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Introduction

Among the MOStT perplexing prophetica. references (8 the 1D11Ca. KEdo-
mıtes dIiIC the mention of the “w1isdom ” and “understandıng” of Edom These
aAapPpCar cshort quotations, OLILC ın Jer 49, / that refers the cıty afrca of
Teman and the other in bad 7b-8 makıng reference Edom and the MOUNT Ör
Sau

Jer 49, /
le’edoöm koöh ’amar HWH sebh Da  a0t ha’en BA hokmäa beteman

’abeda esa mıbbanım nısrcha hokmatam

Concerning dom. hus SayS the LO of hosts: Is there longer wısdom
In Teman? Has counsel perıished irom the prudent” Has theır wısdom
vanıished?!

bad 7b-8

en tebüna bO

hälo ba  m hahu ne um  DE YHWH

veha abadtı häkamım me’edom utebuna mehare

There 1S understandıng of it.

The research leadıng thıs W ds made possıble thanks Fulbright Catholıc
Universıity of Argentina Fellowshıiıp. My sincere thanks Gary Knoppers for kındly
readıng drafts and provıdıng CommMents and cr1tic1sm: yel responsıbılıty for the ideas
expressed hereıin 1S mıne alone.
The Omıts OT: hosts’” and the interrogatıve ha, and therefore 1S sımple
statement ere 1S longer... ): Carroll, Jeremiuah, SO1:; Holladay, Jeremiuah, 370:;
cKane, Commentary, 1214:; Lundbom, Jeremiah, Appendiıx AVSE The 1g and the
Vg present “chıldren” instead OT: “prudent” (see discussıon below)
Raabe translates thıs sentence .6  In which there 15 understandıng”, takıng 3O
reference eıther Esau the term MAZOFr (tradıtıonally ““snare, trap » net.. but Iso
“"stead’ the preceding clause: Raabe, Obadıah, 155-156; followed by arton, Joel.
140 See Iso McCarter, Obadıah, 8R T-88 Early readıngs such the and the
I'gs interpret thıs reference Edom: SCC Ben Zv1, Study, 90-96 ome
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(In that day, 5SdyS theE 111 destroy the WISe Out ofEdom. and
understandıng Out ofoun EKsau (NRSV)

These AIc that reward careful readıng; OMCS that provıde un1ıque
oglımpse into the 1DI1Ca. discourse concerning ancıent Edom everal questi1ons
arıse when dealıng wıth these What do these 1DI1Ca VCISCS 111CcCall by
eferring to “w1isdom” and ““understandıng"”? Why do these references AaDPCAaI
elated OM CNolars have truggled cCapture the hıstorıical and 1ıdeolo-
91Ca framework behind the composıtıon of these VEeISCS Whıle these efforts diC

commendable, they have tried understand the meanıng of these allusıons by
references to the Hebrew ıtself, thus eavıng 1OOTN for analyses in the
broader framework of the ancıent Near ast and beyond. In order o provıde
adequate CONTEXT for these, thıs 111 study the UOCCUITIEINNCE of
simılar references In the Hebrew but also COoONtemporary ancıent Near
FEastern OUTCCS Addıtionally, 111 make reference recent archaeologıca.
excavatıons southern Jordan (the ancıent and ofom that might shed 1IC  S

1g ONC of the possıble meanıngs ofJer 49, 7 and bad 7b-8
E Thıs 1S dıyıded into four maın parts Fırst, 111 devote attention

the CONTeEeXT In IC Jer 49, 7 and bad N AaIc present ın theır respective
00 The second part 111 COMPDATIC Jer 49,7 bad 7b-8 wıth siımılar referen-
COr In other 1DI1CaCd ell ds discuss analogous allusıons to the DICS-
SIGE of w1ısdom other 1DI1Ca peoples Iso 111 FreVvVIeWw the meanıng of the
references the wısdom, dSs ell d the arger frameworks In IC these terms
U non-Israelıte SUOUTCCS, partıcularly Mesopotamıan teXis Hd ll
study Prev10us explanatıons developed by 1DI1Ca scholars concerning Jer 49, /
and bad 7b-8, partıcularly focusıng attention how they WeTiIC understood In
the broader CONTEXT of the oracles of Jeremiah, Obadıah and other prophets.
Although prelımınary FTeVIEW of the evidenceu that definıtive COIMN-
clusıon 1s NOT poss1ble, CXpeCt provıde SOTIIC pomts that INaYy g1ve olımpse
into the ideologıca background of Jeremiah adıah’s VOISCS As result of
the ea] of relevant ep1graphic fiınds In the and of Edom, the that
ollows depend arge extent 1DI1Ca parallels and also the relevant
conclusıions that Can be derıved from ethnographic studies. In the (01801 and ast
part 111 elaborate hypothesı1s In the ine of those scholars that equate the
“wısdom ” of Edom wıth the skıl ofmetalworkıng. For thıs PUTDOSC, 111 make

of anthropologıcal and thnographic studıes ancıent metallurgy’s
ıdeologica magıcal aCKgTrOuUNd, lıterature that MaYy g1ve broader framework
for the references the Edomiuite w1ısdom.

modern scholars follow Wellhausen in the iıdea that P  en tehünd hO 1S gl0ss;
Pfeıffer, Edomiutic Wısdom, 13 ofe 4’ SCC Iso Allen, Books, 150 note
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The “Wısdom ” ofEdom the oracles’ eneral CONTEXT

Z Our startıng pOomt, from ana  1CQ. perspective, d the of
eremı1ah and Obadıah themselves. The eneral aCKgZroun! of the oracles
agamst Edom dSs they Jer 49, /-22) and hbad 1S generally eHeve
have taken place In the time of the fall of Jerusalem iın 8 7/586 B OT slıghtly
later, when Edom allegedly assısted the Neo-Babylonıan almııy agamst the
udaean gdom OT al least profite: irom Judah’’s defeat * 1S In these refer-

that the accusatıon that the Edomuites took D In the fall of the CIty
ADDCAIS for the fırst tıme, eıther d dırect agents of the on-g0omng destruction OT d

LLIICIC passSıve, ouUg| JoyTully, spectators. ese dIiIC VCLY theatrıcal
presentations In 16 the Kdomutes always play the ‘had ZUVyS  29 character roles.

