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The Qumran sectarıes, 1ke the rabbıs after them, viewed the book of
Proverbs nOoTt only dSs collection of abstract “Wısdom “ max1ıms but, INOTC-

OVCTI, dAaSs SOUTCC for specıfic,Fega practices. parade example of
thıs “Jegalıstic” tendency al Qumran 1S aTiTiorde: Dy 1Q5S 2 Hereıin,
the sect actualızed the dıctum of (the masoretic TextTi of) TOV 12:8* Dy esta-
ıshıng 1Xe'! yearly rıte whose PUTDOSC Was o establısh the prec1se STan-
dıng of each and CVCLY member of the communıty; TOV n thus nOot only
nformed 1terary tormulatıon but,9orme: the basıs for OTMNC

of the essent1ia] COmponents of the communıty s structure } Thıs datum 1S
partıcularly noteworthy In 1g of the fact that the ıterary matrıx of TOV
17 does nNOT requıre, NOT GV suggestT, such approach.“

promiınent feature of Proverbs 1s the intertextual bond lınkıng ıt wıth
other 1DI1Ca cComposI1t1ons, pomt ampLy noted by students of the Hebrew
1  e7 modern and ancıent alike ” The Qumran sectarles, 1ke the rabbıs after
them. WCIC ell of thıs intertextual matrıx. Indeed, dSs have demon-

hıs tendency T1} Second Temple cırcles 1S, of COUTSC, hardly Surpr1sıng,
g1ven the intense legal-exegetical actıvıty In thıs per10d and the ample testimony
of thıs tendency In rabbinıc SOUTCOCS of Varıo0ous per10ds (see Sanh
Yeh 15a) For discussıon of the emphasıs the role of law In Second Temple
Ciırcles; reflected specıfically In VK Proverbs, SCC Cook, LaW, plan
address NC Proverbs’ treatment of rıtual legal 1SSUE, VIZE that of moral 1M-
purıty, iın separate d1scuss10n). For recent discussion of the theologıcal basıs
fTor Proverbs’ authorıtatıve {UusS, SC 116 Lıterature; SCC also the followıng
ote

ad loc. which ADDCAaLS reflect dıftferent Vorlage.
See Jastram, Hierarchy; Licht, ule Scroll, had previously noted the possıble (!) rela-
tıonshıp between formulatıon and the words CÖn I Prov 12:8, but dıd
NOTt address the overall role of the bıblıcal DASSapC in 1Q5; SCC ule Scroll 1326
Moreover, it Must be borne In mınd that. the legalıstic tendency of (some) Second
Temple cırcles, notwıthstandıng, Wısdom lıterary soc1ologıcal phenomenon 1S
amply attested durıng thıs per10d; SCC inter alı0s, Goff, Instructon.
See inter alı0s, Weınfeld, School 2  =  -  9, Weınfteld. Deuteronomy 62-65:
Sheppard, Wısdom, and Frymer-Kensky, Ddage 280-285 See Iso Robert. Les
Attaches 43, and Robert, Les Attaches 447 Harrıs, Fıgure; Passaro, Proverbıi:; and,
from dıfferent angle, Cook, Relationships.
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strated elsewhere., the (Qumran communıty s exeges1s of Lev 90:18 indıicates
that it 1S nformed Dy the sect’s  2 understandıng of TOV DA TALG dAS inner-
1DI1Ca. eworkıng of Lev QE1SE1R O The present discussiıon addresses another
PASSasc ın Proverbs 1C. when viewed through the prısm of inner-bıblical
interpretation inner-bıblical allusion./ INAay be SCCNH tOo have nformed the
ega rıtual posıtions of 1QT

TOV and the pollution of excrement

mong the rıtual posıt1ons maılntaiıned by the Qumran communıty 1S the
VIeEW that excrement 1S ıtually polluting. 46:13-16 and 1Q AA  x
requıre that latrınes be placed al dıstance of eıther [WO- three-thousand
cubiıits respectively) from sacred precıncts, includıng the Israelıte war
Camp. The dependence of and 1Q Deut ED 1S commonly
acknowledged.” Sımilarly, osephus Wars of the Jews, /-1  9 states
that after the dıscharge of eXcrement, the Essenes WOUuU “make ıt rule
wash themselves after it. d ıf defiled” The combıned evidence of 1LQT* and
Josephus ”“ leaves LOOTI for Ou! that the SseCct viewed the discharge of
excrement d ıtually polluting. ‘ Miılgrom has made the observatıon that
thıs posıtıon 1S nformed by Ezek 2-15, IC indıcates that excrement
efiles * 14© 1lgrom’'s proposa. 1S, indeed, the mark, it 0Ug be

