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The present artıcle has three 1SSUES as ıts 0Ca pomt: ematıcally, it 15

dommnated Dy the topıc ofessing, methodically, the appropriate relatıon of texTi
and pıcture, and wıth respecCt SOUTCCS, the relevance of SO-Calle!| prımary
OUTCECS 1S concerned. Since these 1SSUES LNOTC OT less vehemently deba-
ted research, CONCcentTrate INY investigat1ons them, tryıng
contrıbute SOTINC arguments towards clarıfication. The approac chosen, how-
CVCIL, 1S not eneral ONMNC but exemplary ON elaborate comparatıve
Case study the textual (or ep1graphic) and pıctorı1al (or 1conographıc) E
sentatiıon ofblessing In the prımary SOUTCECS irom Hırbet el-Qom and the stela
of Yehawmı of Byblos.

The selection of thıs exemplary Sset of blessing-artefacts from the Le-
vant of the 15[ Miıllennı1um BCE 15 ase maınly CadsSsonNs €D Fırst. ıt
allows for and specıfic description Ööt representations of the
blessing-phenomenon that SEeTIs them off beyond eneral StereotLypes. AÄt the
SaJmllle time, the localısatıon of the artefacts In time and nables COTN-

parıson that worthwhile On the ONC hand. the artefacts reflect the
°“international’ distrıbution of the blessing topIlc; the other hand, both

of essing belong the Levantıne Ad1ilCa of the 1Sl Miıllennı1um BCE
W.  16 generally spe.  ‚, INanYy forms cultural entity Hence,
dıfferent basıc-constellations of blessing theır respective rel1g10uUs symbol
system Aic perce1vable, that in ong-term and °trans-natıional’ perspective

be escrbel and compared. Of thıs comparıson gaıns much of ıts
quality from the fact that both artefacts AIC cComposed of (exT and pıcture. (2)

The followıng study Was wriıtten al the Warburg Instıtute, London, where enjoyed
the priviılege of spendıng several months durıng 2006 Henr1 Frankfort tellow:;
parts of earlıer drafts have been presented there and at the SRL Annual Meeting In
Washıiıngton. hat ıt 1S concerned considerable extent ıth the relevance of
pıctures 1conographıc constellatıons not inapproprıiate al place founded
Dy Aby Warburg, ONC of the or1g1nators of the (later so-called) 1CONIC (er.
only Gombrich, Aby 312-347; Dıdı-Huberman, Pretface: Miıchaud, ADby, CSD FE
/77.238-239).
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Consequently, adequate analysıs of these blessing-top1cs 1S impossıI1ble wıth-
Out also dıscussıng the methodical problem mentioned before, 1e the problem
of relatıng textual ep1graphic and pıctorial 1conographıc categorIies, and the
implıcatıons for the relevance of prımary SOUTCECS.

Therefore, the followıng dısposıtion appropriate: Subsequent
short introduction nto the theme., method and SOUTCCS (1) descHbe, anad-

lyse and interpret the representations ofessing the artefacts (2) and
thıs basıs, elaborate comparıson of theır blessing-constellatıons In text and
pıcture (3) Thıs eads SOTIIC conclusıons in eneral that ummarıse the MOST
important insıghts, and few specıfic perspectives concernıng ongomeg EeSS-
ing-research (4)

Introduction: Theme, method, OUTCCS

The three 1SSUES of theme., method and OUTCCS mergıng nto the arte-
facts mentioned shortly be introduced the PUILDOSC of the ollowıng Adalla-

YySIS IMNaYy be INOTC precısely defined.

1.1. Theme
The theme of essing In Ancıent Israel and the Levant (as ell ASs the

Ancıent Near ast In genera has attracted INOIC interest the last OMNC

decades,‘ and Justly S blessing being internatıonal and wıdespread pheno-
of prımary relıg10N the Ancıent Near ast. Thus, essing plays

should play dıstinect role In 1D11Ca. anthropology, addressing the fundamental
question of g00d and fortunate e IC today’s INOTC popular question of
human ex1istence only reaches ıts clımax.

The COoNcept of blessing Ancıent Israel and the Levant“ essentially COIMN-

SIStS 779-basic constellation IC INan deıties dSs subjects” In S1tu-
at1on of enCcounter (Begegnungssıtuation), often combinıng utterance und dC-

tıon ess OT bestow essing ds ıfe securıng and increasıng welfare-strength

For of the hıstory of research, SCC Habılıtation ‘Blessing and heo-
logıes of Blessing In Ancıent Israel’ (Leuenberger, egen 45-64 [ Lıt. |) where
fOCus agaınst the background of the Ancıent Near ast the rel1g10uUS- and theo-
logıcal-hıstorical constellatıons and transformatıons they aDPDCAar In extra-biblical
and bıblıcal, 1e primary and secondary, SOUTCCS that have OM down o
For the following, SEn LLIIOTC detaıled Leuenberger, Segen 7 and for the

discussion CS Miıtchell, Meanıng; Crawford, Blessing; Frettlöh, Theologıie;
and recently Aıtken, Semantıcs.
In the ASC of the partıcıple Qal (passıve), which OCCUTS In Hırbet el-Qom, the
1ormal) object 1S missing due syntactical TCaSONS, that it 1S$ the formal subject
who recelves blessing.
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10) human OT divıine (seldom E tangıble objects. Agaınst the ackgroun
of the (varyıng) lıngulstic modern anguages (es Englısh ‘bless’,
French ‘benır Italıan ‘benedire’ OT Spanısh ‘bendecır’), the rec1ıprocıty of 173
s1gn1  ıng Ian essing de1ty dSs ell ds de1ty essing 111a 1S partıcularly
noteworthy and interesting. Jhereby, verbal clauses aCCcentuate (esp the
Prel) the PIOCCSS of blessing, HE nomınal constructions emphasıse the
establıshed OT conftent; ın between them stand the partıcıple LOorms.
whose varıes accordıng COonftfexTt. Independent thereof, the basıc constel-
latıon of1 ASs Ole forms cConcept of securıng and increasıng ıfe par
cellence. e}  4, thıs constellatıon be specıfied Dy aSpecCts such dSs form,
sıtuatiıon setting ıfe 1m Lieeben‘) and function, content, blessing-
PTOCCSS, blessing-mediation (between god and man), blessing-execution (word /
act), (un)condıtionalıty, argumentatıve blessing-curse-alternatıve and
simılar aspects. Overall, thıs basıc constellatıon of 13 Can be epıcte: ASs

ollows

NN

aDnnnl

m orm
Situat\ion Sıtz IM en / Function Blessing Cu;‘se

Conte{n‘ Argumentatıve Strucrgre
Blessing Process (Un)Conditionalityeity

essing Execution
essing Mediation (Specıfying Cause

(God Man) Affılıatıon or Act)