The prophecy agamst Edom the Book of eremı1ah 49,7-22) 1S of
larger composıtion tradıtıonally known dSs the “prophecı1es agalnst the natıons”

(Jer 6-5 and in ıtself stands between the oracles delıvered oab and
Ammon and those delıvered SOINC Syrıan cıties and Arabıan trıbes As 1S
1Ca for the aCcCcusatıions agamnst the Edomiutes, few specıfic, hıstorically-
grounded etaıls (and thıs CasSC, not ONe) AIc mentioned pertamıng what
Edom dıd In the past, whereas the CONLrarYy errıble fate 1s prophesıize:
agamst thıs natıon, such dASs the rumn of Sau 49,8), the destruction of hıs 1ACC

(49,10) and of the Edomiuite capıtal Bozrah (49,13), and the SaC. of theır
pastures (49,20) In thıs CONIEXT the references the ack of “wısdom ” and
“counse]l” Edom SCIVC d ıntroduction the Edomuites’ 1gnorance of theır
dreadful future The udgment the Edomiutes., both Jeremıiah and Obadıah,
Carrıes SOTIIC IroNY, for these people Suppose: be WISe but they do not SCC

what 1S comıng them In fact, thıs COU be interpreted dSs IrONIC reversal of
the theme ofOM s AaITOSALNCC 66  'prıde Oof your heart”” Jer 49,16; (O)bad 3)

23 The Book of Obadıah have been composed ql the Samnlec time
slıghtly later than Jeremıiah’s and 1S almost entirely devoted the Edomite
““question . The texit under study here Into what scholars generally belıeve
ATre dıfferent parts the second 5-/) and thırd W oracles
agamnst Edom.* Overall, references o the Edomıites’ behavıor In 586 B dIC

partıcularly oraphıic Edom 1S accused of violence agamst hıs brother (v of
stayıng al00(l feastıng and gloatıng the day of h1s brother’s miısfortune
(v.12-13a), ooting hıs pOSSESSIONS : 135) and assassınatıng the fug1tıves
(V. 14a) The annıhılation of the “wI1se men  07 and the “understandıng” from Edom
1S but the ogıcal dıvıne punıshment fOor thıs hameftful behavılor.

For example, SCG5 Watlts, Obadıah. 8'5 Raabe, Obadıah, 5156 Agaımst the iıdea of
the Edomiuiute partıcıpatıon in the fall of Jerusalem 1S Bartlett, Edom, 151157
Bez Zv1, Study, Barton, Joel, 139-147/
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Sımiilar dıffuse mMemoOrTIES Aarec scattered through SOTINC prophecıes and
lıterary works accusıng the Edomuites of improper conduct toward theır ‘“bhro.
thers  292 though precIise hıstorical 1S agaın mi1ssıng, such dSs Ps IS
Amos 1: _ Joel 4,19:; KE7zek 25. 12 355 and 'as 4.45

T3 Now let UuS study LLIOTC the VEISCS under cons1ıderation. Jer
49, / Yahweh addresses the Edomuites wıth three rhetorical questions, wıth only
OMNC interrogatıve assumıng the function for the three colons.? Repetition of
words these three colons wıisdom (hokmd) counsel esda) CIr WI1S-
dom ( hokmätam) 1S key for achleving internal balance the verse’s STITUC-
ture.© The term bhanım 1S MmMoOost CIYy gal partıcıple irom bin, eadıng that Was

already recognized Dy the LAXEG translatıon (ek sune(lo0n, °“ Srom the intellıgent
OnNeSs  27 and the Peshitta./ The Naine Teman (temaän, *“°Sout 5: 1C Jer 49, 7
refers dSs NOL avıng “WwW1Isdom”, 15 place-name ocated In the dIca of Edom
There has been SOTITNC debate dsSs whether thıs NaIine should be iıdentified wıth
precıse place Glueck iıdentihed Teman wıth the ate Iron 11 sıte of Tawılan. In
the etra area® 0)8 reg10n de Vaux identifhed ıt wıth the AdiCcd of southern
Edom.” whereas others locate it In the northern Edomiute plateau“® the COIMN-

SCHNSUS eanıng towards the latter 1eW
Obad 1S excellent example of parallelısm, wıth construction verb

object preposıtional phrase wıth MIn The *SE (hakamım) and
“understandıng” (febund) form ex1ıcal word paır, the former in masculıne
plura (concrete) form. the latter ın femmnıne sıngular (abstract) form  1

Äs already noted Dy SOTINC Oommen(tators, f o0k closely al the
under discussıon N that both share VEIY sımılar vocabulary and
orammatıcal

Beginning wıth interrogatıve A}
Formula ÜE  en 1L1OU b;

3) Verb’hd MIN;

The VEl does nNOoTt show the first interrogatıve: Lundbom, Jeremiah, 3978 In thıs
regard, Holladay thınks that ha 1S dıttography fter YHWH; Holladay, Jeremiah,
370
Lundbom, Jeremiah, 2326-2378%
The Ig and the Vg translate the ess lıkely rendıtion “Srom the chıldren”; SCC

Holladay, eremiah, 374-3 75; McKane., Commentary, 1214; Lundbom, Jeremiah,
328-329; Hayward, J argum.
Glueck, Explorations, 82-83
de Vaux, Teman.
Edelman. Edom, 10-1
Raabe., Obadıah, 87 Ben Zv1, Study, 120
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Root A  9
LOUN wısdom counse] wısdom er understandıng

WISe understandıng (Obad). '“
Z The resemblance both vocabulary and iIructure indıcate that

ONC of the XS depends the other etTe 1S SOINC a  CC that ONC of the
authors ÖT these» MOST CIYy Obadıah’s, made USC and adapted the
other text IOr hIs OW. purpose. Although the ermınology and Stiructure ofboth

VE much simılar, there 1S OC element In ()badıah that 1S key for
recontextualızıng the ole composıtıon. For whereas the verbs eremı1ah
aPPCar qal perT. 3rd sıng (“Dd) and niphal perT. 3l'd sıng ST. Obadıah makes
UuUsSsc 5t only D in hiphil Wa  < COHSSCE perf. lst SINgZ., thereby transformıng three
rhetorical quest1ons into proclamatıon about the dıvıine punıshment
Edom.!* The result 1S declaratıon wıth stronger antı-Edomuiute meanıng, 1C
INAaYy paralle the orOoWINg antı-Edomite feelıngs the udaean populatıon
In the post-exılıc per10

“Wısdom“ ” the Hebrew and the Lıterature of the
Ancıent Near ast

Returning the 1SSsUe of the Edomute wısdom, OTIIC maın question arlses:
Are the 00 of eremılah and Obadıah makıng USC, OT sharıng the SAdlilLlCc

meanıng, of sımılar COCUTITEILCCS of the words “w1ısdom ” and “understandıng”
that other 1D11Ca and extra-bıiblical sources‘? order
aAaLllSWeT thıs question, 111 reexamıne the UusSsc of simılar phraseology the
Hebrew and the ancıent Near ast

As already mentioned, the under discussıon make uUusc of VELY
simılar vocabulary, In eremı1ah represented by the FrOOTS hokmäa (two tımes) and
bin; Obadıah by the hokmäd (two tımes) and tehünd (two tımes). these
and other 1DI1Ca the meanıng of these FrOOTS 1S often analogous and
IMOTE often than not they dIiC used interchangeably dSs SYyHNOLLYINS.