Rothsteın, 00k.
For recent deta1ıled of these 1SSUES and :elated ONCS, echo, author inten-
t1onalıty SG Sommer, Prophet, especıially chapter OT  @

For recent discussıon of the d1achronıic implıcatıons of inner-bıblical interpretation,
SCC Eslınger, Allusıon: and Sommer, ExegesıIis; SCC Iso 5Sommer, Prophet, especlally
chapter ONC, Nıelsen. Intertextualıty: arton, 1ext: and Chıilds, Critique.
The requırement that the latrınes be placed al dıstance of three thousand cubıts irom
the cıty reflects IO exeges1s of Num A&n On these VEISCS, SCC Miılgrom,
00k. ad l0C.; SCC also 10:20-21; 11:5-6; and Callaway, Extending 153
Baumgarten has argued that the dıfferent formulatıon of 1QT" and the posıtıon
ascrıbed by Josephus the Essenes indıcates that the cırcle responsıble for IO 15
not be iıdentified ıth the Essenes (Baumgarten, Temple Scroll). hıs observatıon,
whatever ıts merıits, has lıttle bearıng the CSSCIICC of the present AISCUSSION. Note,
also, that Baumgarten that the Damascus Document (CD) AI  5 ADDCAIS
maıntaın simılar posıtion (Baumgarten, Temple Scroll 16-18, 1 $ 1 E and 22)
hıs 1S possıble, but less than CONVINCINE. The DASSakgıc IMay refer filth generally;
sımılarly, ıt 15 hardly clear whether the 1ssue thereın involves purıty, PCI dSC, OL,

11
sımply, cleanliness and hyglıene (see Schiffman, Law ESiS |Hebrew/]).
Ssee Iso eyrey, Idea For recent FTeVIeEW of SOTINEC of the archaeologıcal 1SSUES
involved In connection ıth HOF and Josephus, O6 Bauckham, Church 6/-72
Miılgrom, Studıes 96-97
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noted that neıther Deut 23 1107 E7zek makes explicıt mention of the require-
ment of rıtual bathıng (although thıs WOU. of COUTSC, be the implıcatıon of
Ezek 4 I0 be SUIC, there 15 another 1D1I1Ca DasSSsasc IC Was lıkely
understood by the Qumran cCommunıty dAS offerıng explıcıt testimonYy of the
requırement after the dıscharge of eXcrement, VIZ.. TOV 3():1 L}  N
SE VEeISCS read:

11 There 1$ breed of men that brings ıts fathers
and brings blessing ıfs mothers,

breed that thınks ıtself DUTC, though ıt 1S not washed of
ıts “flth” C N N] 1227V92) 1, 10 aD

12 INaYy be interpreted f1guratively, VAZ.. as eferring those who. 1ıle
rıghteous in theır OW CYCS, dIC, iın fact, tılled wıth N1quıty rather than
ritual mpurıty SINCE they have nNnOT emoved themselves from the ST of
theır transgress10ns. Such, indeed, 1S the approac DrCIEIE Dy tradıtıonal
Jewısh exegetes. S CIr posıtıion, 1le nNOT unreasonable, 1s undoubtedly
nformed Dy cons1iderations: fırst, rabbinıc lıterature does not VIEW C-

ment AS defiling ‘® and, secondly, the Hebrew lexeme cc—l  399 also bears the
meanıng ‘“(extreme) filth” (eo. Zech 334y 4O be SUIC, thıs posıtıon 1S
also adopted in Man Yy modern translatıons, though the Casons for thıs
prevalent tendency dIiIC nOoTt always made explicit. * Some cCommenta(tors,
however, have formulated 11OTC specıfic basıs for preferring the rendering
13 Maccoby, Rıtual; and Ca below

