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To TH EDITOR OF TRADITION:

I wish to thank the editors of
TRITION for according space in
their worty publication to my let-

ter on the Dead Sea Scrolls. Fol-
lowing the maxi of Ecclesiastes,
"There is a tie to speak:' I shall

speak openly on the idolatr of the

Dead Sea Scrolls and their wor-
shippers.

In the last issue of TRAITION

there appeared an article by Dr.
Joseph M. Baumgarten entitled
"The Dead Sea Scrolls: A threat to
Halakhah?" the title of which is a
misnomer. Scrolls written by semi-
literate persons could never be
threats to Halakhah. Judaism needs
no support and does not look for it.
Only liberal Christian theologians
seek support for their religion.

The sine qua non for scholarship
is not only the understanding of the
sources but also the quoting from

them correctly. If there are difer-
ent versions of the sources, every

one should be given to the reader.
The understanding and the correct

interpretation of the sources is im-

perative. Unfortunately many who
have dealt with the Scrolls could

not even read the Hebrew text
properly. Their knowledge of the
Scrolls was based on faulty trans-
lations. Even worse, some profes-
sors made references to works that
do not exist. Others misinterpreted
the sources which they quoted. Stil
others indulged in conclusions, ex

cathedra statements upon which
their arguments were based, follow-
ing the logic of the lawyer who said
to the jury, "Gentlemen, here are
my conclusions upon which I have
based my arguments."

Dr. Baumgarten accepts the
view of the Christian theologians

that the Dead Sea Scrolls were
composed by the Essenes. He
writes, "The Essenes, according to
Josephus and Philo, were distin-
guished by their very severe ob-
servance of the law of ritual purity.
This led many of them to renounce
the commandment 'be fruitful and
multiply' and to live in celibacy
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near the shores of the Dead Sea."
Neither Josephus nor Philo ever
said that the Essenes lived near the
shores of the Dead Sea. Josephus,

in his book Jewih Wars 2. 8. 4,
wrote, "They (the Essenes J occu-

pied no one city, but settled in
large numbers in every town." Phi-
lo also stated that the Essenes lived
in every vilage. Oiùy Pliny the EI-
der, who visited this region after
the destruction of the Second Tem-
ple, spoke of Essenes who lived
near the Dead Sea. It is evident
that the Essenes came to the shores
of the Dead Sea after the destrc-
tion of the Second Temple.

Dr. Baumgarten, in blindly fol-
lowing the generally assumed view
that the Dead Sea Scrolls were
written by the Essenes, writes,
"When the Qumran Manual of Dis-
cipline was published scholars no-
ticed immediately the marked re-
semblance in organiation, cus-
toms, and doctrines between the
Qumran sect and the Essenes. This
resemblance clearly pointed to the
close affnity if not identity of the
two groups." There is a similarity
between the customs and organiza-
tion as set forth in the Hebrew
Scrolls and those described by Jo-
sephus and Philo about the Es-
senes. But there is also a similarity
between the customs and organiza-
tion as given in the Hebrew Scrolls
and those of the different factions
of the Karaitic sects, particularly the
"Mourners for Zion." Baumgarten
did not tell the readers about the
great dissimilarities between the
views of the Essenes and the au-
thors of the Scrolls. Josephus, in

writing about the Essenes, said that
they were strict in their observance
of the laws of the Sabbath, "they
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do not venture to remove any vessel
or even to go to stool." Furher he
related that they were prohibited

from carrying anything on the Sab-
bath even while in the house. Ac-

cording to the Zadokite fragments

they were prohibited only from car-
ryng anything on the Sabbath out-
side of the house, or from the out-
side into the house. Also they were
allowed to walk two thousand cubits
outside of the city. This is not in
accord with what Josephus said
about the Essenes. Both Josephus

and Philo stated that the Essenes

laid stress upon the belief in im-
mortality of the soul and in reward
and punishment after death. There
is no mention whatsoever in the

Scrolls of these points of belief,
which were cardinal among the Es-
senes. Had the Scrolls been written
by the Essenes they would not have
failed to refer to these beliefs in

one way or another. Again the idea
of the Messiah occurs in the Scroll

whereas the Essenesdid not be-
lieve in a Messiah.