33 ımportant feature that precludes us irom eachmng the meanıng
of the of thıs vocabulary Jer bad 7b-8 1S that In the d

ell ds non-Israelıte OUTCCS these words AIc sed wıth wıde of
SCHNSCS WOU. be ımpossı1ble lıst here al] OCCUTITENCECS of these words In the

12 Dicou, Edom, 68-69:; Raabe, Obadıah, 3()-3
[3 Dicou, Edom, 68-69; Raabe. Obadıah, 30-31; McKane, Commentary, 1214: SCC ISO

rueggemann, Theology, 154-156
ASs correctly pomted Out by Ben Zv1, the Hebrew Bıble there AdIic OGULHTENHNGE of

in hiphil wıth dırect objects hakamım tebuUund, but do ave hokma ıth
qal (Isa’ Ben Zv1, Study, 121
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Hebrew 1  © but MOStT of them Can be grouped accordıng the Conftext In
1C they ADPDCAL. everal semantıc fıelds Cal be iıdentified for the USC of these
words In the Hebrew nonspecıfic9 CO wısdom, C Solo-
mon ’s wısdom dS author and dSs Judge s 3,28; ‚9-12); mantıc
w1isdom, C the false) Babylonıan dıyinatiıon tradıtiıon (Isa 44,25; ,  9
magıcal wısdom. C the Egyptian SOTCETETS confronting Aaron (Ex f5 and
5) artısans (see part 5) 15

Some 1DI1Ca peoples SCCII] have been famous because of the
possession of wı1ısdom. Most of the references allude the reg10ns the east ÖT
Palestine., encommpassınz from southern Jordan Northwestern 19 The

under study fall, of In thıs CategorYy, but they AIc not the only
ONCS 1Kgs SE for example, the w1ısdom (root hokmäd) of Kıng
olomon wıth that of the “°SONS of the ast  27 and Egypt, thıs monarch eing CVEN

WI1ser than Ethan the Ezrahite and the S(I1S ofahol, Heman, Calcol and arı
(1ıdentifie. Dy SOTIIC cholars AdSs Edomites'®). The TG Book of aruc DICS-
ents long chapter dealıng wıth the wısdom In srael, remarkıng In passıng the
ack of wısdom In JTeman, the hıldren of agar and the merchants of 1dıan
and Teman (Bar 3,22-23) There 1S agreemen In that thıs texi Was wriıtten long
after the 00 of Jeremıiah and Obadıah, but nevertheless ıt INaYy VELY ell be
ogrounded long-lasting tradıtıon gomg back the Iron Age, eıng therefore
ofhelp for unravelıng the specıfic meanıng ofJer 47,9 Obad 7b-8

35 MY fOcus the Edomiuite w1ısdom does nOoTt 111CAal that the authors of the
Hebrew attrıbuted thıs feature only Edom. In partıcular, there dIC SDaISC
references the wısdom of the Phoen1ic1ı1ans and Babylonıans. ontrary IO
Jeremijah’s and adıah’s9 1DI1Ca allusıons the w1ısdom of other
peoples ATCc VELY explıcıt about IC kınd of wısdom they ATIc referring Yet
all these references NOT because the 1D1I1Ca wriıters WeTC aVvıd of
compilıng thnographic data about other peoples cultural experlence, but be-

they WeTITC used make the pomt that foreign peoples wısdom Was
annulleı made SCCINMN oolısh by divıine actıon. Ezek 27,8-9 the people of
the cıties of 1don, Arvad, J1yre and Byblos and theır “WwIse men  29 (root ho  1)
dIiC mentioned In connection wıth saılıng actıvıtles: whereas Ezek 28,3-5 refers
IO the ‘“*wisdom’” (root hokmd and “understandıng” (root tEbünd) wıthın the
CcContext of tradıng enterprises (CE also the Ssımılar meanıng In Zech 9,2) Isa
44,25 and 47,10 make allusıon Babylon, 1ts “wI1ise men  29 and “w1ıisdom” (root
hokmad) and “knowledge” (root aa 1G direct references o the

15

16
Müller, Chägam, 373-379
Pfeiffer for example Cequaltes 7rah wıth Edomuite Zerah (Gen 36.15:133) and Ethan
and Heman ıth modern topographiıc southern Jordan; Pfeıffer, Edomiutic
Wısdom, 13
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Babylonıan dıvination tradıtion. Sımıilar allusıons for the Babylonıan “"WISe
men  27 (root hokmäd aAaDDCAal Jer 5035 and 5157 ven 0Ug these peoples
seemed be ““very WI1se” thıs dıd NOT prevent them from being condemned Dy
(J0d irom (070) oolısh after commiıtting fore1gn polıcy unders

TIo complete thıs brief ACCOUNT of the wısdom lıterature the Hebrew
It 1S notfe that, interestingly enough, allusıons the w1iısdom

of Ammon OT Moab dIiC entirely absent. Thıs absence IMaYy O unnoticed ıf NOLT
fOor the allusıons about the “wıisdom” of Edom and the peoples of the
ast. Thıs dıvergence between Ammon Moab and Edom INaYy have do wıth

facts The fırst pomt NOoTte 1S that Ammon and Moab WEIC NOT included
the peoples of the ast dSs Edom Wdads Furthermore, Edom possessed

yel undıscovered attrıbute 16 Ammon and Moab dıd nNot that made the
Edomutes famous for theır “w1isdom)’.

SUFVCY of non-Israelıte OUTCECS 00 for the UsSsCcC of sımılar
vocabulary and phraseology In the ancıent Near ast INaYy help better
understand the of eremı1ah and Obadıah under dıscuss1ion. The word
fOr “w1isdom ” (hokmäd) Hebrew has cCognates other Semitic anguages,
although less wıdely used than theır Hebrew Ugarıtıc A Ne0o-
ssyrıan 1an hakdamu, mper1al Aramaıc l]kym 1/ Sumer1an nam-ku-zu
and Akkadıan NEMEQU 18 have had somewhat sımılar meanıng, but
agaln, nothıng compared wıth the 1D11Ca usec of the root hokmäd.

358 Mesopotamıa dıd NOT DOSSCSS tradıtion of wısdom lıterature. Thıs does
NOT INC however, that the CONceptL of wısdom Was absent the Mesopo-
tamıan XIS; however, ıt Was present AdSs theme(s) rather than d SCHIC In
ıtself. 1sdom thus Was present In several lıterary9 such d unexpected

1ke OMMeN ComposItions the Ep1C of Gilgamesh.'” Consequently, Meso-
potamıan SOUTCECS cShow TOA| TaNnSC of connotations fOor the uUsSsc of the wısdom
vocabulary that does NOLT accommodate into the schemes that 1D11Ca. scholars
have tradıtıonally constructed. enning-Bolle has stressed MOST ımportant
feature In the Mesopotamıan lıterature: the oundary demarcatıon between
“practical” w1isdom and “abstract” wısdom does NOT dADDCAal be ultable for
classıfyıng the Mesopotamı1an lıterary tradıtions. Many of the words a-
dıan that stand for technıcal S  S; such dSs mMmUudu ..  one who knows
Crait CMNMOU, S  ed; experlenced, educated”: apkallu, ante-dıluvian SaLC,
and nNemMmEQU, “WISE”, WCIC refer o wısdom In eneral but also
practical expertise.“”
| / Müller, Chaqgam, 364-368
I8 Beaulıeu, Babylonıan Wısdom Lıterature,
19 Bucellatı, Wısdom: Beaulıeu, Setting,