Translatıon of bıblical follows JPS (TANAKH [Phıladelphiaa: Jewıish

CS
Publication Socıety, 1985]).
See, Altschuler (Mesuddat Davıd), ad l0C.; Jonah ibn Jabah, 0277 71D0, ed
Bacher (Mekıze Nırdamıim : 'R‘1'!, and Solomon Parhon, 71797

‘R‘1‘3
16 Indeed, for it 1S for thıs VELY LTCASON that zeka Was understood In metaphorıc

fashıon Dy tradıtional eXxegeles; cf. Yoma 3 which that priest who defe-
cated (durıng the COUTSC of cultic SErVICEe) W ds requıred undergo rıtual iImmers1ion
before resumıng h1s cultıic duties.

| 7 Ihe figuratiıve approach 1s Iso adopted in the modern translatıons and dıctionarles;
SCC N.  ' RSV (The New ()xford Annotated Bıble), NJPS, and Ben-Yehudah, Dicti0-
Nar Y, Another consıderation informıng thıs understandıng 15 the tendency of INany
moderns explaın BECUHERHGE| of the Hebrew lexeme x  2 fgu-
ratıve fashıon, rather than technıcal and CONCcrefte rıtual cultic I  9 SC C

| X
Rınggren, 0, and Andre Rınggren, NAÜ
Ssee NJPS, RSV, Jerusalem Bıble; SCC also, 10y, Proverbs 525-526, and BDB,

NI It 1S possıble that modern students of the Hebrew Bıble have worked under
the premiıse that tual purıty, and excrement partıcular, 15 unlıkely subject for
wısdom 1ıterature.



Davıd Rothstein 128 (2006)

66 Thus, Luzzatto argue: that 1DI1Ca dıstıngu1shes between
IN and NX the former denoting (bodıly generally, the latter,
applıed specıfically in connection wıth excrement

Viewed wıthın the 1mıted Context of Proverbs. the non-rıitualistic d
proach adopted by both medieval and modern COMMEeNtTaAaTtOTrS 1S surely plau-
sible “ However, ıt 1s lıkely that the Qumran communıty read thıs
agaınst the broader scriptural matrıx. BYy combıinıng TOV 46):1) wıth Deut
23 015 and E7zek L Z 15 the author of concluded that the lexeme
NX in TOV 30:42 refers excrement and that the involves ega
NOTINM, rather than merely fgurative expression.“ Now, the FrOOT Ka IA y
denote, In both the Hebrew and the wrıtings from Qumran, bathıng (of
the entire OdY for the DULDOSC of purification.““ In partıcular, ıt 1s attested
at Deut Z T 1C eals wıth purıficatıon from the mpurıty generated by
nocturnal em1ss10NnN and immediately precedes the concerning
construction of War-Camp latrınes. Accordingly, the meanıng of TOV 30 12
ds$S understood Dy the SCCT. 1Ss that thıs Treel who VIEWS themselves ASs

PDUIC has, In fact, NO cleansed themselves of the MOST COTLLLLLONN and basıc
form of defilement. and,n (1 IC 1s MOSstT eadıly removed “

19 See Luzzatto, Commentary [ ad Isa 4:4|: reprint |Hebrew|), and 3 9 below.
ote that 30:12 reads (followıng the translatıon of 00k \NETS, provısıonal
onlıne edıtıon |): “Wıiıcked DIOSCHY Judges ıtself rıghteous (ÖLKONLOV)); but dıd not wash
oftf ıts NUSs (InV dE EXOOOV OQUK OANEVUEV)”; cf. the translatıon of Brenton and
that adopted by D’Hamonville, balaıe 300 The latter rendering notwıthstandıng, In
hıs discussion Prov D’Hamonville (balaıe acknowledges the SaInlec basıc
proach that adopted Dy 0o0k. 15 unclear whether rendering reflects the
SAalLL1C Vorlage that found In the masoretic teXT, though thıs 1S probably the ‚dASC

Vorlage, 1ıke the Hebrew LEXT, INaYy have read u1  S ANSCHES- These
consonantal forms allow for varıety of vocalızations and renderings, includıng °hı1s
o1ng(s) OuLt LE paths, ]Journeys h1s filth excrement (and7 by extens10n, anus).

