ss 1955, Dupont-—Sommer1 stated that col. I was
an introducti§n to I')M. 3ince that time, the actusl function
of col. I within I"M has seemed to become more and more obscured.
Much of the proplem may have been caused by cols I's undouwbted
6bscurity itself; it clearly has links with XV-XIX through its
language, and yet exactly how col. T could be formally con-
nected.with XV~XIX was never clearly explained.2 tie have alw
reédy suggested that cél. I offers an alfernétive-?ersiopﬂof‘
the first six years of the whole final war,3 and this involves
us in regerding col. I as at least later than II-IX.. The for-
msl resemblance between I,11ff. and XV-XIX has recently been ex-
plained by the sssumption that XV-XIX has built on the framework

of-I,llff.2+ An egually plsusible explanation, never appsrently

considered, is that I,11ff. is a summery of XV-XIX.

As & final preiiminary observstion, we might say that if
any redacionsl material ékists in a composite work~sﬁch’ss IoN,
fhe most obvious pluce to search for 4t dis in the first column,
at the beginning of the whole work. In our opinion, col. I is
indéed 2n introduction to 1M as 2 whole, and that, properly
understood, it ensbles us to see the meaning of the War Scroli
takén'as a whole. This is because col. I is a summary of the
entire Final War, and brings together'éhe vision of cols. IT<IX
a8 Qell as of XV-XIX, visions which otherwise remain juxtaposed
in blatant contradiction.

The contents of col. T may be divided inté three, although
colse T itseif is 2 unity. The sections aré ag follows: -

1-3a The first act of aggression

3b-9a The subsequent campaigns

9b-E  The battle against the Kittim
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I,1-3a

An important word here is N "WXY . What follows is the
first stage of the Final wWar., Perhaps this should be taken
with ANMX1 in line 3b, where the next stage is described. This

first stage is an act of aggression ( T? 1)WAN ) against
"the party ( b1 ) of the sons of dsrkness,
the army of Belial, the troop of Edom and Moab,
the Ammonites, the arm(y of JPhilistia,
the forces of the Kittim of Asshur, assisted
by the offendérs against the covenant."

The terms "sons of darkness" and "army of Belial are
most unlikely to indicate entities in addition to thosé which
follows Rather, they seem to be general in application, and.to
define 8ll the following groups.5 This would serve the purpose
of bringing together the terms used of the enemy in XV-XIX with

I ]
the enemies of II-IX who are nations. We have, in any case, al-
ready suggested that the names of the nations in this list are
taken from the document now in cols. II~IX.

These, then, are the first "sons of darkness'' to be attacked
in the Final “ar, But by whom are they to be attacked?. The
-text continues-

“The sons of Lévi, the sons of Judah and the
sons of Benjamin, the exiles of the ‘wilder-
ness, shall fight against them ( - ata
all thelr d1v1°10ns, when the exiles of the sons-
of light return from the wilderness of the
nations to encamp’'in the w11derness of
Jeruqalem.”

The mention of three tribes here is most curious.6 " One
thinks of the system of cols. IIff., where the twelve tribes of
Isréel are organised”according to Num. i-x,10. In our earliér
examination of col. II, we conjectured that the forty years' war
agalnst the natlons might have ‘begun w1th a battle thhln Israel's

borders, fought by the tribes then pccupylng the land, namely the

three so-called "southern tribes", Judah, Benjamin and Levi, The

}
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initial succass of their struggle might have been expected to
herald the rgturn of the lost tribes to the land of Israel.?
If this is correct, then the information in I,2b-3 is also taken
from the document II.-.IX. However, it has-bgeh adapted, for these
are now called ''‘sons of light", terminoiogy derivéd from XV-XIX.
And further development seems to have taken place, for we are
given a ratﬁer cryptic (deliberately so0?) clue as to the time
when this will happen. It seems that by the three tribes
men£ioned, something.léss than the whole is meant; only the
texiles of thé wilderness" are to be understoéod. Theée await
the return of ;thers of their number return from exile in the
"wilderneés of the~nations". "Exiles of the desert" and "exiles
. of the sons of light!" &c not mean the. same thing, or a pronoun
wduld Have been employed.