Fig. Basıc Constellation of ] Ta

ethod

Referring me  O the ongomg visualısatıon of the WOT. 1C
lıve, ombıned wıth the growıng amoun of archaeologica artefacts from
Ancıent Israel (as ell d the Ancıent Near as durıng the last 6() (of
1C only VC) SMa percentage actually contaın Inscr1ptions) has 1O  S

wiıdely begun affect the methods pursued In rel1ıg10us-hıstorıical research
Ancıent Israel Since there ex1isted beside pıctures and images In AT
clent Israel,* they eventually deserve theır rıgh be seen > In thıs regard, Adlld-

That has, at the atest, reached general acceplance SINCE the works of Schroer, Israel,
(overlookıng broad of non-textual prımary SOUICES) and Berlejung, 'heo-
logıe, (concentrating images of de1ities in Israel and the Ancıent ear East).
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ySıng and clarıfyıng the relatıons of text and pıcture In artefacts contamıng hoth
categories of S12NS, constitutes est-case of paradıgmatic interest (whose 1C-

sults In roader CONTeEeXT miıght be s1gnıficant for clarıfyıng the relatıon of
ultural textual and non-textual artefacts).

Methodologically, the relatıon of pıcture and texTt WOU. have I(8 be treated
In detajil.® In the present CONTeXT of selected artefacts combınıng picture and
(eXT, however, ıt 1S sufficıent note that In obvıous first step the layers of
pıcture and fext have IO be approached separately LO develop independent
understandıng of both dimens1o0ns. Only then, second (respectively thırd)
Sstep, Can they then be compared and correlated wıth each other, leadıng
Oss1bly consistent) verall interpretation.

In Oo1ng, princıpally three Lypes of relatıon between pıcture and text AiIc

possible:‘ (1) Fırst and relatıvely seldom, EeXTISs describe pıctures (as G: In Ezek
23 14-15), 0)8 contrarıwıise pıctures ıllustrate CX4IS (2) econdly, pıcture and text
implıcıtly refer I8} each other (as in the analyse e I0W dS In Is (3)
Or thırdly, pıcture and text independently eal the Sadminle subjects (as C
Pıthos firom unıdthe pıctorial constellatıon .  1bex at tree and the
blessing-statements the Sa|mne Jar)

In VIEW of interpreting pıctures, the exegetical procedure should PIOSICSS
from single S12Ns cComposiıtions of S1ZNS (correspondıng the 5
tactıcal analysıs of texts) before omg the Sd1I11c wıth respect meanıng
(semantıc analysıs and, lastly, {O CONTtext (pragmatıc analysıs). Thıs procedure
11l specıfically be accomplıshed artefacts EeI0W.

Comparıng, correlatıng and combınıng pıcture and teXT, ONMNC has consıder
the dıfferent capacıtlıes of both visual media:

Generally spe:  S, eXTISs AIic able dıfferentiate the WOT.  S they desceribe
In much ıgher eules than pıctures. In partıcular, due 18} theır lınearıty (n
opposıtıon fo the SCENIC constellatıons of pıctures), they Call handle princıpally
unlımıted of informatıon, dSs sShown by inscriptions, annals, law COTDOTIA,
myths and ep1cs. contrast, the characteristics of pıctures comprise:“

aesthetic visualısatıon of the WOTr. We respond, for example, o the
pıcture of SO-Calle\ ‘composıte tree In LHNOTC immediate Wdy than
the term ‘composıte tree

So programmatıcally Keel, Recht
See thereto preparatıve remarks: Leuenberger, Segen 66-74
SO critically followıng Keel, Iconography 358; SCC also Schroer, Ikonographie 220;
cf. ell Leuenberger, Segen 73 wıth note 280-28 1

further Nöth, Handbuch 476-477.481-486:; Scholz, 1ıld 135-136; Schelske, Be-
deutung SN
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SCeNIC but also simultaneous depıiction of complex constellatiıons:
Pıctures OW for (and al the Samlle time often perform) extremely
thıck description’ of °culture’ 0)8 c  world’,? hıch Crales them
from anguage and XTIS For instance, ONEC sımple pıcture Inay symbol-
1Se the ole COSMOS, whereas interpretations of thıs pıcture fill severa]
volumes:

multi-perspectivity that unılles complex and multıpolar relatıons. By
cContrast, the famous “multiplicı of approaches  29210 often eferred LO,
always9 Iınear>

depıiction of functions and roles inherent certaın objects (whereupon
instructive transfers OT integrations d$S ell dSs overlappıngs dıffusions
dIcC traceable):; | 1

reduction of complexıty of the WOT. that pıctures chare wıth exXIs (and
an y symbolısatıons):;

comprehensı1bilıty transgressing anguages As opposed
plctures often dIC able transgress language barrıers, whereas problems
In communiıcatıng (or understandıng) pıctures arlse from boundarıes of
cultures (and theır codıfications).

Consıdering these insıghts, ıt INAaYy generally be appropriate and currently
SCvVecn programmatıc devıse the interpreting order ‘pıcture text Never-
theless, the present artıcle 11l follow the order: Thıs dec1ısıon does NOLT
rest SOINEC conservatısm the lıke., but depends methodologically the
above escr1be: approac the blessing-topic,2 1S ase. the blessing-
constellatıon specıfically expressed wıth ] a In VIEW, thıs approac: PTO-
vides the MOST precıse description and ascertaınment of the blessing-pheno-menon.!* Therefore, the analysıs of the [WO artefacts e1I0W starts wıth the (eX-
tual ayer, 1C allows for description of the blessing-constellations

hand. ollowe! by the pıctorial ayer, 1C 15 moulded by the characterIistics
Just mentioned.