1S poss1ıble that KK S rendering reflects the translators’ best effort al rendering
text which he dıd nNot tully understand UL, poss1biy, ‘“lıberal” translatıonal approach;
SC the recent study ofForti and Talshır, Proverbs
For another instance In whiıich the communıty ADPDCAIS have interpreted
metaphoric S n concrete legal-cultıc terms, SCC Miılgrom, Levıtiıcus VE Miıl-
STOIN maımntaıns that the sect’s VIEW of moral ımpurıty remedıiable (contra F Was
formulated the basıs of (1ts interpretation of) 7ek 3625 See also, Toews, Purifi-
catıon: and, for diıscussion of the underpinnıngs of the (Qumran communıty’s
1ew(S) of sanctıty and Impurıty, N egeV; Temple.
SEEe:; Lev 14:8,9; e DZ2E: Z 2Kgs ’  , 1QT" 50:8, 14-15;
note, especılally, 1Q5S A( erN21

I Unlıke ther forms of impurıty whiıich Call be removed only at nıghtfall, the removal
of excrement defilement WaSs, presumably, effective ımmediıately uUDON bathıng.
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Given the olemi1c na of 1QT“ and the strıdent polemi1cs engaged In Dy
the Qumran cCommunlıty, especlally concerning matters of rıtual purı TOV
30:12; wıth ıts denuncı1atıon of those who aI®c 1ax in basıc matters of rıtual
purı WOU. undoubtedly qVe been SCCH ASs provıdıng ready-made barb

As for the argumen proffered by Luzzatto, the followıng observatıons
aAaTrc apposıte. ven 1f hıis posıtıon 1S ranted wıth respect the masoretic
(eXL, it 1S of dub1io0us value In evaluatıng and the Qumran IINU-

nıty s tradıtion. generally, C INAdy ell nNnOot have recogn1ızed the twın
textual forms preserved by the masoretes Indeed, ıt 1S MOST sıgnıficant that
1ın 1ts discussıon of the placement of latrınes S employs the form
;c—1 E” rather than the form NS“ attested al Deut 23:14 In addıtiıon. ra  1
N1IC CX es vırtually exclusıve usec of the form c41 E” {O denote C-

ment  24 ese data render Luzzatto’s argumen MOOT, f least wıth respect O
Hebrew of Second Templex

Buttressing the Iıkelihood that the author of 1QT“ (would ave viewed
TOV 30:1a hrough the prısm of rıtual praxI1s, rather than gener1C moral
exhortatıon, dIiC cons1ideratlions. The first involves the 1ssue of the lıte-
qa cContext Ör TOV 30 Examıiınatıon of ne1ghboring V' TOV 30:10,
reinforces the lıkelihood that 3():12 W ds», indeed, viewed A4aSs reflecting
rıtual LOTIN and, INOTEC specıfically, constituting instance of inner-bıblical
interpretation. TOV 30) 10 sStates

*MD WN '[5’7| 9 19 12 7N >N A AN Wn En Do nNOT intorm
slave hıs master, est he yOUu and yYOUu INCur ou1lt”)

As has long been noted, thıs 1s hıghly remıminıscent of Deut 23:16
Thıs reads,‘“1”]1 7N (1 7778 D MUN 178 N 7 NS (“Y

not OVer hıs aster slave who seeks refuge wıth YOU from h1s
acter Indeed, Peshıiıtta TOV 300:1 1S GV LLOTIC revealıng, preserving

texti identical that attested al Deut 23:16 The rendering of LA and

Ssımılar interpretation, though CONsoNanTt ıth rabbıinıc not1ons of impurıty, 1s
succınctly formulated In the words of the medieval COomMMEentator Joseph
Nehemuias, who offers the followıng paraphrase of thıs Aa NIr AUM NX 117
IN 7 SO 17°D8I= ” „ (It [LE the breed| belleves iıtself to be DUIC of heart
but 1ın pomt of fact| it 15 nNOoTt even| DUTC of flesh)”; SCC Bamberger, DD Note
that the phrase A 10:- INAay refer cleanlıness, rather than tual purıty;
interestingly, though, nothing ıIn hıs remarks alludes such notion.
See Ben-Yehudah, DictionaryS