Since IGM was discovered amongst the Cumran caves, and
since other <umran texts refer to-"sons of light", we can fairly
safely equate the ”sonsAoﬂ light't with the Quﬂran sect, - These
men were not only from the tribes of Judah, Benjamin and Levi,
but were also ”exiles of the wildgrness” in as much as they
lived by the-shofes of the Dead Sea, Apparentiy, fhese men
wené awaiting the reéurn of others of their number from the
“wi;defness of the'nationg”.' Thié expression is taken from
Ezekiel xx,35, where it denotes Babyloﬁ. If the same reference’
wére intended here, we should be led to belieye that,.acéording
to I4M I, the Final Qar would commence when other members of the
Qumren sectvreturned from Babylon. to Jjoin their fellows.:.The
”wiiderness of Jerusalem" will thus apply to Qumran, unless it
ig meant in a metaphorical sense to apply to the religious

wilderness of the Jerusalem Temple, as it was seen by the sect.

According to some scholars, the RQumran sect was in fact

ey

s
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established by Jews who returned from Babylon ﬁuring the
Maccabean period, and ﬁere distressed at the religious 1$xity
which they witnessed in Jerusalem. The ineffectiveness of
their protgsﬁs, sccording to this theory, ultimstely led to the
establishment of 2 settlement at Qumran.8 Our owﬁ exegesis of
IOM I,2b-3 woul& suppor§~such a theory; it woﬁld, however, imply
that the members of the sect still awaited the return of more of
their numbers when thiswpassage was written.

So far, Qe have seen that, although certain idess are
adopted from Ii~IX, not iny are these abéommodated'to dualistic
categories, but the original pan-Israelite ideal is now restricted

to members of the Qumran sect.

I1,3b-9a

e are now dealiﬁg with the second stage of the Final.War
C..oanx), 3b). According to lines S-7,.the events here depicted
will bring about the final defeat of Belial and of the Kittim.
Since this is also the consequence of the great battle described.
iﬁ XV=-XIX, we should assume that it is this great seven~stage
conflict which now takes place. The details of this second stage
ot the_Final War are.unfortunately very difficult to reconstruct
due to the incompleteness of the text at this point.

Now, AanSAA 1N X1 can be taken as.réferring to the first stagg,
in which the inhabitants of the lsnd of Israel were driven out
or exterminated. (wWhether or not these nsations actually existed
an independent entities at the time of composition of col. I need
not concern us at this point; the list originaliy belonged elsew-
whére and might well have been re-interpreted symbolically).

The text hereafter becomes extrémely difficult to interpret,
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and numerous solutions have been proposed. Because of the
importance of this brief passage, it is proposed to desl with
the textual problem in some detail. This is the passage to be

considered:

X0 \xpad oevsaz gremn [ ) oen by aantea ek
1 pwom A0 Taead amn 119va a1 poavab avita aem

The problems are; the subject of 15¥"; the lacuna at the begine
niﬁggof line 4; the subject of Xx7, A relatively minor problem
is the lscuna at the beginning of line 5.

The first two problems are ?ossibly related,. since the
subject of 159" might be located in the lacuna. The alternative
is that..,»15 131 is the subject. We are not helped by Dwn,
for even though itlseems to refer to the -scene of the first
battle, it is not imﬁoséiblé that certain of the enemy defeated
iﬁ that battle retire to prepare for the next battle.

The words B i1¥B1 W' AID not necessarily to be taken to

men "the.Kittim (whe are) in Egypt'. w@anada, in fact, could
“cohceivably be the mbject of 19y $ WAL could mean "in Egypt"
or "apgainst Egypt". The following verg, )cs?, has no subject; )
fhis hac led to.the placing by some séholars of a magculine
singular noun in the lacuns, e.g. 155 - ﬁowever, the suffix
“on. 1393 ought to indicate God, and thus God might well be the
.subject of. xSt

A further considerstion is that the whole- passage is in-
spired by Dan. xi,44, wbere the "king of the north" g;és with
preat fury (a51Ta anna xs* )(ef. 719%0 15» in Dan. xi,11).
Hoviever, there may 2lso be some influence from Ezekiellxxxviii,
18f, where God swears '"in the heat of my anger, and in my indig-
riation; in the fire of my wrath" (M11y wxa MM 92 AT ) to

destroy Gog. Together with Gog come other mations (xxxviii,5—6);
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hence perhaps 'kings of the north" here - for Gog's realm is in
the far north (xxxviii,15; xxxix,2). It is unwise, however, to

lay too muchr emphasis on the form of the Biblical phrases which

-

influence tke vresent passage, for clearly, the author here has
freely used these,