I have frequently pointed out in

my articles that the Scrolls could
not have been written by the Es-
senes or anyone else before the de-
struction of the Second Temple
since certain terms and expressions

used in the Scrolls came into vogue
after the destruction of the Second
Temple. Some of these terms were
coined by the Karaites. I shall not
repeat here all of those terms used
in the Scrolls which are of a late
period. The reader can find these
in my articles in the Jewih Qw:r-
terly Review. However there is
one term to which I shall refer. In
the Zadokite fragments we have
the following: "Nor shall he sell
them his manservant or maidser-
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vant who entered with him into the
Covenant of Abraham." The term
"Covenant of Abraham" is used
here for circumcision. Apocryphal

literatue often refers to circumci-

sion, but the phrase "Covenant of
Abraham" was never used in con-
nection with circumcision. In the
Apocalyptic literature the phrase
"Covenant of Abraham, Isaac, and
Jacob" appears frequently but nev-
er in connection with circumcision.

The term "Covenant of Abraham"
for circumcision was introduced in
the second century C. E. when
the spiritual leaders of the Jews

fought Paulian doctrines. Paul de-
nied the necessity of circumcision,

maintaing that God made a coven-
ent with Abraham not by circumci-
sion but before circumcision. The

Jewish spiritual leaders in combatt-
ing Paul maintained that God made
a covenant with Abraham by cir-
cumcision and hence circumcision
was termed "Covenant of Abra-
ham:' The first sage who applied
the term "Covenant of Abraham"
to circumcision was R. Eleazar of
Modin. Hence the term "Covenant
of Abraham" as synonymous with
circumcision shows clearly that the /
Zadokite fragments had been writ-
ten long after the destruction of the

Second Temple. To maintain that
the Scrolls were written by the Es-
senes reveals lack of knowledge of
the history of the Jews during the
Second Commonwealth.

"One of the most promising clues
for identifying sectarianism of the

Qumran type in rabbinic sources,"
says D~:. Baumgarten "is found in
Tosefta Berakhot VII: 6: 'To begin

a blessing with Alef-Lamed and to
conclud e with Alef- Lamed, this is
a diveigent way.' This statement

refers tJ the extremists, who avoid-
ed the riiiiN C~ (Adonai) even
in pn scribed blessings; instead

they substituted the divine name
,~, ~')N (El). It is precisely this
practice which is strikingly dis-
played in the Qumran documents."

The text of the Tosefta is also
given in the Palestinian Talmud

but with a different version. If a
person makes a statement and
quotes a rabbinic source to support
it, it is imperative that he give all
the different readings found in rab-
binic literature. The reading in. the
Palestinian Talmud is as follows:
"He who begins a blessing with
Ale£-Lamed and concludes with
Alef-Lamed is ignorant. That Dr.
Baumgarten is a tyro and is thus
unaware of the Palestinian Talmud
is no ex~use. In my essay The Zado-
kite Fragments I quoted the Pales-
tinian version.

Dr. Baumgarten continues,
"Thus we find a blessing beginning
with the formula "'N nnN ",:i an

obvious substitution for the normal
'i nnN ,i,:i." Surprisingly he
never referred to the fact that this
formula is used frequently by the
Karaite writers.

On the false assumption that the
Dead Sea Scrolls were written by
the Ess0nes, which is only a whim
of the Christian theologians, Baum-
garten says, "Thus, we now have
some indication of how our Sages
looked upon the sectarians of the
Qumran-Essene type." This state-
ment has no basis in fact. There is
no indication whatsoever in the Tal-
mud as to how the sages looked
upon the Qumran-Essene sectari-
ans. To state that the Sages in the

Talmud knew about the Qumran
sect is a falsification.

177



Communications

Some who have dealt with the
Scrolls connected them with the
book of Jubilees. I maintained that
the calendar in the book of Jubilees

is solar. The day began with the
dawn. In the Zadokite fragments
the day began with sunset and
hence the calendar is lunar. Baum-
garten says, "the new findings have
cast serious doubt upon several of
Dr. Zeitlin's ideas concerning the
Jubilees calendar." This statement
is untre. There is nothing in the

new findings which shows that the
calendar in the book of Jubilees is
lunar. Baumgarten adds a note to
his statement, "See the writer's pa-
per in the beginning of the day in
the calendar of Jubilees, lBL., Vol.
LXVII (December, 1958)." In the
said article it is revealed that Baum-
garten is not equipped to deal with
ancient documents. The book of
Jubilees was composed in Hebrew
and was later translated into Greek.
However the Hebrew original and
its Greek translation are no longer
extant. We do have the book of
Jubilees in Ethiopic, rendered from
the Greek, and we possess frag-
ments in Latin, also rendered from
the Greek. Charles, in his edition
of the book of Jubilees, followed the
Ethiopic version. Any scholar who
has dealt with Apocryphal literature
knows that many words of the He-
brew text were misunderstood by

the Greek translators. In using the
English version of Charles one must
seek to determine what word could
have been employed in the original
Hebrew. In citing Charles, Baum-
garten did not take into considera-

tion what words and phrases were
used by the author of the Hebrew
text. In his article he said, "An even
more explicit indication of the day
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beginning after sunset is found in
the regulation concerning the pas-

chal lamb:

Remember the commandment
which the Lord commanded
thee concerning the Passover,
that thou shouldst celebrate it in
its season on the fourteenth of
the first month, that thou shouldst
kil it before it is evening, and

that they should eat it by night
on the evening of the fifteenth
from the time of the setting of
the sun. (Jub. No. 49 1)

Here the night on which the pas-
chal lamb is eaten is specifically des-
ignated as part of the 15th day."