z Peshıiıtta Prov 3(00:10 dıffers from eut 273<16 (both Peshıiıtta and masoretic vers10ns)
only ıth respect the plural pronominal Suffıx that SOTLIC MsSs attach “master”
(see II Lella, Proverbs ad loc The evidence of 1S ess certaın. eut
G reads O NOAPAÖOGELC TOLOC. KUPIO (Do not delıver SErvanı! unto
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Peshıiıtta notwıthstandıng, the masoretic texti of TOV 30:10 1S sufficıently
sımılar O Deut 23 16 ASs OW exegele, ancıent OT otherwıse, to SCC
the [WO AS harıng COINTLTNON ıterary LODOS. Thıs pomt 1S demon-
strated MOSst clearly by the remarks of pseudo-) ıbn 7ra and Joseph
Nehemuias ad TOV 30:10,; who, explaınıng thıs In the 1g of Deut
7 16, COMMEentT that the verse’s discussion of “informing” agaınst slave 1Ss
dırected, first and foremost, al ONC who informs slave-owner that hıs slave
has attempted 6  escape.“ NOW, the per1cope ımmediately preceding Deut
Z23:16. VIZe Deut 23:10-15, addresses the maılntenance of sanctıty ıIn the
Israelıte W ar CaLlıD DYy of PTODCI 1Sposa of excrement Accordingly,
Proverbs’ Juxtaposıtion of informıng agaınst (runaway slaves wıth the fOor-
mulatıon feHectimM®e? the efilıng qualıty of excrement parallels the Juxta-
posıtion of these [WO VC. subjects In Deut 23 27

The usec of 1terary Juxtaposıtion In Proverbs. and Its detection Dy Second
Temple cırcles, cshould hardly OCCasıon surprIise. Indeed., thıs techn1ıque, termed
“ semukhin” In rabbıinıc SUUICCS, 1S ampIiLy tested In the Hebrew 1  C d noted
Dy, inter alıo0s, 15  ane and Kalimi.“® Viıewed from slıghtly dıfferent
angle, TOV 201012 INaYy involve reversal of the of
OUN! In Deuteronomy and. (HerebY; conform eidel s princıple f

reversal In nner-biblica allusıons and transformations “ The precıse
his master)”; Proverbs reads . «Mn NAPAO0OC OLIKETT|V EL XELWDUC ÖEGTOTOVD (Do
NOoTt delıver Servant into the hands of master)””. The slıghtly dıfferent nNature of the
exemes employed In the translatıons of the poss1ıbly reflecting
slıghtly dıfferent Vorlagen does NOTt mater1ally alter the substantiıve sımılarıty
between the Deuteronomy and Proverbs VEISCS.
See Bamberger, 182
The question of Prov 30:10 and 3017 involving Juxtaposıtion of discrete
lıterary unıts opposed theır constituting of the SaInle unıt depends the
ubıquıitous problem of delineating per1copae In Proverbs. Indeed, the vexing 1Issue of
intervenıng CLSES in Proverbs Was noted and addressed long before the modern
per10d Dy, inter alı0s, Saadıah Gaon, Davıd Qıimhı, (pseudo-) ıbn Ezra, Menahem
Solomon (Ha-Meırı), and Joseph Neheminas. Whıle the sect’'s delıneation of the
lıterary unıts contaıned In A0 (F CannoOo' be determined, ıt 1S noteworthy that
rabbıinıc SOUTCES VIEW these VEISCS coherent unıt; SS Pes. S /b, and Joseph
Nehemias ad Prov 30:10-14, and the disecussion below See also, the recent discus-
SION Dy Nel, Juxtaposıtion.
Fıshbane, Interpretation 399-407:; and Kalım, Book: SCC also, Nel. Juxtaposıtion.
See Parallels Between The 00k of Isa1ah and The o0k of Psalms, Sina1l
(1956), 150 (Hebrew): SS also, Welıss., Bıble 9 9 2506250 Thıs 1S not 5Sd Y that
Proverbs necessarıly constitutes later Passagc whıch 1S commenting the earlhıer
deuteronomi1c formulatıon pomt which 1S beyond the D' of the present
The s1gnıficant pomt, for present PUTDOSCS, 1S that the chronological relatiıonshıp
between the would undoubtedly have been understood In thıs fashıon
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natu: of the 1terary technıque involved notwıthstandıng, it 1S emmnently
reasonable posıt that the author OT WOU have understood”” the
CDeut Z 0-16 and TOV 30:10-12, AS formıng paralle unıts.