The following translations have bee; offered by the
commentators and translators of this passage: B
Dupont-3ommer (p.29f.):

"4nd, after this war, the nations shall
come up thence, snd the king of the

Kittim shall enter Egypt. And, in his
time (viz. at the time determined by
him), he shall come out in a =reat fury,
to fight against the kings of the north,
and his anger shall destroy and annlhllate
the horn of his enemies."

Yadin (p.238):

"Aiter the battle they shall go up thence
against all the troops of the Kittim in
Sgypt. In His sppointed time He shall go
forth with great wreth to fight against the
kings of the north, snd His anger shall be
such as to destroy utterly and to cut off
the horn of Belisl.,"

Van der Ploeg (p.35):

"ind after the war, (they?) shall go thence.....
king of the Kittim in Egypt. And in his time,
he shall. go out in great anger to flvht the
kings of the north. And in his snger he shall
seek to destroy and cut off the horn of his
enemies."

Carmignac (p.6f):

"ind after the war they shall go up thence
end Godessessthe Kittim-in Egypt. In His
time, He shall go out in great fury to
fight ageinst the kings of the north, and
His snger shall destroy and smite the horn
ofsvaas

Jongeling (p.60):

"And after this battle, they shall go up
thenceses..Go0d(?)...the Kittim in Egypt, and
in His time He shall go out in & great fury
to fight agsinst the kings of the north. And
His anger shall be (ready to) destroy and to
cut the horn Of;.ooo"
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“hese examples contain what may be fegarded as the reason-

-

able alternatives. 'All offer a translation which grammatically -
makers sense, but the main problem'is to relate this episode to
what follows. What is indicated is a defeat of & mighty army,
comprising the Kittim. Other nations may be involved slsoc. It
is this battle which marks the end of the Kitt}m. Hence, our
own interpretation of the above passage would read:

"And after this battle, the kings of the

north shall come up thence, with the Kittim

in Bgypt. But in His appointed time He

shall go forth with great fury to battle

against the kings of the north, end His

anger shall be such as to destroy and cut

off the horn of His enemies.,"

The restored lebrew text:

3T PP TIWBL BN Dy T Dhe ows Ayt apahoa Ay
1% ATIaY Tawat asRr {iesn ol onab abiTa anm
' VAR
The advantage-of the proposed restoration is that the
passage now describes a great battle in which the Kittim and
those who have joined them are défeated in a'singlé baétlé by
aﬁ act-of Gode. This sccords with XV-KIX. It wouid be rash,
however, to claim that this passage is now perfectly lueid, for
it retains 2 certain awkwardness of expression. But this can
hardly be femoved by any restoration so far proposed.
The sequel mskes it clear that now Belisl and the Kittim
-are finally overcome. Lines 5b-7
anr afa av)x amn ancar Gyt s ok oty Ao
' o> swan a0 VW T 7K Ywx e

-might be an adaption of XVIII,2-3=2

Cpepuy asana wwena Y] 0 9> bey 7eha by ariv hxov xeana

DI1p z1x'} a9 )2 Wan Mwex 57.‘1 o' 7y ml‘ﬂ'[ 1
INDT WYND)
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Only in these two passages do we find Belial, the Kittim,
Asshur and Japhet all together., That XVIII,2-~3a is the earlier
"is proved by its punning: N ﬂ‘, 1#91 and 12> [ovad

Before passing to the next andAvery important passage, lines

8-9a, we ought to comment on the "Kittim in Egypt'". Such a phrase
can be applied with equal plausibility to the Ptolemaic dynasfy
or the Romans. We have "already concluded that "Kittim" in XV-XIX