It is regrettable that Baumgarten
followed Charles' faulty text with-
out taking into consideration what
were the Hebrew words used by
the author. Charles' rendering is,
"They should eat it by night on the
evening of the fifteenth." Why the
tautology "By night on the even-

ing of the fifteenth?" The author
could have said by the night of the
fifteenth or by the evening of the
fifteenth. Undoubtedly the Hebrew
text had ~i,v~ n'¡'1;:i "by t11e night
on the eve (before) the fifteenth...
The word ~iv also has the conno-
tation of the eve, before, as :iiv

jl,n:'i tutii, before the new year.
Baumgarten states further, "It

now appears from a Qumran frag-
ment dealing with the priestly
watches (mishmarot) that the sec-
tarian calendar did not lack 'the
notion of Sefirah.''' The Qumran
table of mishmarot has no connec-
tion with the book of Jubilees.
Moreover it is of the Middle Ages.
(Compare JQR, January 1959).

The Hebrew alphabet has five
final letters. In my opinion these
were introduced into the Holy
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Scnptues after the destrction of
the Second Temple. Baumgarten
takes exception to my opinion. To
prove this he first quotes' from the
Talmud, and secondly bases his ar~
guent on traditional grounds. He
wrtes, "According to the talmudic
tradition. . . the final letters were
apparently known in the time of

the Second Temple. Professor Zeit-
lin, however, dismisses this talmu-
dic tradition as a legend." Baum-
garen forgot to quote the Palestin-
ian Talmud Meg. where it is stated
that Rabbi Eleazar and Rabbi Josh~

ua introduced the five final letters
into the Holy Scriptures. They lived
after the destruction of the Second
Temple.

Dr. Baumgarten takes issue with
Dr. Hoenig, who denies the an-
tiquity of the Scrolls, incidental-

ly commending Dr. Hoenig for his
courage in upholding his opinion

that they were written during the

Middle Ages. Dr. Hoenig's knowl-

edge of the period of the Second

Commonwealth and rabbinic liter-
ature impelled him to maintain that
the Scrolls could not have been
written by the Essenes or others be-
fore the destruction of the Second
Temple. Baumgarten maintains
that the antiquity of the Scrolls

is supported by scientific data.
"These include analysis of pottery,
the dated coins found at Qumran,
the internal philological study of
the Scrolls, historical allusions as

well as paleography and radio car-
bon testing." Of '\hat analysis of
pottery does Baumgarten speak?
The Scrolls were brought to the
archbishop in a bag, not in jars.
Sukenik purchased the Scrolls from
a Bethlehem merchant, also jars
which contained the Scrolls accord-

ing to the merchant. None of the

archaeologists and scholars saw the
Scrolls in the jars. Muhammad Ed-
Deeb, who, according to the schol-
ars, discovered the Scrolls in 1947,
said in an interview which was pub~
lished in the Journal of Near Eas-
ern Studies, October 1957, that
when he entered the cave and
found ten jars, "1 began to break
the jars with my staff... When I
broke the tenth jar, which was the
smallest of the jars, I found in it

some rolled leather with scrawling
on it." So Muhammad broke all the
jars. How then could Sukenik pur-
chase two jars, from the Bethlehem
merchant, which according to him
had contained the Scrolls, when,
according to Muhammad, there
were none left intact? Again Mu-
hammad said that he broke the jars,
consequently the breaks should
have been new. We were never
told that archaelogists found jars in
the cave which showed evidence of
new breaks.

Again Professor O. R. Sellers, in
an article published in the Bassor,

April 1949, wrote, "Among the finds
in the cave were part of a Roman
lamp and a Roman cooking pot and
cigarette stubs which evidently
were left bya casual visitor who

took refuge in the cave, or by some
one who was interested in the de-
posit." Professor Sellers adds, "Who
the Roman visitor was we cannot
tell but a natural suggestion is Ori-
gen." So Origen was in the cave

studying the Scrolls by the light of
a Roman lamp. Judging by the
cooking pot he remained for some

time and to soothe his nerves he

smoked cigarettes. The brand of
cigarettes used by the visitor was
not revealed by the archeologists
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probably so as not to arouse the ani-
mosity of diferent manufacturers.