datum Ü WOU have HNowed ancıent students of the Hebrew LO
infer that defecatıon requıres bathıng (LE purıficatıon) 1n Water.3 }

In addıtion the inner-bıblical evıdence, medieval OUTCECS provıde SUD-

by the Qumran communıty and that thıs lıterary dependency would certamly have
reinforced (Or, VE generated) theır posıtion regardıng excrement det1lement. For
LLLOTC nuanced approach the phenomenon observed Dy Seıdel, SC Talmon, Study
i and Beentjes, Quotations. For present PUTDOSCS ıt Matters lıttle whether Prov

1S viewed strictly quotation ofeut 2 (Or 1Ce versa) allusıon the
earlıer texXL.

Sa y 0G,  would have  ‚27 for the sımple TCAasSson that the Qumran communıty’s wriıtings
DICSCIVC clear allusıons either Z7ek Prov 30:10-12; the pomt 1S that
both AdIiICcC CONSONaAaNT ıth the communıty’s posıtion.
The of intervenıng ‚ Prov 300):1 E need not have DITOVCD CXC-

getically problematıc, regardless of whether the exegetical 1SSuUEe involves
Juxtaposıtion 0 specıfically, Se1idel’s princıple. Indeed., the APPCATANCC of inter-
venıng in such sıtuations 15 attested elsewhere In the sect’s wrıtings. The
“dısruptive” ADDCALAdllCcC of Prov D In the mıddle of PASsSSdsCc whiıch the seCcti
viewed inner-bıblıcal interpretation of Lev Was consıidered be INnCON-
sequential (see °“RBRook OT: Proverbs”). related, though nOot identical, pheno-

1S attested in 4Q271.3, 11 9-10, whereın the author Juxtaposes hıs OTMU-
latıon applıcatıon of eut ZTEAO211 ıth that of eut DE DA whıiıle 1ıgnorıng
the intervenıng law of tassels In eut DA BA In other words., the of
intervenıng of unrelated nature dıd not prevent the author TOmM see1ıng
COITNIMNON (though not necessarıly identical) motif subject between proximate

LL1LOTE extreme instance INAYy be reflected In whereın the
author Juxtaposes eut P T ıth condensed version of D omıttıng the
intervenıng VEISCS These ast [WO instances do nOT, of COUITSC, ınvolve inner-bıb-
I1cal allusıons interpretations, but they do suggest that authors at Qumran VIEW-
ed adjacent eISCS5 thematically related, vVven 1f seemmngly
related DASSagC separated the [WO related per1copae. NSee the discussıon of
these pomnts In Rothsteın, (jen phenomenon bearıng possıble relevance
for the present discussıon has been iıdentified by Sommer, who NOTEes that 1ın
workıng earlıer bıblıcal5Second Isa1ah frequently separates parts 8 hıs
SOUTCEC materı1al, repositionıng them al distance TOm ONC another greater than
that found In the earlıer texti Prophet Reads Scripture). Whiıle the feature
identified by Sommer and that of intervenıng (discussed hereın) AIc not
quıte identical, the> iıdentified DYy Sommer 0€es increase the lıkelihood that,
1ıke Second Isaıah, Jater) Second Temple author would not have viewed the

of intervening (or per1cope) harmıng the basıc cohes1i1on
obtamnıng between [WO Juxtaposed constituting inner-bıblıcal allu-
S10N of earlıer PAsSsasC.
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port for the ega rıtual interpretation of TOV 4():10=152 As part of ega
polemic, the Karaıte author, Anan avı writes:”