9 and in col. I we seem to have merely a

refers to the Romans,
slight refinement, for "Kittim of Asshur" has already appeared

in 1,2 Although, in our'opinion,.this applied to the Seleucid
kingdom when in the context of cols., II-IX, in col, I it might

hove been re-interpreted to refer to the Roman legions of Syria.
Hencé, since these have been defeated in the first stage, the secoﬂ
stage, the great battle in which the Kittim and forces of Belisl
are defeated, includes the Kittim in Egypt, namely, the Romen
legions stationed there. On the other hand, it is equaliy likely,

if not more so, that the writer is attempting to reconcile his'

vision of the future as far as possible with Dan, xi,40ff. and

that the "king of the south” there mentioned finds it, only coﬁ—
tempofary counterpart in the Roman forces in.Egypt; In the same
way, the Dasnielic ”king of the norfh” has been pluralised. |
The events of col, I, we have submitted, are intended to
harmonise with the chronology of IT,6ff., and to fall within the
first six years of the forty years' war. The defeat of the Kittim
must sureiy mark the culmination of this period. The differing
portrayals of the last war in II-IX and XV-XIX can be reconéiled
partly by holding the one to follow the other; which order is our
compiler suégesting? If the Finsl War is
a. %o involw the Romans and

b. to hold any pleusibility,
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then any scheme of world conquest will have to begin with the
defeat of the miphtiest power on earth. To imagine a war being
fought against the other nations of the wofld whilst no conflict
with the Romans materialised is rether difficult. Hence against
van der Ploeglq pnd following Yadin,l1 it is our opinion that

. the "Kittim war" precedes the cempsigns of II,10ff, This is the
impression left by col. I, for the second phase of the Final War,
as we have seen, is the "Kittim wer". This is now followed by .
a brief reference to the ensuing campesign. The powers of dark-
ness having been removed, it remains only for the domin;on of
Israel to be extended.

Lines 8—99, therefore, spate‘that after‘the victory over
Belial, the-elimination of d;rkness proceeds '"gradually' ( 71970 )
It is stated, aquite flatly (line 8) that

Measssjustice sh#ll shine ouf to all the
ends of the world, shining more and more
until the time allotted to darkness is
completely finished.....' '

In XV-XIX there seems to be no question that Belial and
his allies -are exterminated in one battle. JHere we find that in
fact after the extermination of Belial, the time allotted to
darkness hag still to run until the ends of the world are filled
with light. This reference, in our op;nion, is to.the campaigns
outlined in col, II, in wﬁich the whole world is gradually con=-
quered. This, then, is how col, I reconcileé the two major doc-

uments which comprise IQM, II~-IX and XV-XIX. The manner in which

this is done is perhaps rather confusing; but no other account

of col. I secems possible which does not entail greater difficultie

1,9-E

This section of col. I, beginning with the words 12 'hai1 B1°2]
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mark the eni of the summary of tﬁe Final War and begin a des-

cription ol the course of the "Kittim war', a summary, in fact,

oy

. of KV=XIX."“

ness' occur, At lines 11lb.l2s is a phrase taken from the

Here the terms ''sons of light" and '"'sons of darke

introductioﬁ to XV=-XIX (XV,l-—Za)13 with very slight alteration:

Lx miTa ayd [y aas ny pear for Sxawrh g ny .‘1;9.1 VAL
This introduces the summsry proper, which begins at line 12b with:
the words BVA21 pannYA M1"2l. Although thé end of col., I is
missing, snd lines 15-17 are incomplete, it seems that col. I
‘ends with the outcome of the "Kittim war" and, since the docu-
ment in cols, II-IX begins midway through 2 sentence,‘we may
suppose tﬁat the accduﬁt of the end of the "Kittim war'" led on
to the next stage, the war .of II-IX.

I% migﬂt seem rather untidy that the second half of col. I,
after the sumwary of the entire Final Yar had been completed,
should concern itself with s description of the "Kittim war',
This, however, would be necessitated by the fact that col, IIX

begine & detailed account of the war against the nations. In

order to svoid further confusion, this would have to be preceded
by & summary of the Kittim war. The following table will make

this point clearer:

General Qutline of Finsl War

I,1=-%a First act of aggression; defeat of neighbouring nations,

undegtaken by the '‘sons of light" from Judah, Benjamin
and Levi. |
I,3b-7 Second act of sggressiorn; defeat of coalition.between
armies of Kittim, kings of north - forces of-Belial.
1,8-9a After defeat of Belial, gradual dissemination of the
power of light throughout the world.

It seems probable that these three were to be understood as taking
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forty years to achieve; the first two stages would be completed
in the first six years, and the third stage would occupy the
remeining years.