Muhammad, in his interview, did
not mention having seen a Roman
lamp and cooking pot. So Baum-
garten's assertion regarding the sci-
entifc analysis of the pottery is
simply nonsense.

Another proof offered as to the
. antiquity of the Scrolls is the find-
ing of coins in the diferent caves.

True, coins of the Hellenistic and
Roman periods were found in
caves, also Byzantine coins, and

fragments of the Byzantine and
Arabic periods. Hence the coins

are not a criterion by which to de-
termine the antiquity of the ScrQlls.

Furthermore, all the above objects
were found in other caves, not in
the cave where the seven scrolls
were supposedly discovered.

Dr. Baumgarten speaks of the
"internal philological study of the
Scrolls" as a proof of their antiqui-

ty. To which philological study
does he refer? To misspellngs, the
authors being semi-literate persons?
Is Baumgarten of the opinion that
the Essenes were semi-literate?
Some texts of the Scrolls make no
sense. The syntax is wrong. There
is no connection between the phras-
es. These definitely were written by
semi-literates.

Baumgarten also makes refer-
ence to "historical allusions," as a
proof of the antiquity of the Scrolls.
VVat does he mean by historical
allusions? Does he refer to the terms
"Teacher of Righteousness" and
"the wicked priest" as historical al-
lusions? Those who maintain the
antiquity of the Scrolls identify the

"Teacher of Righteousness" with
all the righteous people who lived
during the Second Commonwealth
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from Nehemiah to Rabban Gamal-
ieL. Others are of the opinion that
the teacher of righteousness was Je-

sus. The wicked priest is identifed
with any of the wicked people who
lived during the Second Common-
wealth according to the whim of the
scholars. As a matter of fact the
term "teacher of righteousness" was
coined by the Karaites. Not in the
entire Tannaitic, Apocryphal, and
Apocalyptic literatures does this
term occur. Neither Josephus nor

Philo uses this term. In a fragment
found in a cave (actually pur-
chased from a Bedouin) the name
Demetrius ~s mentioned. Archaeol-
ogists have assumed that this re-
ferred to Demetrius III of the Sel-
eucid dynasty. Following this faul-
ty logic we have the right to con-
clude that the commentaries on the
Bible by Rashi, Ibn Ezra, and other
mediaeval commentators were writ-
ten during the Second Common-
wealth since they refer to Alexan.;

de¡' of Macedon, Antiochus, Au-
gustus, Vespasian, Herod, and
Agrippa. Is not Baumgarten aware
of the simple fact that a person

writing in the Middle Ages could
refer to one who lived during the
Second Commonwealth? What are
the historical allusions in the Scrolls

which indicate that they were writ-
ten by the Essenes? It seems that

those who speak about historical al-
lusions do not know how to use
historical facts.

Baumgarten employs paleogra-
phy as a criterion for the antiquity
of the Scrolls. Paleography cannot
be a criterion for the antiquity of
the Scrolls since we have no He-
brew manuscripts of the .Second
Commonwealth which other man-
uscripts can be compared with and
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dated from. The Nash papyrs can-
not be used as a criterion since it it-
self is of an unknown date. I have
pointed out elsewhere that the Nash
papyrus belongs to the fourth cen-
tu of our era~ used as a charm
by the Bablylonian Jews.

Those who dealt with the He-
brew paleography of the Scrolls
have committed a gross error. The
Jews had two types of literature-
the Holy Scriptures and profane

wrtings such as documents and
other secular writings. Changes
were introduced early in the sec-
ular writings but not in the Holy
Scriptures. In the first centuies of
the Christian era there were Jew-
ish communities both in Palestine
and Babylonia. There were scribes
in both countries and undoubtedly

there was a marked difference in
their scripts. The scribes were a
professional group and the manner
of their writing remained in the
families possibly for centuries with-
out change. There were, however,

diferent changes in the manner of
wrting by individuals. The script
in the documents, supposedly dis-

covered by a Bedouin in a cave,
about the sale of a cow, was writ-
ten by a professional scribe and dif-
fers in form from that of those who
signed it. All this was not touched
upon by the paleographists. Hence
paleography must be eliminated as
a criterion in establishing the an-

tiquity of the Scrolls. Many of the
archeologists have admitted that
paleography cannot be employed
to ascertain the date of the Scrolls.