“One who enters the atrıne 15 forbidden mention words of
Torah until he ex1ts and washes hI1is hand (lea hands and teet)

and then he INaYy mention words of Oral for cleansıng
irom ontact wıth| exXcremen. 18 (also) simıilar /the require-
ment of] "purity' (NIN Sa M1 A8187), ıt 1S wriıtten X
breed | Scripture | states breed that thınks ıtself DüTeE; for
(IIC who 0€eSs NOT wash followıng dıscharge of (or oOntact
wıth) excrement L$ nNoOoT DUUFE And |scrıpture | Say>S breed that
thınks ıtself Düres... for Ne‘s  95 purıfiıcatıon consısts of washıng
Ne S  e hand and foot, and scrıpture has called thıs ‚ act| ‘bathıng

washıing)... ONC Must ash hıs hand(s) and foot (lea feet)38  David Rothstein — BN NF 128 (2006)  port for the legal / ritual interpretation of Prov 30:10-12. As part of a legal  polemic, the Karaite author, Anan b. David, writes:?  “One who enters the latrine is forbidden to mention words of  Torah until he exits and washes his hand (i.e., hands and feet)  and then he may mention words of Torah, for [cleansing  from contact with] excrement is (also) similar to [the require-  ment of] ‘purity” ( MNADT 817 I A8IKT), as It is written ‘A  breed ...’ [Scripture] states ‘a breed that thinks itself pure,’ for  one who does not wash following discharge of (or: contact  with) excrement is nof pure. And [scripture] says ‘a breed that  thinks itself pure,’... for one’s purification consists of washing  one’s hand and foot, and scripture has called this [act] ‘bathing  / washing’... one must wash his hand(s) and foot (i.e., feet) ...  as it is written ‘When my Lord has washed away the excre-  ment*? of the daughters of Zion (Isa 4:4)...  7.„34  The Karaite position, while not calling for full ritual bathing, explicitly  equates removal of excrement with the issue of ritual purification (“1X1XT  NI 107 8717 722”). A similar position is attested among Palestinian rab-  banite Jews of the geonic period, as recorded in Sefer haHillufim and geonic  responsa.”” The available evidence does not allow us to infer that Pa-  lestinian Jews of the geonic period viewed discharge of excrement as invol-  ving pollution, a position which would be contrary to talmudic tradition  (both Palestinian and Babylonian),”° but it does suggest that Prov 30:12 was  understood, at least in some rabbanite circles, to have legal significance, re-  quiring some form of washing following the discharge. In short, the Karaite  practice — and, possibly, that of Palestinian rabbanite Jews, as well — reflects  A  See the (original) citation in Levin, 1X1N 39-40.  33  Note that the lexeme “excrement”” appears in this passage in defective orthography;  see above, n. 16.  34  Traditional exegetes could point to Isa 4:4 as proving that the expression ‘“washing /  bathing AN8(1)E” is a metaphoric one; the author of 11QT°*, like Anan b. David, would  have understood Isa 4:4 as involving a metaphor based on the legal principle ex-  35  pressed in Ezek 4 and Prov 30. See also, Rashi and Qimhi, ad Ezek 4:13.  Levin, 138 a.a.O., where it is noted that Jews of the Land of Israel and Babylonia  differed with regard to the proper procedure following discharge of excrement; the  latter maintained that ‘“wiping” alone, without the use of water, was sufficient,  whereas the former required the use of water (Levin, 713 a.a.O.). The geonic  responsa do not state what part of the body is intended; it is likely, though, that the  referent is the rectum, rather than the hands and feet. (There is no indication that  Palestinian Jews washed their feet before prayer; see Levin, 1XIN a.a.0.).  36  See Harrington, Systems 101; and, especially, Kister, Jews.ıt 1S wriıtten °When ord has washed AWdYy the XCTIC-
ment” of the daughters of 10N (Isa 4:4) 7.„34
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exegetical approac fundamentally sımılar, 1f: NOLT quıte identical, that
reflected In and attrıbuted o the Essenes_?”

In SUu: the exegetical path traced herein ffords ver another example of
the tendency In ancılent Jewısh cırcles, and al Qumran, In partıcular,
interpret the collection of max1ıms In Proverbs In ega and rıtual
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WO: ın 1g of the relatıve aucıty of Proverbs crolls iragments that
have been uncovered al Qumran.””

Summary
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other bıblıcal“ both narratıve and legal rıtual In nature The present
addresses OTNC Proverbs DAsSsagc and ıts interpretation In ancıent Jewısh cırcles.,
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