Descrivtion of the two major stages

1,9b-% The battle sgsinst Belial and the Kittim; general

course of the hattle.

II The battles against the nations; gemeral course
of the campaigns.

The rest of TOM contains:

IIT-IX General rules about equipment, men and tactics for

tne entire Final YWar.
X-XIV Liturgy for the entire war.

AV-XTIX Detsiled description of the wsr sgsinst Belial and

the Kittim; (liturgy perticularly).

If ouf above analysis is correct, it mesns that the material
in Il has been reintérpreted, and prefaced with an introduction .
50 that a coherent composite document emerges, which describes
the course of the Finsl Woar. OCur analysis leaves open the '
question whether tﬁere followed 2ny detailed description of the
wars against the nations, but this would surely be extremely
lengthy snd reépetitive; such a description is not ferhaps needed,
gsince the course of these wars will very tremendously. With thé
defeat &f the Kittim and the forces of Belial, the climax of the
war is effectivel& reaghed, and further description would cert-

ainly -be an snti-climax.

Now that we have suggested 8 scheme of interpretation for

IOM a3 & whole, we may discuss o few remsining questions regarding

the arrancement of the material in INM, before presenting our
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conclusions as to the date and purposé of the whole document,

I2M, as distinct from its parts.
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NOTES

l. Duponi~3ommer, p.26.

2. See ahtove, pp.l2ff., passim, for discussion of this question.

3. Above, p.26.

-1+. Avove, p.l2.

5 ©CEHa AV,ES—BQ, where the opposing forces are "the king of
the kittim and all the army of Belisl'. The term 'sons of
darkness" is prbbably interpreted in col. T to mean all
the enemiés wﬁich will be fought, including the nations in
cole II. _In XV-XIX it perhaps means just the Kittim army
and the "srmy of Belial" which comprises various natidns
.G % 0 0

6. The mention of 3enjamin here is unique at Qumran, the
designation "Judah and Levi' being the ﬁormal usage.

7. This is envisaged in Bzekiel xxxix,25, which is influential
.in most of the varions strends of moterisl in IOM.’

3;' Cf. Murphy-0'Counor, RB (19705, p.214f, and Iwry, Was There
a Migration to Desmescus? The Problem of 5;<1uﬂ 3w,
Jerusalemn, 1969. |

9. dbove, pp.l24ff.

10, Van der Plogg,‘ps20.

11, Y;din, p.19. ‘

laijhis division within col. I has already been guggested by
Osten-Sacken, p.30.

13f For 5 discussion of this passage, see below, rp.181f£,
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II. OTHER REDACTIONAL SLEMENTS WITHIN IOM

In this chapter we shall consider briefly the strﬁcture of
' X-XIV sgein, and XIV,16-XV,2 in particulsr. Now that we have
gained an impression of the meaning of the entire composition,
it mey be possible to suggest a solution to.the questions raised
above, on pp.165-168..

We remérked that X~-XIT showed some evidence of hsving been
_combiled into a single hymn, or prayer. We were also concerned
with the presence of cols. XIII and XIV in IQM,

| Onr approach to this question begins with the already ob-
served fact thest at XV,4-6a refers to two other documents
probably to be identified as the present II-IX and X—-XII.1 These
two documents, at the time XV-XIX was compiled, were being pre-
served indepehdently. Now, we have argued that IQM is the
product of a compiler{ whose work we havé already examined. It
is nqt at 321l certain, however, that this compiler wes himself
responsible fdr bringihg IT~IX, X-XIT, XITI, XI¥, XV-XIX to-
gether in the first place; they might heve existed side by side
aiready. The reference to II-IX and X-XII, in XV,4ff. might have'
resulted in the three documents being brought together, copied
together, resd together; but not fused'into a single unit. Such
fragments as col. XIII and XIV, existing independently, might
also havélbgen included in the collecﬁiﬁn becsuse of resemblances’
.they bore to other material in XV-XIX.  If these documents were
kept together, it is possible that certain changes in the con-
tents ﬁiqht'occur over a period of time as s direct result of
the bringing togéther of this association with other documents.
In particuler, X-XII, XIII, XIV and XV-XIX might come to be
copied as @ single document. In view of the rubrics which

introduce cols. XIII snd XIV these colums might come to be
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regérﬁed as an intrinsic part of XV-XIX, 3Since the one major
item of liturgy missing from XV-XIX is the 'prayer for the
appointed time of battle" without which the'war-rule of XV-XIX
cannot be fuvlfilled, cols. X-XIII might have been understood as
comprisipg this. Hence the tran;formation of these columns
from a8 collection of independent hymns into a continuous prayer;
the form of X,1-8a might have come about also througﬁ its being
adapted to Tit Sk "Fhe rest of thelpfayer.a