E S0ources

Relatıng LO SOUTCES eneral and wıth reSspecCL 18 relıg10us-historical investi-
gatıons Ancıent Israel and the Levant, the framework adumbrated above
pleads for valorısatıon of prımary SUOUTCCS, where they aIic avaılable and inter-

10
Geertz, Description 3-30)

So Frankfort, Relıgion
See for the first usıng the solar de1ty from Jerusalem Keel Uehlinger, Jahwe 204: for
the ast Dy of images of deıties and theır namıng irom Palestine of the Late
Bronze Age Weıippert, Palästina 295-296
See the references above In note
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pretable. Here, however, concentratiıng selected artefacts of prımary
SOUTICCS, ıt 1S nNOoTt develop these eneral CONSCYUCHNCCS 16 affect
the STatus of prımary and econdary SOUTICCS, theır relatıons etc  B er the
artefacts themselves 10  S be analysed.

Representations of Blessing In Hırbet el-Qom and
the ela ofYehawmılk of Byblos

The textual and pıctorial representations of Blessing Hırbet el-Qom and
the stela ofYehawmılk of Byblos 111 110  S be investigated accordıng theır

appCAraNnce the materı1al artefacts, focusıng d introduced above first
the texti (ep1graphıc layer), secondly the pıcture (1conographıc layer) and
thırdly the combıinatıon ofboth Overa. composıtion).

Y Hırbet el-Qom Qom
In 967 campalgn directed Dy Wıllıam Dever: tomb-systems WEeIC

discovered In Hiırbet el-Qom, ocated 14 the Wwest of Hebron They COI-

taıned, other remaıns, three inscriptions that paleographıcally date from
the late 8th Century Whereas the tırst short inscriptions AlLllc and
present the respective OWTNECT of the tomb, the hırd ONMNC Qom 1s the ongest
and best preserved exemplar, measurıng 4() or1ginates from the all
between chambers and of tomb Z 1C 1S arcosol1lum 1CQ. for Iron
Age HB-C.> The interesting and outstandıng ıng the CONTtext of blessing-ın-
scr1ptions from Ancıent Israel (notably compared wıth the Pıtho1 from un
‘Agrud ete.):® 1s that only here have documented blessing-artefact that
combines fext and picture despite the fact that the pıctorial depıiction In thıs
CAdsc encloses only ONEC element OT motive: the hand

See hereto Leuenberger, egen /5-71) the textual primary SOUTCECS also included
by Aıtken, Semantıcs 47223

Dever, Iron Age 164-165; Lemaıre, Inscriptions 602-603; Renz, 199-217;
probably ISO thıs Ontext belong SOIIC inseribed ceramıcs (dated In the gth /- i
Century BCE), derıving irom iıllıcıt excavatıons (see Renz., 21 1-217; Dobbs-
Allsopp d. Inseriptions 14-4 9)
See the IMapS by Dever, Iron Age 14 /-148%
10 the pertinent Old Hebrew blessing-inscr1ptions SCC detaıled Leuenberger, Segen
LEA
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Fig. Drawing andPhotography of the Blessing-Artefact from Hirbet el-Oom''
The Blessing-Inscription

The inscription the artefact fromeel-Qom Qom dSs ollows
ryhw O:  5a  18 ktbh (3 Urıyahu, the rich, (wrote ıt )had it wriıtten:
brk20 YY  'W Iyhwh (2) Blessed 15 be Uriyahu by Yhwh
wmsryh“‘ ’ syth?? hw$  x 23 (3) from hıs enem1es by hıs ASsSerah he

saved hım
'nyhw (4) By Onıyahu.

The drawıng 15 taken from Hadley, Khıiırbet 5 ' the photography, which 1s VeEIY ell
eXposed, from Ahıtuv, Handbook E3
So 1O0W mostly (e.g ee] Uehlinger, ods 23 Hadley, Khirbet SE Hadley, Cult,
8 % Renz, 207; DÜAT 47 557 ıD Conrad|): the 1S partıally readable,
cludıng Omı1ssıon (hsr: °the Servanı governor’ |Ahıtuv, Handbook ITE Naveh,
Graffiti 28; Dever, Qöm 1234]1; AST' °the sınger” |Mıttmann, Grabinschrift
reinterpretation (hqsSb careful’ | Dever, Iron Age 159-160; L  n IR
Hestrin|, ıth conjecture of the final r} hq$r: °has added’ | Garbini, Iserızi10ne
191.193; Catastını, ote 133 Puech, Inseriptions 128% SI who Shea, Khıirbet
110-1
hıs interpretation makes 200d the inter10r of tomb where tomb robbery 1S
(no longer) relevant, and matches ell CISON, who could afford such CONSITUC-
tıon the 8lh CeNtury BCE
Whether the suffixed qatal-form (obviously referring the followıing inscrıption) 1s