Denning-Bolle, Wısdom and Dıalogue, Z DIC
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The absence of clear boundary between ““practica and “abstract”
wısdom In the Mesopotamıan lıterature has important ramıfıcatıons fOr
study of Jer 49, 7 bad 7b-8 for ıt consıderably expands the of poss1ble
meanıngs of the wı1ısdom of Edom

The 1sdom of Edom In the scholarly lıterature
A} Usıing the 1SSUES discussed thus far, Call 1O  S return 18 the problem of

the Edomiuite wısdom In INOTEC specıfic As wıth almost everythıng
elated to the Edomiuites, modern scholars AIrc 1vided (OQVCI the meanıng and
function of the references the w1isdom of Edom and reexamınatıon
of Previ10Ous hypotheses developed Dy 1D1l1Ca scholars cshow aft least three maın
of Iınes of reasonıng for explaınıng the allusıons omM s w1isdom: the
ex1istence of SOINIC (not yel discovere: Edomite sapıential wrıtings; OM S
polıtıcal allıances the face of the Neo-Babylonıuan Invasıon; and the Edomute
mıinıng and metalwork In the CODPDCI mınes of aynan. ese pomts of VIEWS
111 110  S be examıned In INOTEC 18 ShOw how they have become thematıc
influences the hıstory of Edom In general

Ccholarly interest the w1iısdom of Edom has been argely 1mıted fo the
1SSuUe of the sapıential wriıtings. thıs lıterature, there 1S the COMMON

assumptıon that Jer 49, 7 and bad 7b-8 AIc allusıons to Edomiute saplental
wrıtings, ase: mostly references In the Book of Job but also other 1DI1Ca
passages.“) ploneering textual OVerVIeW of the Edomiute influence the
Hebrew Was provıde by Piettter. who the and wrote

serl1es of artıcles In 1C he supporte:‘ the ıdea that the Edomiuite tradıtıon of
wısdom had CHOTTINOUS impact the 1DI1Ca. authors, ıTf nOot Edomuite wriıters
themselves WCIC responsıble for entire parts of the Hebrew 1  C: such dS

Psalms, Proverbs. Job“* and CVeGn Darts ofGenesis *
43 important pomt In eıffer  s reasonıng 1S that In the Edomuite

writings (partıcularly the Book ofJob and eıffer SO-Calle: Gjenesis Source
(J0d ADDCAIS wıth VEIYV specıfic features that 1Tiere. from those Composed Dy

The oo0k of Job 1S full of geographical allusıons that indıcate Edomiute orth-
western Arabıan background of the STOTY. Job hımself 15 sa1d ave dwelled the
and of B (Job KD; and Uz other bıblıcal ADDCALS closely Iınked
dom (Gen 36,28; Lam 4,21). Job’s irends Iso chare the SaJmne geographical back-
ground. Elıphaz ‚ALLIC from Teman (Job 29 1) In (Gen Elıphaz 1S portrayed
Esau’s S()I] (v.4) who also bore hıs s0)8| Teman (1 E15) Job’s second friend Bıldad
dwelled in Shuah (Job 2 1). also Namne of Miıdıanıte clan (Gen 2532)7 whereas
Elıhu ‚AI from Buz (Job 3232)a probably In Arabıa (Jer Ssee Day, Job, 307-
395
Pfeıffer, Edomiutic Wısdom: Pfeıffer, Wısdom,

23 Pfeiner. SOurce.
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the udaean authors. God, from the Edomiuiute perspective, 1S dıstant entity, who
does not etray interest In the future of srael, NOT of anıy other natıon: he 1S
Jealous and ready punısh, and he ee!l inspıres teelıngs of fear and
pessimısm; the Edomuıute wrıters made USC of polytheıstic SsOurces. «
One COU. CVCN add that these features Can be elated the wıth IC
(GJ0d 1S called In the Book of Job ASs 1S ell known, In the poetic dialogue
section (Job 3-3 Job and hıs en!| usec general, unıversal for the deity
Elohim, O a  al when speakıng each other rather than the specıfic
NaIine of the (10d of srael, YHWAHR. Yet the latter Name 1S employe by the
udaean wrıter/edıitor In the prologue 1-2) and ep1logue sect1ons (42,7-17)
d ell dSs the narratıve introductions 3rd DCISON the divıine speeches.“

Although CHIer argely overstated the Casc of the Edomiuite influence
In the 1DI1Ca tradıtıon of wısdom, hıs works dIC far the sole OrOug!
analysıs of the CONTEXT ofJer 49, / and Obad 7b-8, being repeatedly cıted In 1LIOTIC

recent studies of the 00 of Jeremiah,“® Obadıah., Job. and wısdom
general.“®

S New ep1graphic indıngs have gıven 1IC  S ıfe the ypothesıs of the
‘“Edomite” sapıential 00 Sasson has recently suggested that Inscription
wriıtten bow|] unearthed al OTVal ‘Uza, the ern EegeV, largely
thought be udaean 1terary work, 1S In fact plece of Edomite wısdom
lıterature. Thıs inscr1ıption, Sasson defends, 1S paralle version of Job /,10-17
wrıtten the Edomite anguage, and WOU. pomt the ex1istence of YHWH
worshıp Edom.*? Archaeological excavatı1ons in the Hellenistic sıte of Mare-
cha miıght have provıde: er evidence of Edomite sapıental lıterature. I[wo
Ostraca OUuUnN! thıs sıte, used for scr1bal exerc1ses, contaıned SMa parts of
w1ısdom 1terary wriıtten Aramaıc (wıth direct parallels an y known
text). (nven that Maresha durıng Hellenistic times Wäds NCIuUudE: In Idumaean
terrıtory, the edıtors of the Iinscr1ptions uggest that these arec of the Ost

Pfeıffer, Wısdom, Pfeitter,. Source, TAÄCHT
Although the topıc of wısdom embraces the whole o0k of Job, the MOoOSstT dırect
allusıon the ex1Istence of wısdom tradıtıon In dom AaPPCAISs Elıphaz the
Temanıte’s words: “I 111 sShow YOU, lısten INGC, hat have SCCI1 111 declare
hat aVve told, and theır ancestOrs ave NOot hıdden, whom alone the and
Wds$s o]ven, and stranger passed 308 them  29 (Job 15,17-19
Lundbom, Jeremiah, 39728
Day, Job, 397
Müller, Chaqam, 379 In the Samne veın stands Zeron’s study of the 1St CeNTLUry Bı
book “Bıblical Antıquities of Pseudo-Phıiılo"” (Lıber Antıquıtatum Bıblıcarum), Aal-

guıng that thıs 1S the product of Edomite writer: SCC Zeron, 5Swansong.
Sasson, ext.
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Edomite w1ısdom tradition.°© ese three Inscr1ıpt1ons, CVECIN 1f found outsıde the
Edomiıite “heartland” and In the CdsSC of the Maresha Ostraca VELY late In date,

lıkely indicators of the ex1istence of scr1bal school learned In the wısdom
lıterature wıthın the aIica of Edomite emographic and ultural influence.