Baumgarten, in enumerating the
scientific data for establishing the
antiquity of the Scrolls, included

the radio-carbon test. The readers
were not told that the radio-carbon

test was applied to a piece of
linen in which, it was assumed, the
Scrolls were wrapped. There is
no evidence that the Scrolls were
wrapped in linen. As a matter of

. fact, we have mentioned before,
the Scrolls were brought to the
Archbishop in a bag. In the inter-
view with Mohammed he did not
mention any wrappings. The valid-
ity of the radio-carbon test is ques-
tioned by many scientists. It is ad-
mitted by all scientists that to ob-
tain data the radio-carbon test must
be applied several times, and in
this case it was applied only once
and only on a piece of linen. The
radio-carbon test was not applied
to the Scrolls. For many years I
have .demanded that the test be ap-
plied to each Scroll. To apply it to
one Scroll is not suffcient. The sev-
en Scrolls are not of the same per-
iod; some are of the sixth centuy
C.E., while others are of the twelfth
century. The scroll "'The War Be-
tween the Sons of Light and the
Sons of Darkness" is of the latter
period.

In conclusion, Baumgarten wrote
that neither Dr. Hoenig nor I of-
fered any explanation for a whole
literature which was found in the
caves "wrapped in genuine Rom-
an linen and placed in genuine
Roman pottery." No "whole liter-
ature" ever was found in the caves.
The seven Scrolls were purchased.
The archaeologists did find small
fragments, some of them consisting
only of letters. During the wars be-
tween the Persians and Byzantians

and later, after the conquest of Pal-
estine by the Arabs, these caves

were used as a genizah by the
"Mourners for Zion°# and other sec-
tarians.
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Some of the readers may think
that I have been undu)y severe in
my criticism of Dr. Baumgarten. It

, has always been my policy to guide
and assist young students. In my
many years of teaching as well as
editing the Jewih Quarterly Re-
view I have helped many young
men in their works, especially those
who opposed my point of view. I
encouraged them not to follow me
blindly but to express them-
selves independently. Scholarship

is based on learning and integrity.
It has also been my policy to ex~

pose those who write on subjects of
which they have no knowledge and
who, instead of making use of
sources, use secondary literatue.

I am not disturbed that the Dead
Sea Scrolls have been assigned to
the pre~Christian period by the
Christian theologians, archaeolo-

gists, and some Jewish professors.
Scholars in due time wil recognize
the fallacy of such a view, just as
scholars eventually admitted that
the Glozel and the Piltdown man
were hoaxes, and recognized the
forgeries of Shapiro, the hoax of the
Slavonic Josephus and other forger-
ies and literary hoaxes in history. I
am particularly disturbed, however,
not only by the lack of knowledge
revealed by the theologians and

professors in their writings about

the Dead Sea Scrolls, but more so
by their lack öf responsibility in ad-
vancing their theories with regard
to the Scrolls. I shall exemplify

with but a few citations:
In a book, The Scrolls and the

New Testament, edited by Krister
Stendahl, there is an article by Pro-
fessor N. Glatzer, entitled "Hilel
the Elder in the Light of the Dead
Sea Scrolls." Why Prof. Glatzer's
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article was brought into a book
which deals with the New Testa-
ment might be due to the fact that
the editor needed a coadjutor. In
this article Dr. Glatzer states,
"There are indications that in his
teachings and activities Hilel the
Elder took notice, among other re-
ligious and social issues of his time,
of some doctrines and institutions
current in the sectarian movement:'
This would seem to imply that Hil-
leI's ideas were influenced by the
semi-literate persons who wrote the
so called Dead Sea Scrolls. This is
a distortion of Judaism and could
delude the reader into thinking
that Judaism of the Second Com-
monwealth, molded by Hilel, bor-
rowed ideas from these semi~liter-
ate writers. It appears that the edi-
tor was actually deluded into think-
ing that the S,crolls give "insight in-
to the history of Judaism regardless
of their relation with Christianity:'
This sort of nonsense is not only

written for popular publication and
adult education for the B'nai B'rith
but also taught in the halls of learn-
ing.

Professor Theodore Gaster's
book, The Dead Sea Scripture in
English Translation, well written
in a fluent English style, is really
not a translation. He has misren-
dered the text. He has made this
statement, "Note that in PaL. Tar-

gum to Dt. 18: 18, the Future
Prophet is called expressly 'the

prophet of righteousness: The title
was later adopted by the Karaites:'
There is no Palestinian Targum to
Deut. 18: 18. Furthermore there is
no Targum which makes reference
to the future prophet as "the proph-
et of righteousness." Laymen and
students who are not versed in rab-
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binic literature are misled by this
unwarranted statement which is
but one of many fallacies and dis-
tortions in this book.