Such 8 reconstruction is naturaliy hypothetical, although
thie facts which it expléins demand some such sccount. A further
corisideration is that the compiler of IGM (the author of cols I) .-
migﬁt-have arraﬁged-II—IK, X-le; and AV-XIX differently had he |
not slready found these documents in that order. It would have
beeﬁ'more logical for XV-XIX, the account of the "Kittim war',
-fo have pfeceded'II—IX; but instead of fhis, the reversed order
' is.compensaied'by the insertion of a summary of XV-XIX at L.9bff.

we should therefore. be inclined to conlude that INM, althougﬁ
-finélly compiled by a sinpgle hand, he&_begunAits existence
fhrough a gradual process whereby the components were brought
together., Before the final compilstion, however, there had been

no attempt to present » systematic account of the Final War

through the fusion of these components; they were allowed to stend
in juxtépositioh, with only a ceftaih amount of adjustment to
the shape of the ﬁaterial.

#e must finally offer some remarks about XIV;16-XV which
would seem to belong with XV-XIX by virtue of the mention of
"s;ns of derkness' in XIV,172 (and "sons of light" in XIV,l?b?)ui
The. phrases ‘'eternal redemption” ( W>nYIy J'HT"?) and "party of

God' " (Ix 592 ) in XV,l-also_reflect the terminology of XV-XIX.”

However, since XV,2b seems to commence the war-rule proper,
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and since XIV,16 bears no marks of introduction, and is evidently

the same kind of material as the rest of col. XIV - namely, a
hymn, there may be great difficulty in establishing exactly at
what point 'V-XIX begins. Possibly there is no beginning in
lIQM; it mery be that the end of col. XIV and the beginning of
cpl. XV have béen fitted together in such a way that the two
appear to rﬁn together. | |

This, pf course, ignores the missing end of col. XIV; but
the terminoclogy of XV-XIX has already svppeared in XIV,17. Hence
this passage XIV,16—Xy,2a is perhaps the result 6f an editorial
process.

We have seen already that the material in cols., II=IX con-
tains certain "duslistic glosses' as well as “"ethical glosses'.
3uch glosses might be attributed to the period during which

\ v :
II-IX, X-XII, XIII, XIV, and XV-XIX existed side by side. There
are also possible indicstions of secondary slteration of

material st XV,2 ('nations of wickedness") and XIX,11 ("....the

Kittim, the multitude of Asshur, and the army of all the nations
that »}ere sssembled ( D*21pai) unto them'" - cf, XIV,5 D) h0p)
| It is our opinion that by poeiting a process of reduction
prior to the finsl redaction ihcluding col. I, many of the

. phenomena such as we have indicated may be éxplained, as well
as the shape of the finai'redact§0n itself. It must be admitted,
nowever, that our conclusions in this chapter are offeréd'tént-
stively és a possible explanation; there is .not sufficient

evidence, it would seem, to support a firm conclusion.
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l. See abote, p.2lf.

2. This wonld involve only the sddition of . an¥ at X,1,

3. 3ee above, p.l77f.

4. According to Yadin's very hypothetical reconstruction of
the text, these lines follow ciosely 1,8-9 (Yadin, p.330).
This r& not unlikely, in view of the similerity between
I,1lu.1l2a and XV,1 or 1,5b-7 and XVIII,1-3a (see sbove,
P-l?¢ﬁ1?7.