ACccording 118 second 1ine of reason1ıng, Jeremijah’s and dıah’s
allusıons the Edomiute wısdom dIiCc INOTEC than references OM S polı-
tical and dıplomatıc ACUMCNH, hereby mplyıng that the Edomiuites dıd NOoTt
antıcıpate the day of theır ()W) downfall®! Thus, Ben 7v1 pOomts Ouft that by
eferring the w1iısdom of Edom. the author of the book of Obadıah 1s sıgnalıng
the ack of polıtıcal advısıng the part ÖF the Edomiutes, 16 betrays
theır ack of theologica) wisdom..°% other words, the polıtıca. talent of the
Edomuites 1S match for avıng strength hıs sıde. en SUD-
DOrTS the elated idea that Obadıah thıs cContext Iludes the “wisdom?”
MUT S  1 CC 0Ug thıs PTOVCS be completely ineffective In the face of
the actıon ofGod.

The ypothesıis of the “polıtical” understandıng INAaYy SCCIN INOTEC

stra1ghtforward, SINCEe it INa y have SOTINEC SUuppOort irom the fact that adıah’s
“w1ısdom’” allusıon ADDCAIS Just before the VOISCS that ıt 1S tradıtıonally d1-

oued escrıbe the hameful behavıor of the Edomites durıng the fall of
Jerusalem In 87/586B

(n the day that yOUu stood asıde, the day that strangers carrıed oftf h1s
wealth, and foreigners entered hIsS and Cast ots for Jerusalem, YOU OO
WEIC lıke ONEC of them V

ase'! these9 OIC COU AarSUC that the hıghest pomt of the
polıtical ınsıght of the Edomutes Was the aggression agamnst the Judaeans the
face of Nebuchadnezzar’s attack. The Edomite attack Jerusalem CVCMN 1f
ıterary construction and the possıble territorial gaıns of the Edomuites tollow-
ng udah’s ownfall (partıcularly In the EegeV area)?“ INAaYy ave been SCCI] ASs

Edomuite ...  b-ın-the-back”” of nOot only because of the olklore lınkıng
the brothers aCo S of Israel and Sau forefather of the
Edomiuites but also gıven that Edom LO have been Judah’s polıtical ally
Just before the Neo-Babylonıan Invasıon (Jer 233 and CVCnNn provıde: asylum {O

Eisshel Puech Kloner, Exerc1ses.
Ben Zv1, Study, 121-122; Raabe, Obadıah, Barton, Joel and Obadıah, l
cKane, eremıah,
Ben ZNI Hıstorical-Critical Study, 2 CC Iso Raabe, Obadıah, 164

33 Allen, Books, 155
See Beıt-Arıeh, Rıvalry

35 See Tebes. Edomite.
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Judaean efugees after the fall of Jerusalem (Jer other words, the
renversement des alliances of Edom INAaVY have led 18 the udaean belhef

of Edomiuite polıtıcal WwılIsdom, ıf nothıng else because Was the
MOST ffected Dy omM S fore1gn polıcy.

48 The argument has been presented by SOTINC cholars that om s
“wısdom ” 1S reference the owledge of the of metalworking.”® Durıng
the last YVCAaISs LLLOÖTC attention has been paıd o archaeologıica excavatıons the
Edomite owland diCcad of Faynan (the largest SOUTCEC of CODDPCIT In the southern
Levant) that have uncovered evidence of mıinıng and metalwork from the Pre-
ottery Neolıthıc o the Early Islamıc per10 Impressive archıtectural remaılns
partıcularly fortress wıth four-r00m hamber al the sıte of
anas and arge pıles of slag the magnıtude Ol the CODDCT mınıng
actıvıtles durıng the Iron Age SE indıngs have led SOINEC cholars LO
conclude that the “wısdom’” of Edom 1S INOTEC than owledge Ot the craft of
metalwork. Knauf-Belleri’s words. ° Chere 1s need Invent another Nal of
‘lost o0ks o0k for emnants of Edomite sapıential wrıtings in the
Hebrew Bible” >7

The three ypotheses have much commend themselves and AdIcC not
necessarıly opposıtion. ere 1S evidence IO uggest that when referring fo the
Edomite wısdom the 1DI1CcCa wriıters had Ian Yy thıngs miınd, maybe CVG

beyond the boundary of the meanıngs have studied far. Yet of the three
lınes of reasonıng presented above, the ...  metallurgy” hypothesıis, though AHTaC-
tıve, has been Lully explored. So the ast of thıs artıcle WOUuU 1ıke
I8 discuss thıs 1SSUE, developing turther the dea Dy placıng ıt ıts hıstorıical and
ideological Context.

Copper etalwor'! and the “Wısdom ” ofEdom
uddenly the body of archaeologıica. materı1a|l avaılable Iirom the Faynan

Owlands 16 1S relevant the understandiıng and analysıs of metallurgy has
assumed formıdable proportions. However, ıt 1S surprisıng and disappomting
that VCLY research has far been devoted elucıdating the relatıonship
between these discoveries and the w1ısdom ofEdom

5 The Wadı Faynan Aarcda, ocated south of the ead Sea al the
eastern OOTh1NS of the Arabah valley Jordan), has the dıstinetion of being the
argest of CODPCI OTE the southern Levant. contaıns odules of
CODPCT OTIC consisting maınly of malachıte, chalcocıte and chrysocolla, and In
thıs respecCt 1S geologıcally VE sımılar the CODDCI reg1on of 1mna valley,

Knauf Lenzen, Copper Industry, 8 C Knauf-Bellerı, Edom, 113 7 E follöwed Dy
Raabe, Obadıah, 164
Knauf-Bellerı, Edom, 3
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ocated the southern (Israel). Research made In Faynan has dıs-
covered evidence of exploltation SINCEe the re-Pottery Neolıthic, WAA1C contin-
ued durıng the Chalcolıithic erN0| arly Bronze Age, Iron Age, and the Roman
and arly Islamıc Periods.°® The mıinıng Of: 0CCa CODDCT OTITCS durıng the Iron
Age resumed after hılatus In actıvıty durıng the 1ddle and ate Bronze AgesArchaeological research has demonstrated the ex1istence., during the Iron Age, of

strıng of settlements extending along the maJor wadıs of the AIca. The MoOst
important sıtes AaIc arga el-Hetiye Z the Wadı an 4() CemEetTeTY, Khıiırbet
as and Khirbet al-Jarıya. Despıite the extensive WAaVC of Occupatıon durıngthe Iron Age, only of these settlements Khirbet en-Nahas and Barga el-
Hetiye have been excavated ?