Qal (Hadley, Khırbet 5 9 JaroS, Inschrift 33 Müller, Kolloquialsprache 41 note
109; Renz, 207 but In fact ıth causatıve meanıng) Pıfel (Lemaıre,
Inseriptions 599-602: Stolz, Monotheismus VIZ Dobbs-Allsopp d Inseriptions
410) constitutes relevant semantıc dıfference. For the CONTteEXT and the namıng of
the author suggest causatıve-perm1ss1ive translatıon (*had it wrıtten ) rather
than actıve ONC (*wrote it’): ‚VE H: ONC dSSUumInNes Qal Contrast, substantıve
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readıng (‘hıs inscr1ption’: Dever. Iron Age 159; Zeviıt, Khirbet 4 ' Holladay, KOom
9 C COS 179 McCarter 15 al that time lex1ically and syntactically ımprobable.
Zevit, Khıiırbet 41.44; Zeviıt, Relıgi0ons 360: UO’Connor. Inseription DYELRTG Opt in
analogy KAgr e for hrkt (1./2 sıngular perfect). It 1S possıble read the
photograph thıs WAaVY, and that fits the followıng specıficatıon Iyhwh But the
smaller scr1pt, the lackıng ord dıvıder and the cContent strongly advıse agamnst it:
also, LE  S autopsI1es SCCIMN exclude fınal see Hadley, Inseription 6D
The nomınal clause 15 princıpally indetermınate ın VIEW of indıcatıve Jussıve
readıng (Cl: only Smelık, Dokumente 139; Wagner, Sprechakte 8 $ Müller, Kollo-
quialsprache ZE Müller, egen 6‘7 Müller, Ursprünge 134); nevertheless, in the
present CONnTtexXT, blessing-wısh (n JuSS1ve) the deceased Urıyahu prefer-
able (agamst Miıttmann, Grabinschrift 145-146, pleadıng for indıcatıve meanıng).

21 h1s has been accepted wiıdely (see Davıes, Inseriptions 106 and others: for the
of interpretations iın 13 OC the OVEerVIEW Dy Bınger, Asherah 97-100). On

the photograph the first well the fınal Afrc visıble, elımıatıng the version
HFV wIL’STEh [Yhwh ouardıan and by hıis AsSerah’ (SO Naveh, G’Grafhiti 2 9
Ahıtuv, Handbook LEL Angerstorfer, ASerah 9)
Indeed, nearly all letters have been doubly wrıtten have been completed (at what
time ever) by “ghost letters’ L3 reads: wwmms[/s/rry[y/hh) arguably due the
precarı10us condıtions of lıght the tomb But they certamly do nNOot establısh
orthodox correction (agamst JaroSs, Inschriften 180; Jaros, Inschrift 34-
Completely speculatıve remaın the proposals made by Margalıt, Observatıons S
S (he inserts after hsI(h)w mM(kp ybyh °FOor he rescued hım from (the
hands of) hıs enemi1es’), Puech, Inseriptions 128 (he Wants read or1g1nally hrk
ryhw D  SE ‘Blessed 1S be Urıyahu before ASerah‘) and Spronk, Afterlıfe 308 (he
pleads for dyh hl ISrth hw:  m irom the distress much
hım VCI there IMNaYy He delıver hım')
Lemaıire, Inseriptions 599-602: Lemaıre, Yahwe’s speculates that ASserah or1g1-
nally had followed Iyhwh In (as the Kuntillet ‘Agrud Pıthon).
In the CONcrete context, Pn  ST  0i galn nearly instrumental meanıng (*by
through’); but lex1ically, it could also o1ve the LTCason (*because of”) the
(*for the sake Of”) suggested by Jerem1as Hartensteın, 116; Li1ess, Weg
304; Müller, Kolloquialsprache 47-43
On the endless debate whether Aserah 15 be interpreted goddess, the goddess
representing cultıic pale SaNCtUary cella, SCC beside Frevel, Aschera the VCI-

VIEWS by cCarter, Aspects 143-149; oretz, Aschera 98- Hadley, ultA
83; Renz. 2 91-92; Heıde, Personennamen 1309-120 In opınıon, the
option of the goddess 1S the MOST probable OMNC (e.g. wıth Dever, Ashera 22.30-31:;:
Dever, God, 176-208: Margalıt, Meanıng 284), which be crroborated Dy
relıg10us-hıistorical CIrcumstances ell by the letter prescr1pt, relatıng blessing-
wıshes deities. Considering siımılar' thıs interpretation 15 not dısqualified Dy
the orammatıcal problem of the pOSSESSIVE Ssuffix, which doubly determıines the 110

(see convincıngly Müller, Kolloquialsprache 27-33; Freedman, Yahweh: OFeTZ,
Aschera Schmid; Dıfferenzierungen 23-24; agalnst the readıng double
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The readıng of the inscription wrıtten soft and heavıly awel chalkstone
has d Just documented game: relatıvely TOAal tance Nevertheless, ıfs
cContent has been ebated quıte intensely In recent rel1ıg10us-historical research
(for example VIEW of the development ofmonotheısm In Ancıent Israel).““

Paraphrasıng the texti shortly, introduces Uriyahu“” OWTIET of the tomb
and princıpal of the inscription and the drawıng Wdy that 1S sımılar the

other inscriptions.“® In E ollows the maın Content of the inscription COIN-

taınıng ..  eın kombiniertes arük-Wort”:27 deser1bes Urıyahu ds blessed Dy
hwh and wıth Serah being involved saved from hıs enemles. Fınally,

somewhat maller scr1pt nıyahu d the actual serıibe of the
inscription (and the drawıng), As indicate the text-® and Its posıtıon traıght
the left otf the hand wıth the SaJmne lıne pacıng dSs between 1 and 1329 COIMN-

femmnıne ending of the PTrODCI L1OUNM ASerata [Zevıt, Khıiırbet 45-46; Angerstorfer,
ASserah 11-16; IUAF 7/4 563 (Conra« ‚dSC ending | Tropper, GGottesname

Thırd CIrSoN sıngular perfect Hıf ıl (wıth REenZz, 210; Hadley, ult and
others); morphologıically, also infinıtıve imperatıve Hıf\hl 15 conceı1vable (see
Dıjkstra, YHWH 3 ‚ Zevıt, Khirbet 4 Garbin1, Iserız10ne 192-193), but accepting
the readıng argued for above, they AIc elımınated Dy syntactical TCasSsons.