In the scroll "War between the
Sons of Light and the Sons of Dark-
ness" the word to," occurs which

has the connotation "writing" and

in this sense it was used in the rab-
binic literature. On page 319 Profes-
sor Gaster wrote, "The writer used
the rare Hebrew word heret which
occurs only in Ex. 32: 4 with the

here inappropriate.sense of 'graving

tool: Perhaps he chose this recon-
dite term to suggest the Latin
charta, somewhat in the sense of
'charts:" Professor Gaster was ap-
parently unaware of the passage in
Isa. 8: 1 where the word heret oc-
curs. The targum according to Jon-
athan translated it TUi,~O :iri~.
Based on Gaster's paralogism a pro-
fessor of Belfast University ven-

tured into a further distortion hold-
ing that the word heret is not a
Latin derivation as professor Gas-

ter suggested, but is a Greek loan-
word, "with the otherwise unknown
meaning of 'written document.''
He maintained that this scroll was
written in Egypt during the Ptole-

maic period.
The Jewih Chronicle of May 15,

1959 gives a report of Prof. Gas-

ter's lecture before the Hebrew
Department of University College,
London, in which it is stated that
he said, "that the technical vocabu-
lary and the specific ideas in the
Scrolls were abundantly parallelled
in the Iranian scriptures:' There is
no Iranian vocabulary found in the
Scrolls. The words are all Hebrew
but the semi-literate writers, with
scant knowledge of the language
and its forms, misspelled words,

used them incorrectly thus making
many passages senseless and inco-
herent. Professor Gaster is of the

opinion that most of the Scrolls

were written in the first pre-Chris-
tian century. Apparently he is un-
aware of the fact that there was no
Iranian influence on the Palestin-
ian Jews and their literature during
the Second Commonwealth. There
was such influence on Babylonian
Jewry but this was much later.

In reference to the Teacher of
Righteousness, Prof. Gaster stated

"that this was a general name for
spiritual monitors in Israel:' The
term "Teacher of Righteousness"

was first coined by the Karaites.

Hence Professor's Gaster's state-
ment that this term was a general
name for spiritual monitors in Israel
is false.

Professor Cecil Roth has ad-
vanced another theory regarding
the Dead Sea Scrolls. He states
that the Teacher of Righteousness

was Menachem, the son of Judas
the Galilean. I have dealt at length
with his fantastic theories in my ar-
ticles in the Jewish Quarterly Re-
view. Roth, in his article in the Win-
ter issue of Judaism, 1959, identi-
fied the sects of the Dead Sea
Scrolls with the Zealots. He wrote,
"In his account in the Jewih Antiq-
uities, Josephus informs us that
the Zealots agreed with the Phari-
sees 'in all things' except for their
basic political doctrine:' I pointed
out in my letter to the editor of
Judaism, Spring issue, 1959, that
the word. "Zealot" does not appear
in the passage quoted by Roth.
Furthermore "the term Zealot re-
ferring to a sect never occurs in

Antiquities. Josephus employs the
term Zealot for the first time in his
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book The Jewish Wars 2. 22, 1,
when a government was established
in J udaea after the great victory
over the Romans:' To this Profes-
sor Roth replied that Josephus, in

the Jewish Wars, used the term
Zealots in 2.17, 9 and 2. 20, 3. The
term Zealot as a name of a sect does
not occur in the latter passage.

With regard to 2, 17, 9 Josephus

used the word "Zealot" as an adjec-
tive. Dr. Roth surely knows that
there is a distinct difference be-

tween an adjective and a proper
name. There were many zealous
people before the Zealots arose as
a party. As analogy there were
many republicans in this country
before the Republican Party came
into being. The word occurs in the
Greek translation "(Septuagint) of
the Pentateuch. This does not mean
that there was a Zealot party and
that Phineas, who was called a
zealot, belonged to the Zealot par-
ty, which came into being after the
Jewish victory over the Romans.

These two professors are not the
only ones who made references to
passages which do not exist. Others
too have done so. I shall mention
but one. Professor Bowman, in deal-
ing with the Dead Sea Scrolls, wrote
that the fifteenth of Shebat is listed
in the Megillat Ta'anit as a day on
which there could be no fasting.
Megillat Ta'anit does not list the
fifteenth of Shebat as the day on
which there could be no fasting.

The reckless assertions regard~
ing the Dead Sea Scrolls are based
on faulty readings and false as-
sumptions. Some of the Christian
professors could not even fully com-
prehend the Hebrew text of the
Scrolls. They relied either on "bro-
ken reeds" or on, the faulty trans-
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lations of the Scrolls, which is pab-
ulum for the consumption of those
uninformed of the history of the.
Second Jewish Commonwealth and
rabbinic literature.