B The argest settlement dug far In the arca 1s Khıirbet en-Nahas,
measurıng 10 ha The sıte consıIısts of Over one-hundre: buılldıng complexesand OQOVECET thırty-four massıve slag mounds. The MOST promımnent feature 1S arge
SUUaTC fortress wıth OTIC tour-chamber gate Since 2002 part of the gatecomplex of thıs fortress Was excavated (Area and of four maın

Was establıshed assoc1ated wıth evidence of CODDCIF production. Radıocar-
bon dates place Its construction al the beginning of the Oth CeENTUry and Its end
al the Oth Century B.C Excavatıon and radıocarbon dates from nearbymetalwork bulldıng (Area revealed longer per10 öf settlement. between the
2th and Oth centuries B.C.E.%0

Y I, dS SOINEC scholars suggestT, the authors of Jer 49, / and Obad 7b-8 dIC
referring the craft of metalwork. then the question arıses dSs tO what W d the
knowledge the 1DI1Ca wriıters had wıth respect the mıines of Faynan The
1DI1Ca covering thıs regıon 1S amb12u0us. perusal of the Hebrew

shows explicıt reference o the mıinıng aIica of Faynan I9(0)8 O Edomiute
smıths In general, althoug there Aaifec SOTINEC probable indirect allusions. One of
the stat1ons In the Exodus 15 Punon (pünONn) between almona| and
(Num 33,42-43), tradıtıonally identified dSs modern Faynan paralle aCCOUnNnT
of thıs 1st ADPCATS Num 21,4-9, where the statıon between almona and

1S replace Dy the incıdent of the bronze serpent, IC therefore
I(8 have occurred al Punon thus lınkıng thıs sıte wıth mıinıng region.“' More
challenging ATrec Aharon1’s identification of “Calebite” Ir-Nahash (IChr 4,12; GE  I
na.has, lıt. “Clty of serpent””, notice the simılarıty wıth nehöset, ““copper

Hauptmann, Metallurgıe.
Tebes, Land, ST
Levy eft al., Keassessing; Levy NayJar Hıgham, Iron Age
See Iso the Adlille Pınon (pinOn) In the lısts of Edomiute “Cchiefs”: (Gen 36,41:; 1E  z
132
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bronze”*) wıth en-Nahas and Glueck’s iıdentification of Kenizıte (Ge-
Harashım (1Chr 4,14:; Ze  E, härdasim, “"valley of craftsmen”) wıth the
valley.“

5.5 The paucıty of references Concerning the Edomite CODDCI metalwork
extends also CONtTemporary eo-Assyrıan and Neo-Babylonıan SOUTCES AT-
0Ug Edomite kıngs arc known have pald trıbute several times o the
ssyrıan empıire, there textual references Consıgnments of copper.““
Neo-Babylonıian documents provıde CVCcCnNn less information, MOST of 1C
CONCETNS Kıng Naboni1idus’ cCampaı1gn ] ransjordan and the Heyaz,
that MOST probably brought the OWwnTa of the Edomiute rulıng dynasty, 551
BCE®

s1gnıficant pomt explore: dealıng wıth the Edomiuite
metallurgical hypothesis 1S that In ancıent socletles the Skal of metalwork W dS
regarde ds being ıntımately connected wıth magıc owledge, supernatural
PDOWCTIS and cultic actıvitles. We know that In ancıent socıletlies metal-makıng dıd
NOT DOSSCSS the sclentific connotatıons that ıt does have INn the industria]l WOT|
the Varıo0us actıvıtles elated ıt eıng necessarıly rıtualızed and ‚ymbolıc
ographic researches metalwork actıvıties, partıcularly In CONtemporane-
OUS frıcan socleties, have shown that tual exXTIs usual In CVEIY ZC of
the production PTOCCSS. G1iven that smelting involves PTOCCSS of creation and
transformation of ILAW materı1als, ıt 1S often metaphorıically elated human
reproduction and hıldbırth, COO.: and fecundity; GCVCH the AC#h of irıneg has
rıtual significance.“° The actıvıtles of the artısans involve tes of purıfication,
Tastıng, meditation, PIAyCIS, and sacrıfices. The magıcal aSpecCtL embeds
also the worker’s tools, 16 AIc thought DOSSCSS dıvıne attrıbutes and
magıcal powers.“”

More specıfically, early metallurgy Wäas often assoc1ated wıth olıtic-
rel1210uUs W and charısma. As Budd and Taylor put ıt. the early metal-
lurgy Can SCC the “Ccopper smıiıth, polıtıcal leader and magıcıan comclıdıng In
( single person””.  27 48 Ancıent mythology and CONTtemporary Irıcan ehlefs fre-
uently pOortrays the metalworker d central character creation and
ePICS: the roles of Ptah In ancıent Kgeypt, Fa (Enkı In Sumer1an) In Mesopota-

Miıtchell, Evıdence, TD
43 See Bartlett, Edom, 5Ü:; Bartlett, Wadı, 15722154

Tebes: Land, x 7-R8
Crowell, Nabonidus.

46 Collett, Metaphors; Schmuidt, Iron Technology, 207-230:; Schmidt Mapunda,
Ideology.

47

45
McNutt, Forging, 45-46
Budd / Taylor, Faerıe Smıith, 139
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mıa, nara In ancıent Indıa, and Hephaestus Greece, HNamne Just SOINC few
examples, involve SOTINC WAaY OT the other theır wıth the manufacture of
metals.“”

58 More rehable inferences INaYy be drawn from the archaeologica) eV1-
dence. 0Ug these iindıngs dIiC by CaSY o interpret, there 15 SUOIIC

archaeologica evidence Iron Age sıtes Transjordan, the egeV and Sıina1l
that INAaY pomt metallurgıical actıvıtles aSsSoc1lated wıth tual contexts >0 The

of cultıic places al Tımna, In the southern valley, INAaYy have
permeated SOTINC kınd of cultıc s1gn1ıficance the Egyptian CODPDCI metalwork-
ıng al the sıte: Sıte Z NexT 18 AMd: 1g place) emaılns of metallurgical
operations WCIC found:; whereas in the JTemple of Hathor’s CO another
workshop Was discovered. 1S quıte probable that the CODPCI processing
actıvıties WeTITC integral part of the ritual.>' ımılarly, In Tel Masos Cer-

valley), archaeologısts unhearted workshop for castıng metals (House
Stratum 1), IC contaıned molded STONES sımılar {o the votive offerings

OUuUnNn!| al Timna’s Mınıng Temple, 1C WOU uggest tual context.>2 Al of
these data aAIc alsoO reinforced by the evidence irom the turquoise mmnıng
operatıons al erabıt el-Kadım, In west-central S1nal. At Serabiıt, the Ekgyptians
and the ocal workers 1888 arge temple dedicated fo the goddess a  Or. who
IN other epithets Was known d the “Lady of the Turquoise”.  3393 10 these
examples probably should add the Casec of Tell Deır (Phase In
central ordan. where metal workers carrıed Out theır craft and the
rulns of ate Bronze shrıne, IC they apıdly restored.>* Lastly, should
mentıion the recent d1SCOvery of Cemetery Wadı an 40, ocated al the heart of
the reg1on of aynan Hete. archaeologıists unhearted four that contaıned
metal objects copper and Iron nnNgs, ets. bracelets and earrıngs), 1Cc INAaYy
have had ttached SOTTIC SO  x of ymbolıc value °°

uch can also be learned from reexamınatıion of SOINC relevant
1D11Ca. The Hebrew provıdes examples of the relatiıonshıp
between the of metallurgy, “wısdom”, supernatural PDOWCIS and cultic
actıvıtles. Among the dıverse 1DI1Ca allusıons 18 wısdom ONC stands Out dSs
clearly being ınked wıth mınıng actıvıtles. Thıs 1s Job 91'1 » part of the
speech of 1en!| ophar In 1C he the search for wısdom wıth