Schmid, Dıfferenzierungen (LaE: SCC also the other CSSdyS the SaImIne

volume).
The Namne I11CAanls “Yhwh 1s MYy) lıght’ (see Renz, 2/1 5 it 1S attested
several times ate (CE Renz, Dokumentatıion 1999 Renz, Doku-
mentatıon ZAH 2000 109), and 1S probably genume despıite iıttıng splendidly the
blessing-sıtuation tomb ‚ONTEXT. (Even ıt remaıns completely unrelhable
FreCONSTIruC 13 ıth Bınger, Asherah 95-96 wh ryh anı hıs 1gh!

ach ‚d5C wıth the SE personal name‘, wherefore Dever, Iron Age 159
wants add here well, whiıich CONVINCES neıther syntactically 1107 wıth respecCt

‚D  » and 'aces definıtely 18{011 visıble. fact, ktbh I1 corresponds ell
the declaratıon of pOSSsess10N I hfhdr hzh (Belonging ay <1s> thıs tomb
chamber In Qom (see Dobbs-Allsopp d. Inscriptions 406) and arguably

Urıyahu wWwnerT of the tomb
Miıttmann, Grabinschrift 14 / (°a combıned barük-sayıng)); the combınatıion, how-
CVET, refers In fact the tenses and NOTt the relatıon of deıty and (as Mıttmann
ınks

28 Nyhw 1S postscr1pt, obviously namıng the ser1ıbe wıth /-auctorIis (Dever, Iron Age
$ Lemaıire, Inseriptions 602: Renz, Handbuch p Hadley, ult 1 O0O-
1O1:; Zevit, Relıgions 3613067 considering Jaros, Kanaan 62)
Not denyıng connection of text and pıcture In princıple (see below 23% the COI-

tinummg text-flow AI SUC>S agaınst (syntactically possıble) independent inscription (So
Miıttmann, Grabinschrift 1  ' JaroS, SC 3 E undecıded Hadley, ult 101).
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trast, the patıal dıstance, the Ocatıon after and the CONntent of the agmen-
1.5-6 advıse agalnst continuatıon of the Sainlc inscription).””

the present CONTeXT, of COUTSC, the interest hes primarıly the constel-
lation of blessing:

The Jormulaic anguage accords wıth sımılar inscrıptions (for example
from unı Agrud) and 1D11CAa. blessing-statements. ollows the
structure br(w)k personal Halllec el
Addressing the CONTent of essing, the maın statement OCCUTIS In
there, explıcıt specıfication 1S made., but L3 IC refers aCTt of
Savıng, trongly asSsOCI1ates the connotatıon of protection and savıng,
supporte: by the urıa CONTeEXT (see below). addıtiıon, the introduction
ofUrıyahu dS PTOSPCIOUS PCISON indicates mater1a] value ofblessing,
but thıs aspect 1S left aft the ackgroun (especlially dSs the blessing-
cContent 1S “spiırıtualised’ certaın amount |see elow|)
The CUAUAUser of essing 1S exclusıvely Yhwh, 1C: 1S s1gnıfıcant in
several respects compared wıth the Israelıte CONTeXT, partıcularly 6t the
er inscr1ptions irom Kuntillet ‘Agrud (1) The construction wıth
passıve partıcıple elımınates the human subject and therewıth I1CS-

pondıng the modus of wısh the human execution of ess1ng. (2)
0Ug Z  wh saved Uriyahu durıng hıs 1fetime Dy hıs female
parhedra Aserah, he represents the final agent of savıng from enemies:;?'
CO Kuntillet ‘Agrud (see KAgr 8:1-2; 9:4-6; 10 where z  wh
and h1s ASsSerah constıitute entity of actıon, nere; AS takes only
auxılıary function-* in the salvatıon of Urıyahu urıng hıs lıfetime., and
che 1S completely absent In the (ulteri0r) blessing of the late rıyahu
referring only o >  wh So AS aAaDPDCALS syntactically and actually in

distinct subordinatıon o Yhwh. her operational aIica eıng strictly
lımıted. (3) elatıng the question of intermediating esSINZ, often
virulent ın Old Hebrew inscriptions, concentration Z  wh d

exclusıve Causecelt takes place, increasıng1y suppressing other dıvıne inter-
mediators (L °h1s ASerah’) dSs ell dASs human CAauUsSCIs utterıng magıc
and performatıve essings. (4) Correlatiıng herewiıth, Yıawhl ADDCUFS abso-

probably reads: ] ’Syth LBy his Aserah I wL/S7 cby hıs
ASserah (Cf. hereto Renz, ZEL HE  S inscription 15 supposed by
Margalıt, Observatıons 371° UAI 2/4, N |Conrad| CC also agner, Sprechakte
29 undecıded agaln Hadley, Khiırbet 5()-5 60).
hıs formulatıon recalls savıng statements In the Psalter, SCC (DW h1 1
Aa RS also 8'7 PTE eic
Even understandıng Serah the LCAasOonN PUTDOSC 0€S nNOoTt change thıs relatıon
much.
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[utely, aC. 0Ca specıfication Dy place Hamle Thıs isolatıon mıiıght
be caused Dy the SCHIC, d 0Ca specıfication of the deıty 1S always
absent the blessiıng-formula °hrk personal Namme deity?:?> In
addıtıon. the CONTEeXT of prıvate tomb indicates that face document
of (elevated) prıvate religion”“ rather than ONC of fficıal state religion.””
Nevertheless, thıs fact compared wıth the letter prescr1ipts from untıil-
let 'Agrud (see KAgr 8-10), probably reflecting northern) prıvate rel-
g10N d ell miıght indıcate ongomg transformatıon and isolatıon of
hwh anı y CaASC, the cruc1a] pomt 1S that the unspecıfied Name of
hwh obvıously POSSCSSCS pragmatıc clearness the CommuUnıIcatıve
sıtuation between Onıyahu, rıyahu and possıbly other PCTSONS.
The receiver of Yhw essing 1S, of COUTSC, the deceased Uriyahu.”®
Thıs fact mplıes dıstinguished {ransformation of the essINgZ-
constellatıon agamst the ackgroun of er Hebrew inscriptions):
Blessing, al that time usually ocused securıng and strengthening 1ıfe
In the here and now,?/ has been relocated the border of ıfe CVCN, In
actual fact, into the hereafter: the tomb of rıyahu, 16 the realm of
death.>® Blessing 15 thus expanded the hereafter and has and
increase hıfe’ the other world’ of ea Thıs expansıon Can be
characterised d "spırıtualısation’ of blessing insofar ds declaratıons 0)4
wıshes Concerning Urıyahu’s welfare In the realm of eg eXIira-
polated firom bıographical experlences of savıng (see below). Since ıt
happens In exclusıve relatıon to Yhwh, d ASerah aCcC In the EeSsSS-