Some, who are not versed in rab-
binic literature, regard the Scrolls

as important for the study . of the
halakhot. I instance the case where
a phylactery, purchased by arch-

aeologists from a Bedouin who
claimed that it was discovered in a
cave, had the Pentateuchal passag-

es placed in the order which is in
accordance with the opinion of R.

Tam. Father G. Vermes wrote that
this phylactery "constituted impor-
tant material for the historical study
of teJìllin." Professor Rabin of the
Hebrew University, in an article
published in the Jewish Chronicle,

July 17, 1953, wrote, "Now archae-
olog.y--as magnificently come to the
assistance of Rabbenu Tam. . . The
finds in the cave put the view of
Rabbenu Tam in an entirely new
light. They make it probable that
he was in possession of some an-

cient tradition which reflected the
Palestinian usage of the pre- Talmu-
dic times:' The phylactery suppos-
edly discovered in a cave by the

Bedouin came from Babylonia. It
throws no light on the dispute be-
tweeen Rashi and Rabbenu Tam.
There were two customs with re-
gard to the placing of Pentateuchal
passages in the phylacteries. One
was Palestinian which was followed
by Rashi, the other BRbylonian,
which was folloWed by Rabbenu
Tam. T~equestion which confronts
us is - how could a Babylonian
phylactery of the Middle Ages be
discovered among the Essenes writ-
ings in a cave near the Dead Sea?
(See S. Zeitlin, The Dead Sea
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Scrolls and Modern Scholarship,
pp. 35~39)..

The literature on the Dead Sea
Scrolls may be divided into cate-
gories. There are those who want
to throw light on the origins of
Christianity, particularly on some
institutions like the Eucharist, and
radicals who want to show that
there is no originality in Christian-

ity, that Jesus was an incarnation

of the teacher of righteousness.

Some archaelogists who are for de-
lusive nationalistic pride main-

tained that the Scrolls are of the

period of the Second Jewish Com-
monwealth. Recently one of the
leaders of the Mormon Church pub-
lished a book, The Dead Sea
Scrolls and Original Christianity,
asserting that on the basis of the
Dead Sea Scrolls the Mormon
Church is the original Christianity.
He writes thai: the Apocryphal Gen-
esis Scroll "confirms the accuracy
of the account in The Pearl of
Great Price," which is one of the
accepted scriptures of the Mormon
Church. Christian Missionaries are
using the Scrolls in their propagan-
da to convert the Jews to Christian-
ity claiming that the true Jews
were the authors of the Dead Sea
Scrolls and that the Teacher of
Righteousness was the forerunner
of Jesus. The Dead Sea Scrolls may
be compared to the Oracle of Del-
phi - where everyone received the
answer he desired.

It is indeed Socratic irony that

scrolls written by semi-literate sec-
tarians, have become idols in Israel
for which a shrine has been built.
Recently replicas of the Dead Sea
Scrolls and the jars, in which they
were supposed to have been found,
were brought out for sale. The Bed-

ouin Muhammed Ed-Deeb, who
supposedly discovered the Scrolls,
said he broke all the jars when he
entered the cave. How could one
make a miniature duplicate of the
jars in which the Hebrew scrolls
were found when no jars were left
intact? One may even surmise that
the Bethlehem merchant perpetrat-
ed a hoax on the late Prof. Sukenik
and sold him jars which never con-
tained the Hebrew Scrolls. Hence
the sale of the miniature reproduc-
tion of the jars in which it is claimed
that the Scrolls were found is a mis-
representation, to say the least.

The entire story of the discovery
of the Scrolls is like a tale in the

One Thousand and One Nights. It
is full of contradictions. Harding

told one story, Burrows another,

Cross stil another. Allegro's ac-

count contradicts all the others. Su-
kenik's tales do not tally with those
of the Archbishop. One Scroll, the
H aftorah, was suppressed. The
Archbishop bought five scrolls from
the merchant and sold four scrolls
to the Hebrew University for two
hundred and fifty thousand dollars.
I have asked many times - where
is the fifth scroll? I was informed
that the Manual of Discipline con-
sists of two scrolls. When the Man-
ual of Discipline was published not
a word was said that it consists of
two scrolls. Why were we not in-
formed of this? In the Scrolls there
are parentheses, elipses, indicating
that a word has been omitted, and
connecting lines. N one of those
who dealt with the Scrolls ever re-
ferred to these signs, although I

pointed out repeatedly that these

devices came into usage in the He-
brew literature during the Middle
Ages. Hence the use of these de-
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vices is sure proof that the Scrolls

are of the medieval period. The

translators have never referred to
these signs used in the Scrolls. The
prerequisite for a translator is to be
exact - to record every period and
comma. Why the silence on the use
of these devices? Is there a conspir-
acy among the theologians and
archaeologists to conceal this fact in
order to sustain their contention of

the antiquity of the Scrolls? Were

they apprehensive that the laymen
would question the antiquity of the
Scrolls on the basis of these signs?