5« CPs XVII, 73 }{VIiI,IO.
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IITI. DALY AND STRUCPTURE OF TIQM - CONCLUSIONS

The Structure of IOM

Briefly, we have reached the following conclusions regard-
ing the contents of I.M. Two ma2jor documents are to be found,
contained in cols. II-TX and XV-XIX. The former represents s
compilation masde in the Hasmonean period of traditions which
arosé during and.immediately after the Maccabean wars, applied
to an eschatological war in which the twelve tribes of Israel'
would venquish the nations. The inspiration for this compilation
afose from Num. i-x,10. XV-XIX is the end-prodﬁct of a long
history of development from an original Maccabean war-rule, &n
early stase of which is représented by the fragment in col.
XIV,2-128., The final redaction, in which many of the most dis-
tincti?e tﬁemes are introduced, such aé the seven stages of the
war, casual?ies, and Kittim, is to be'attributed to the period
after the Roman oécupation of Palestine, i.e., in the second half
of the lst century B;C.

X~%II was oripginally e collection of hymns and prayers many
cof which reflect a Maccabean‘setting, but has possibly been
altered to form one ‘continuous prayer; Cols. XIIXI and XIV ex-
isted as‘independent fragments at the time when they were in-.
clunded in the collection of dscuments dealing with the last war.
For thia, the rubrics which occur at the beginning of these two
columns are s sufficient explanation.

These three documents plus the two fragments existed side
by side snd gradually came to be regerded as belonging together;
certain minor adjustments wifhin the téxt.of all three suggest
this. Finally, sn sttempt was made to produce & coherent war-~

-rule from these collected documents, and this compilation was
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prefaced by an introduction in which a logical scheme was
imposed upon the constituent materisl. The final result is the

document 1M,

Date of I&M

We have élready a terminus aquo furnished by the date of
XV-XIX, in the sécond half of the first century B.C. The term-
inus ad quem is the date of the manﬁscript itself, which is
held to be Herodian; it cen perhaps be dated in the first half

.of the first century A.D.l |

Yadin has expressed the view that IQM "was not essentially
written for the purpose of consolation and description of the
splendid future at the Ead of Days. Its purpose was to supply
an ﬁrgent and immediate need, a gui&é for the problems of the
long~predicted war, which according to the sect would take place
in the near'future."z There is no lack of evidence that the
. period to which IQM must be assighed was -one in which the pros-
pect of an imminent eschaton was.widely held, snd that Rome's
increasing oppression (as the'Jews saw it) of the chosen people
“Qas the prélude to the Final Wa:.

In response to such a mood, the appearance of a document
such as IGM is nmot surprising. The 2umran sect ifself appeérs
to have been actively inQOlved in the war of 66 A.D.3 and
ﬁhérefore £he existence of a document providing a detailed acw-
coﬁnt of the course of the Finsl War is scarcely.surprisiﬂg.

At all evente, ﬁhe compilation of‘IQM‘was prdbébly undertaken
in the belief that a miliﬁary confrontation was inevitable, and
théfefore é.piausible date for IQM could be fouﬁd'at-aimoat any
time.during.the first half of the first century A.D. A'moré

preéise dating ies not possible, although a late rather than




187.

early point within this period might be suggested by the
necessity of @ reasonably long period between the appearance

of XV~XIX snd the final edition IfHM. Again, the érospect of war
grew more and more certain towards the middle of the first
century; and the task of compiling the documeﬁts relating to

the final war which were kept by the 7jumrsn sect might have been
undertaken only as the inevitability of the coming war became
quite apparené.

The material in I%M thus extends from the Maccabean per-~
iod to tﬁe first cehtury A.D., and contains several different
tréditioﬁs. I4M would thus seem to bé a document of central
importsnce to the study of the traditions of the Qumran sect.
Considerable research in this direction needs to be undeftaken,
aﬁd a number of'modifications will undoubtedly become necessary
in our own erguments. However, the literary struqture of IQM
will alwayé be. one of the most importént foundations upon which
our.ﬁndersfanding of the history and traditions of thé Qumran

sect will ultimately have to rest.
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NOTES

1, Cf., Cro-s, The Development of the Jewish Scripts, pp.l74ff.

Avigad, 3c¢r. Hier. IV, pp.?lfff

2. Yadin, p.l5.

3. Cf. the figure of John the HEssene in Josephus, War, II,xx,k4.
It appedrs, moreover, that the Qumren site was destroyed
in a skirmish with the Roman forces, cf. de Vsux,

L'archeologie et les monuscrits de la Mer Morte, Schweich

lectures 1959, (Oxford, 1961) pp.33ff.
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