33 See Renz, Z 29-32; rightly Keel Uehlinger, (J0ds 239 Admıttedly how-
CVCT, the extra-bıiblical materıjal 1S quıte lımıted: Beside KAgr it contaıns maınly the
letter prescrıipts from Arad (Ostracon 16:2-3; 21:2-3; 40:3), datıng mostly from the 6lh
century BCE (wıth exception of Ostracon 40)
Wıth Jeremias Hartensteın, JHWH LEG: describing Yhwh “persönlıche Schutz-
gottheıt des Verstorbenen, deren Obhut diıeser sıch auch nach seinem Tod emphiehlt”.35 Keel Uehlinger, :0ds 239 ponder whether local specıfication W d superfluous
after the destruction of Samarıa FA BCE But ap: irom the insecure datıng, thıs
argument be LOO schematıc ‚VMn such massıve changes only graduallyaffect the theological SyStems especıally the Judean Jerusalem, which Wads nNOot
dırectly involved. In thıs CONntexXTt, it 1S interesting COMDATC the CONtemporary
eXpression Ihy yrsim god of Jerusalem’ Iirom Hırbet Bet Layy (BLay 1  r 700
BCE SCC Renz, 245-246).
hıs reference also dıscerns the blessing-statement from formulas in other tomb
Inscriptions that address future intruders.

detaıl the OVErVIEW by Frettlöh, Theologıie AL
So In accordance ıth Schroer, Beobachtungen 298; Mülher, Kolloquialsprache 40-
449 Li1ess,; Weg 302-307
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ıng-statement, he obvıously eXers (continuous)”” influence OVCTI the
re1gn of death, 16 longer STayS unrelated hım but becomes part
of hıs sphere of competence. Of COUTISC, there ST1 'emaıns long WaYy
DÜ untıl sole claım WOT. and underwor €  ıtely 111 be
establıshed, including er implıcatıons the rel1g10us symbo
System. But, opınıon, Hiırbet el-Qom first and ımportant step
has been eached Thıs specı1fic expansıon of Yhwh’s blessing-activIı
documents at least wıth respect the indıvıdual ONC promınent chıft
In the ong-term expansıon of Yhwh’s sphere of Compeftence ın general,
1C thematıcally 1S elated the understandıng of 1fe and ea In
Ancıent Israel,“® therefore being relıg10us-hıstorically of hıgh interest.
Connected wıth the arguments above, the fime relations ave o be
looked at 1S in dispute whether relate the maın FPiINe In 2
the past the present futur:  @ everal observatıons AargucC favour of
the latter (1) Brk, eıng also because of analogous Oormulas Dal-
1cıple Qal,‘“ DOSSCSSCS grammatıcally present (respectively defi-
nıte) index., and (2) the Sarmnle for the verall formula-structure
°‘hrk personal Naine CI (3) Ilumımnatıve 1S also the SyN of
195  V In F obvıously have performatıve predicatiıon the present,
1ıle 13 retrospectively swıtches back in perfect (hwsS perfect
Hıfr"1l) experience of savıng durıng Uriyahu’s lıfetime. ollowıng
the COUTSC of the inscr1ption, L3 continues 12 and, hence, the sequel wıth

In I3 o1ving the 1CasOonNn for the actual blessing-statement of E2.
indıcate causal hypotaxıs rather than IHNCIC paratax1s.““ (4) Thıs

suggestion 1S corroborated by all known parallels of SCHIC (see below) d
ell ASs (5) Dy the expansıon of sphere ÖT Competence Uunfto the

39 In 1eW of Ontent the tradıtıonal-hıistorical developments would have be cları-
t1ed), thıs feature miıght be prepared by Yhwh’s punctiform (?) intervention 9:2)

hıs endurıng (?) In heaven and underworld cheol (Psa' SCC Iso

4()
Prov

hereto Leuenberger, (mmade 343-368
41 In accordance C ıth Renz, 208; Dobbs-Allsopp d, Inseriptions 41042411

(although opting for another interpretation); SCC also above ote affırmatıve
con]jugatıon morphologically possıble 1S$ exclude! by the lackıng subject and Dy the

472
adverbılal specıficatiıon [YAW!
Renz, translatıng paratactıcally hımself, concedes that ‘“durchaus auch Hypotaxe
vertreten |kann daßß relatıvisch od. kausal übersetzen wäre”” (Renz, 209
oftfe 1’ SCC also Waltke O’Connor, Introduction 652-653; for causal also
Keel Uehlinger, Gods 239; Müller, Kolloquıialsprache ıth Old estamen LC-

ferences).
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realm of death (see above). Therefore, the actual blessing-statement
2 artıcıple Qal) refers to the present und future.“
Fınally, the location In tomb SIfe, Le the priıvate tomb of rıyahu,
confirms thıs interpretation dSs ıt pOomMts the pPragZmatıc function of the
inscr1ption: Wıth respect SCHIC, all known Hebrew tomb Inscr1ptions
ack bıographical retrospect,““ the» they aIc consequently
ocused securıng the present and tuture welfare of the deceased
PCISON. Agaımst the possı1bılıty of HGE bıographical retrospect (whıch
assumedly WOU have been INOTE detaıled and ındıvıdual) the CONTEXT
of tomb inscr1ption, connection the present and future welfare of
the deceased PCISON clearly deserves preference.“  I

In Can conclude that the wısh for the rıyahu being
blessed Dy z  wh alone) In the present und tuture, extrapolates the bıographical
experience ofhwh havıng saved rıyahu from hıs enemiles durıng hıs lıfetime
Dy AS S5O, the blessing-constellation In Hırbet el-Qom has basıcally been
expanded and relocated the realm of death, blessiıng consısting in securıng
and increasıng lıfe’ the .  other world’ of death.