McNutt, Forging, 45-95; Beaulieu, Setting,
Tebes, Land,

57
Rothenberg, Researches., 158 a
Fritz Wiıttstock, Areal, 40-41

53 Beıt-Arıeh, Y ears.
Vall der KO001] Ibrahım, Threads, 50-81:; McNutt, Forging, 207-208
Levy Adamıs / Shafıg, ProjJect, 302
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the search for sılver, gold, Iron, and CODPCI mınes dug the earth °®© fter
gomeg into INOTC detaıls about these mıinıng actıviıties, the wrıter asks hımself

“Rut where chall wıiısdom (Hokmä) be found? where 15 the place of un-
derstandıng (bina)?” (Job 28,12 NRSV)

5.10 interesting clue the conception of craftsman Current the
1DI1Ca WOT. 1S offered by Exod x Here; Bezalel, SON of ÜNn: SOM of Hur

LaIinle trongly remmnIsScent ÖF the Hurıte lıneage of the trıbe of Judah. the
artısan that manufactured the ark. the tent of the meeting and other iItems, 1s
mentioned ds avıng been filled

wıth diıvine spırıt, ıth abılıty (hokmäd) intelliıgence (tebund), and knowledge
(da ‘at) In CVEIY of craft, devıse artıstic des1gns, ork In gold,
sılver, and bronze, In cutting STONES for setting, and Carvıng WO0Od, CVEIY
kınd of raft (Exod 1,1-5

Thıs PAssarc 1S strıkıng INOTEC than ON aspectT. Partıcularly, ıt explıcıtly
intertwıines attrıbutes that appCar In Jer 49, 7 Obad 7b-8 (wısdom,
understandıng) wıth the craftsmanshıp and the spirıt ofG0d

Another s1ıgnıficant Case 1S that of Hıram of Iyre, bronze smıth that
assısted buıldıng the temple of Jerusalem. 1Kgs /,14 Iudes o thıs PCTSON
wıth sımılar anguage that ofBezalel

he Was full of skal] hokmd), intellıgzence (febünd), and knowledge (da al  ö In
workıng bronze (1Kgs /7,14

Ihe paralle] AaCCOUNT of thıs episode In ZCHrF „13-14 thıs artısan dSs
Huram-abı, and expands h1is abılıties o other Lypes of craft:

S have dıspatched Huram-abı, skılled artısan (  SAa  18 hakam), endowed wıth
understandıng (vöde bind), the SOM of OLIC of the Danıte .9 hıs father

Tyrıan. He 1S traıned work in gold, sılver, bronze, 1Iron, Stone, and WOOd,
and In purple, blue, and erıimson fabrics and fine lınen, and do all SOTITS of
engravıng and execute alıy desıgn that MaYy be assıgned hım, wıth y OUur
artısans, the artısans of my lord, YOUr father Davıd” 2Chr NRS V)

The above of Bezalel and the Tyrıan artısan ıllustrate the notion that
the craft of metallurgy Was assoclated, In the Hebrew deology, wıth the
pOssessioN of wısdom and understandıng, features that al least In the CadsSec of

Knauf and Lenzen have suggested that the description ofmınıng work In Job
matches the mınıng actıvıtles al Faynan; Knauf / Lenzen, Industry,
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Bezalel saı1d have been g1ven by God>/ As correctly pomted Out by Van
Leeuwen, these should be elated the Mesopotamı1an SCHIC of
bulldıng inscrıptions, in IC the kıng 1S portrayed dSs ulldıneg the palace 0)8

temple wıth the wısdom granted Dy the gods.”®
S19 The leitmotiv of the owledge of metalwork g1ven Dy (J0d 15 also

present Num, Z19 Herte,: Moses aft the request of Yahweh made bronze
serpent (nehas nehoöset) wıth magıcal DOWCTIS. ANYyONC who Was bıtten Dy
serpent and looked at the bronze serpent urvıved. Irrespective of ıts hıstorıcal
rehabılıty, thıs DASSAaALC does reflect feature that have already mentioned wıth
regarı o ancıent metallurgy: Moses 1S NOT only actıng ds craftsman of bronze
object, but also d craftsman wıth supernatural POWCTIS., The magıcal nature of
the makıng of thıs object 1S er reinforced by reference 2Kgs 18,4 In
IC AIC old that the Judaeans {fered sacrıfices to thıs bronze serpent
here calledus(nehustan) until Kıng Hezek1Jah’s reign.””

513 However, the character that best reflects the un1ıque posıtıon of
metalworkers the Hebrew 1S aın gayin, Smith ). He 1S the
of ubal-Caıin (tübal qgayin), ...  an instructer of CVEIYV artıfiıcer brass and ıIron  99
(Gen 4,22) As has pomted OuLt, °Caln 1S margınal and ambıvalent
1gure In Israelıte mythology  9 he 1S the first murderer, vel Yahweh marks hım

that NONEC should kıll hım makes the Cadsc that In thıs aın
shares IMNanYy features wıth the smıiıths In frıcan myths, ın that they dIiC SCCI1 dS

both human and dıvıne. dSs people who lıve apart of conventional moralıty, who

5 / The relatıonshıp between metallurgy and cultıc actıvıtles Wädas Iso present In
Mesopotamıa. (Cune1form records ShOow that the Neo-Assyrıan foundry-workers of
CODDCI and bronze WEeTC under the divine of Nergal, the god of mIines and
foundries. Yet ıt WAas ka, under the epıthet Nudimmud. who created the metal DIO-
ducts; SCC Dalley, Evıdence, S For the industry of the metalwork of CODDCT
bronze In Mesopotamıa, SCC OOreYy, Materıals, 750227

5 For instance, dIMOMNS the several Mesopotamıan parallels that Van Leeuwen cıtes
there 15 inscr1ption of Tiglath-pileser {17 In which thıs kıng boasts have COIMN-
structed cedar palace ' ‘Wlth artıstıc w1Isdom and extensive skıll, which the prince
Nudimmud [1.e., Enkı/Ea]l, the SdRC of the gods, had given * SCC Van Leeuwen,
CosSmos, R 7R
In relatıon Num, ZVS. mention should be made the d1SCOvery of snake made
of CODDCI alloy wıth gold fold ınlay ıIn the Temple of Hathor in Tımna (Rothenberg,
Tımna, 159, pls. which IMay provıde adequate ideological CoONntext the
bıblıcal DASSapC.
Hess, Cam. S06
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sacrıfıce somethıng of themselves for the g00d of umaı and aCT d

destroyers.®'
544 SU.  - there 15 evidence Arguc that the references In Jer 49, 7

and bad 7b-8 the “w1ısdom’” and “understandıng” of Edom dIiC bound up In
the ancıent ideologıca tramework that ınked wısdom wıth the of
metallurgy. everal pomts Support thıs VIEW. We begın wıth the central fact that
the 1DI1Ca authors had SOTIIC owledge of the Edomiute mınes of aynan, and
Cvcn ıf they dıd NOT POSSCSS prec1se data about the Ocatıon of the miınes, they
nonetheless WEIC oosely of the geographica setting of the Edomiuiute
CODPCI minıng. Second, archaeologıcal and ethnographic data ‚uppOrts the
assumptıon that In the Iron Age the metallurgy 6t COPDPCI Was deeply embedde:
wıth rıtua and supernatural connotatıons. Thırd, reexamınatıon of pertinent

the Hebrew demonstrates that metalworkers (Bezalel, Hıram
Huram-abı) characters manufacturiıng metal objects (Moses., Caln ubal-
Caım) WeTC elevel have SOINC un1que “wısdom ” and “"understandıng”
contferred by God, and SOTINC supernatural DOWCIS.