So wıth Jeremi1as Hartensteımn, JHW. EIS: (Hestrın) and the CXpONeNIS [C-
ferred note (dıfferently, assumıng connection the past Renz, 203-
204.208; Renz, Beıtrag 1  ' Köckert, Wandlungen 12.28-29; Zevıt, Relıgions 368:
Dobbs-Allsopp d. Inscriptions 409:; restraıned Schmidt, srael’s 153/-138; undec1-
ded Berlejung, Tod 489)
Notably, thıs holds for the Sılwan-inscription, the imperatives the Hırbet Bet
Layy-ınscriptions (ıf they arec indeed tomb inscr1ptions) requesting Yhwh’s interven-
tıon (BLay 2-3), the ‚UTSCcC formulas there (BLay 4-7) and probably representing
dıfferent SCHIC SUIMINC StONeEeSs (see Renz, 2002 2003 180 numbers 1-2)
well for the analogous blessing-formulas (Renz, Handbuch 1XO-181 numbers
4-8) Therefore, ıt unadvısable claım ıth Köckert that “Bıtten den
Grabherrn jedoch untypısch Sind” (Köckert, Wandlungen }2)
Even the ESmun’ azar-ınscription Iirom Sıdon, reachıng Out beyond the Hebrew
parallels and representing the only known bıographical retirospect antıque
from the Levant, uUsSsecs short bıographical retrospect 12-13 and the namıng of
SOMeEe deeds 1.13-20) In order the tomb in the present and future 4-12, A
Z cf. 1’ 3, 27 19-23; AT 590-593 L Butterweck]; agamnst Öckert,
Wandlungen 12)
(In thıs CONTEXT, Cal neglect the possıble dıstinetion between genume tomb 1N-
scr1ptions |texts genumnely wrıtten for tomb contexts| and inscr1ptions that WEIC 0CA-
lısed In places used tombs, but NOLT necessarıly intended for such contexts.)
SO for the MOoOStT part where the excavatıon CONntexTt 1S taken into aCCount (see Miıtt-
INd Grabinschrift 14 /-148; Liess. Weg 305; Janowskı1, oten FA 15 41 1ın spıte of
hıs translatıon in the past: "gesegnet anowskı, Konflıktgespräche 49.230).
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Interpreting the and wıthın the Overall Composıtıion
The pıcture, TE the hand. obvıously domımmnates the verall composıtıon of

the artefact: takes only ONMNC 00k SC that the ole esign 1S centred the
oversized and deeply engraved hand. 1le the inscription arranged around ıt
aAaDPDCAIS nearly margınal and somewhat blurred As mentioned, the characteristic
of the pıcture 1S that ıt contaıns thıs ONC s1gn only Thıs Circumstance allows,
the OMNC s1de, shorten the analysıs ASs the sıngle sıgn 1s ıdentical wıth the
pıctorıial composıition; the other sıde, it precludes clarıfyıng the meanıng of
the motive Dy of the pıctorı1al CONTexT of specıfic motive constellations.

HEHCE: the interpretation of the hand. already al that time VETIY popular
sSymbo (see eI0W wıth notfe 48), has cConcentrate ıtself at fırst, and INa y
then nclude the Conftext of the artefact d whnole combınıng texti and pıcture
(see EeI0W 2.3)

The TOA| spectrum of interpreting the symbol of the hand has been
discussed wıdely In research, includıng maınly the divine s1ıde
apotropalc function OT representation of benefaction towards
people, and the human sıde adoratıon gesture of the DITayCT
self-representatiıon of the dead before Yhuh 46

VIEW of the frequency and pictorial depiction general, 0)81% note
wıth Henr1 Frankfort, “that the peripheral ( of the West frequently
cShow the hand in theır des1gns, along wıth other motives derıved from
Mesopotamia”.  ” 47 But the pervasıveness of the motive does NOT help
much, SINCE In Hırbet el-Qom have only the hand (see also below)
indeed specıfic esign
Thıs design of the hand allows 18 advance the meanıng: The
slıghtly played fingers of the rıgh insıde hand“® outstretched down-
wards, xclude human self-representation adoratıon gesture (of
Urıiyahu), MC ıIn that time and AaIca WOU 1conographically have een
epicte wıth elevated arms  49 al  er, the characteristically designed

In detaıl Mıttmann, Symbol; Schroer, Deutung; Hadley, ult 102-104; SCC 1C-

cently L1ess, Weg 278-285.305-30i
Frankfort, Cylınder 179

48 Lookıng al the phys10ognomYy, it clear that the angled iinger the left sıde
represents the thumb; however. thıs leaves ODCH whether ace the back of the

hand the (rıght) insıde hand (n 1conographıc and textual (OT) grounds, the
latter 1S INOTC probable (see Mıttmann, Symbol 30-33; Jeremias Hartensteın, JHWH
116; Hadley, Khiırbet 61 Hadley, ult 102; Li1ess, Weg 306; for the left hand OptSs
Zevıt, Religions 369)
Wıth Schroer, Deutung 192 Renz, 206 agamnst Mıttmann, Grabinschrift 150-
153 (dıfferently HOW Mıttmann, Symbol 43-44); Zevit, Relıgions 369; pondering
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hand constitutes NUMINOUS symbol of dıvıne W S1gN1fyıng, the
ONC sıde, apotropalc ILanneTr the dıvıne protection (as ıll be
corroborated by the text), and the other sıde, posıtıvely representing
(as agaln the text 111 ‚upport) the abundance of dıyıne blessing.””
(However, what of protection and blessing nclude Call 8{011
be educed rendered INOTE precisely by INCans of the pıcture.)
The oversized proportions of the hand compared the inscription ATre

hıghly visıble But al the SdaInec tiıme. methodically strıngent interpre-
tatıon be 1EHCcH and 11l have be attempted agaıln the
cContexft of the verall composıition.

Only along the WAaY, remark cConcerning the postulation of additional
picture molbives by Margalit”' INAaYy be He claıms recognıse In the
vertical strokes and the sem1-cırcle al the left bottom tree hıll, and
he relates 1.5-6 them The 1ldea 1S iconographically consıstent, but ıt efmtely
requıres bıt INOTE ofSY than Margalıt thı aCCept hıs interpretation:

[WO connected Iınes really vis1ıble, and the depiction Can nNot be
completed by of the known CONTexT of the artefact * Gr the massıve
hand speaks dıfferent 1conographic anguage

S5o, the oversized hand dominating the verall composıtion, al] lIıkelihood
CXPDICSSCS both protection d ell d the abundance 15 blessing

The (Qverall Composıition: Combinatıion ofext and Pıcture
The interesting and outstandıng thıng wıth the artefact irom Hırbet el-Qom

In the Context of (Old Hebrew inscr1ptions 1S, d already mentioned, that thıs
blessing-inscription combınes texit and pıcture. avıng separately analysed ıts
textual and pıctorıal ayer, and 1O  < avıng acquıred theır blessing-constella-
t10Ns In e  1L, both blessing-constellations Can succinctly be compared, COITC-

Jaros, Inschrıften 179 Into the Category of oddıtıes falls Shea’s suggestion (Khırbet
113-116) interpret the hand Onıyahu’s sıgnature (whıch 1S dısproved DYy the
oversiızed proportions ell the explicıt sıgnature In 1.4)
So Müller, Kolloquialsprache 41 (besiıde apotropaıc function; alıke KRenz,
206; Miıttmann, Grabinschrift 43-44); Jeremias Hartensteın, JHWH 1161 L/ refus-
ıng apotropaıc functi0n); Dever, (G0d E33! L1ess, Weg 306 (see below note 56);
N also, partıcularly including 1conographic evıdence, Ackroyd., and 2 $ and
Phoenician-Punic parallels Schroer, Deutung 196-197; Miıttmann, Grabinschrift
30-42
Observatıons, 371° cf. In ontrast eel] Vehlinger, (Gj0ods 239; Dobbs-Allsopp d
Inseriptions 408-409
See the photography Dy Dever, Iron Age 196, showıng that the squared one PIC-

the blessing-depiction ıts complete 1dth
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ate and combıned wıth each other, bringing Ouft text and pıcture consistently
integrating veral]l interpretation.

(Gven the arrangement of the dommatıng pıcture and the text Inc1sed around
it, connection of text and picture 1S unden1Jable In princıple, and 18 know-
edge, today ONC actually does deny it. 53 In CONnTrast 18 the facts O1
from unı ‘Agrud, where the inscr1ıption KAgr 1S wriıtten quıte ruthlessly
OVCTI and dC1OSS the drawing,““ Hırbet el-Qom, the inscrıption 1S arranged
around the hand., obvıously presupposing ıt and takıng it intentionally nto
aCCOUNL.

ccordiıng the methodical procedure introduced above., the verall
composition of text and picture OUF artefact Can be specıfied dSs ollows

Thematically, texft and pıcture obvıously both deal (negatıvely) wıth
protection and (posıtıvely wıth ess1ing. Corresponding 1{0 the dıfferent
capacıtıes of (exT and picture (see above 2 the textual blessing-con-
stellatıon specıfies the blessing-depiction of the pıcture: On the ONC sıde,
the hand’s apotropalc function of diıvıne protection Cal be rendered In
the CONTtexTt of the text LHNOTC prec1sely 4S protection agamst enemıles
(1 3) 99 On the other s1de, the textual blessing-constellatıon EZ) confirms
the pıctorial represented abundance of dıvine blessing,”® and, addıtion-
ally, transfers the localısatıon of blessing in the c  other world’ of death
uUuDON the pıctured hand
Concerning the oversized proportions of the dominant hand, ıt 1S AT
cult determıine Its One COU. offer al y number of speculatıons,
dSs others have, but fact, ıt m1g be appropriate Just 18} state 1ts domiın-
ANcCce
More nsıght allows perhaps the patial organısalıon of text and picture:
If the inscr1ption 1S engraved around the existing hand, then the blessing-
text WOU always have presuppose the ymbolıc DOTENCY of the hand

53 See Dars PIO LOTO Mıttmann, Grabinschrift 149:; Miıttmann, Symbol 43- JaroSs, In-
schrıft 3 9 Liess, Weg 306

hereto Leuenberger, Segen 129-133, describing the simılar condıtions both
Pıthoin.

55 So Stolz, Monotheismus I2 JaroSs, Inschrift (besıde self-representation); Schroer,
Deutung 192.199; ee] Uehlinger, ods 23 Hadley, Khirbet 6 $ Dobbs-Allsopp
d. Inseriptions 409; Schmiutt, Magıe 149-150) (assumıng that In the tomb CONTteEeXT
intruders should have been averted: however, ONC IMaYy ask whether the inter10r of
tomb 1S the approprıiate place for thıs
For thıs I1CAaSON, and takıng nto aCCOUunNnT the design of the hand wıth the fingers
stretched Out downwards ell Psalm-references, L1ess, Weg 306 dares Vn

interpret the hand “dıe Von ben herab rettend eingreiıfende rechte and (Gjottes’”’
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and specılled ıts content The ‘brute ‚ymbolıc power‘’ of the hand IC-

Ccelves focus protection, savıng and essing by the Texi. COMN-

versely, the text’s  d central em! galns pıctorial substantiation and
DOTeENCY VIEW, thıs interpretation plausıble, CVen attrac-
tive readıng of COUISC, asel certaın amount of subjectivıty, 1C
mıght be discussed but NOT elımınated.

10 SU} up insıghts far The blessing-artefact irom Hırbet el-Qom has
indeed turned Out feature coherent verall composıtıon in 1C the COIMN-

stellatıons of blessing In text and pıcture mutually correspond and interpret
each other: Roughly speakıng, the fexti specifies the pıcture, and the picture DFO-
Vides symbolicWi the fexXi  S er ONC of the MOoOSst characterıstic features
1S that Yahweh’s blessiıng-power 1S expanded (by the (eXt) nto the realm of
tomb and the c  other world’ of Cal constituting innovatıve transformatıon
compared wıth er blessing-inscriptions (partıcularly irom Kuntıillet Agrud)
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