Conclusion
61 Only the past few decades has ıt been possıble 18 AdL1SWeTr questions

about the hıstory of Edom Thıs 1S result much of e  S textual OUTCECS

supplementing the 1DI1CcCa aCCOUNT, but rather the orowth of archaeology.
Therefore there 1S much L[OOTIN for HC  S owledge about thıs people’s StOTY,
and thıs explaıns the wıde aIl1dy of VIEWS concerning Jeremiah’s and adıah’s
allusıons the Edomite w1isdom, NOT Sa y about the hıstory of Edom 1ın
eneral.

6.2 In thıs have reviewed the data and discussıon about the poss1ıble
meanıngz of the references of Jer 47,9 and bad 7b-8 the “wısdom’” and
"understandıng” of Edom iter reeXxamınıng the avaılable evıdence. have
made Case of the ıdentificatiıon of the craft ofmetalwork dSs lıkely meanıng of
these allusıons. The piıcture have presented 1S nNOT eneral and does NOT pretend
by alıy to close the discussion about the wısdom of Edom As have

McHNutt, Forging, 240-241; SCC 1Iso McNutt, Shadow. Not casually, Cal’s descen-
dants have iınks wıth dom Lamech, father of Tubal-Caın, had WIVEeS:
Adah Iso the Namne of Esau’s first wıfe and aamah remmnIscent of Naamath,
the alllec of the home of Job’s irıend Zophar (Job 21 1) addıtıon, dawyer has Sun-
gested that the Name Zıillah daughter of Lamech 1S related “Hurıte” Hazzelel-
ponı of 1  =E 4,3 (Sawyer, Cam, 159) thus makıng all these somewhat elated

the dom C Cam 1S the CDONYINOUS ancestOors of the Kenites (haqggenı), who
inhabıted the outhern part of Palestine, and who also elated the Rechabiıtes
1Chr 2,95) and Mıdıanıtes (Judg 416 4,1 1). SCC Tebes; Edomiute,
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shown, the uUusc of the term “wisdom’”’ both In the Hebrew and in NON-

Israelıte OUTCCS CN  CS wıde aITaYy of SCHNSCS, and the puzzlıng aspect of
Jer 4 7,9 Obad 7b-8 resides In the fact that the references OM S w1ısdom diC

eneral that they INay stand for whatever meanıng ONEC 1s able fiınd
Consequently, dealıng wıth these have trıed stand dSs close dSs

possıble the hıstorıcal realıty of Edom ASs know from the textual and
archaeologıica OUTCCS

6.3 Al thıs that. EVEI ıf 111y reconstruction of the hıstorical and
ideologıca ackgroun behind Jeremijah’s and adıah’s oracles 1S COMSCL. thıs
does NOT imply that ıt represents the ole pıcture. In tact, the non-specıfic
evocatıons of the Edomuite wısdom introduce intended combınatıon ofGE
ql and definıtional that works agamlnst meanıng. Call

be postulated, fOr example, that the Edomites WCIC primarıly known because of
theır owledge (“wısdom ”) of the ska]] of metallurgy the other s1gnıificant
feature being theır esidıng In inaccessıble mountaılıns and and that thıs
maın meanıng spread O other ultural traıts such dSs the “w1isdom’” In polıtical
understandıng and sapıential hıterature. WOU uggest that the general State-

In the 00 of Jeremiah and Obadıah reflect thıs Jater) development
1ıle retaınıng SOTINC elements of the orıginal metallurgıca connotatıon. Admiıit-
tediy, thıs development 1S seemmngly hypothetical, but ıt cshould be stressed that
the “metallurgy” hypothesıs, ASs the only (IIC supporte by 1D11Ca examples,
archaeologıca data and thnographic parallels, 1S the sole SCeNAr1O that Can

adequately elucıdate by ıtself the meanıng of the “w1isdom ” ofEdom.
Whiıle ıt Can be argue that much of the tradıtiıon ofOM s w1ısdom 1S

CONStruct ttrıbuted the Edomutes by outsıders, purportedly Edomiuite wısdom
such dSs the Book of Job, and the Horvat °Uza and Maresha OSsStraca

demonstrate that the wısdom olklore Wäas ımportant Component OT: omM s
cultural experlience. 10 be SUTC, the magıc facet of the Indıgenous metallurgy
industry Was part of thıs wısdom experlence, ONC of 1C the Edomuites
themselves, ds ell dSs theır udaean archenemt1es, WEeTC ell

ummary
Thıs studies the possıble meanıng of the references of Jer 49, 7 and bad 7b-8

the “wisdom’” and “understandıng” of dom. SUFrVCY and reexamınatıon of Prev10OuSs
hypotheses developed by bıblical scholars cshow al least three maın of Iınes of reasonıng
for explamıng the allusıons Edom’s WI1ISdom: the ex1istence of SOINC Edomite sapıential
writings; Edom’s polıtıcal allıances in the face of the Neo-Babylonıian Invasıon; and the
Edomiuite mmıng and metalwork In the CODPDCI mıines of aynan. After reexamınıng the
bıblıcal aCCoun(LT, related ancıent Near Eastern and the local archaeologıical evıdence,

‚aASc 1s made of the identification of the raft ofmetalwork lıkely meanıng of ese
allusıons.
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ZusammenfTfassung
DieserArtikel untersucht .„„Weısheıt“‘ und ‚„„Verständnıs“ Von dom Jer 49, 7 und

bad 7b- Die neuerliche Überprüfung der bısherigen Hypothesen zeigen mıindestens
dre1 Deutungsrichtungen VOIl Edoms Weısheıt: Es handelt sıch das Vorhandenseıin
ein1ger edomıitischer Weısheıitsschriften, oder polıtısche Bündnisse OMS angesıichts
der neubabylonıschen Invasıon, der Fertigkeiten 1mM edomıtıischen Bergbau DZW. der
Metallverarbeitung in den Kupferminen VOIl aynan. ach nochmalıger Prüfung der
bıblıschen Darstellung verwandter Texte dus dem Alten Orient und der archäologischen
Befunde handelt sıch be]1 diesen Formulierungen wahrschemlıich die Bezeichnung
des Handwerks der Metallarbeitl
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