The vast literature on the Dead
Sea Scrolls shows not only that the
authors were unfamiliar with the
period to which they ascribe
the Scrolls but it also manifests the
degradation of learning. Some pro-
fessors who have never dealt with
the history of the Second Jewish

Commonwealth and rabbinics be-
came "authorities" overnight in or-
der to be counted among the au-

thorities on the Dead Sea Scrolls.
They supported their faulty hypoth-
eses by quoting rabbinic literature
which they misunderstood, while

others quoted sources which are

nonexistent.
The Seven Scrolls which are

idolized were not discovered by
archaeologists. They were pur-
chased from merchants by the
Archbishop and the late Professor
Sukenik. There is no evidence that
the Scrolls were hidden in the
caves. They might have been
placed in the caves in order to be
"discovered" later. Some of the
Scrolls might be traced to Hebron
where they were looted during the
pogrom in 1929. A Syrian living
in America recently brought to me
a few scrolls which he said he had

1S6

purchased a few years ago from a
Bedouin who asserted that he had
found them in a cave near the Dead
Sea. These fragments were parts of
a Sefer Torah, consisting of sections
from Num. and Deut. These frag-
ments undoubtedly were part of
the loot from Hebron.

What is the reason for the delay
in publishing a photostat of the

Copper Scrolls? Three years have
passed since the sensational an-
nouncement of their discovery was
heralded to the world. Is there a

valid reason for not furnishing the

original text to the scholarly world?
The Seven Scrolls which are re-

vered and for which a bamah, a
shrine, was built to house them, are
definitely of the medieval period,
written by semi-literate sectarians.
As in ancient times the idols and

the bamot, shrines, vanished when
the truth was recognized, so in days
when profound knowledge of the
history of the Second Jewish Com-
monwealth and rabbinic literature
wil be acquired, the idolatry of
the Dead Sea Scrolls wil also
vanish.

r.

Solomon Zeitlin
Philadelphia, Pa.

P. S.

In my letter to the editor of Jud-
aism, Summer 1959, as well as in
this letter I stated that the term
Zealots, either as a noun or as an
adjective, does not occur in t~e
Jewish Wars 2,20.3. Dr. Cecil Roth
challenged this statement by quot-
ing the Greek original: tous hup~ au

tou zelotas showing that the word
"zealot" does occur in this passage.
I expected this challenge.

The Creek word zealot has the
connotation of jealous, fanatic. It
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also has the connotation of immita.
tion, spirit, nature. This latter mean-
ing was employed by the Creek
writers. The historian Polybius,

whose writings greatly influenced

Josephus, used the word zealot also
in the sense of imitation and na-

ture. Dr. Roth is unaware that the
word zealot in the passage referred
to has the meaning of spirit, nature.
The passage in the original reads
auton te turannikon arontes kai
taus hUpf autou zelotas, correctly
rendered by H. St. J. Thackeray:

"because they observed his despotic
(tryannical) nature." Hence my
statement that the term Zealot as

referring to a sect does not appear
in the Jewish Wars 2, 20, 3. is cor-
rect. The first time that Jos.ephus

employed the term Zealot as refer-
ring to a party is in the J ewish Wars
2, 22, 1, after relating the establish-
ment of the provisional government
in Judaea.

Dr . Roth's challenge reminds me
of one who made a statement that
the word ri~w (Sabbath) does not
occur in a certain passage. Some one
challenged him that it does occur
and quoted the word ri~w not
knowing that this quoted word has
the meaning "sit," The challenger
not only revealed lack of compre-

hension of the passage but also his
lack of knowledge of the Hebrew
language. In Hebrew as well as in
the Greek words of the same spell-
ing may have different meanings.

An interesting article, giving a
summary of the battle of the Dead
Sea Scrolls, appeared recently in
Queen's Quarterly, VoL. LXV, N. 4,
published by Queen's University,
Canada, entitled "The Dead Sea
Skeptics" by Dr. G. GeraÌd Harrop.
Since this publication is not well

known to the readers in the United
States, I am availing myself of .the
privilege of quoting some extracts:

"The letter supposed to have
been signed by Bar Kochba, the
pretender-Messiah who led his fu-
tile revolt against the Romans in
132 A.D. cannot be genuine as let-
ters of the Roman period do not be-
gin with from, and are not signed.

Such New Testament letters as I
Thessalonians and Colossians show
the usual form of letters of this pe-
riod.

"How is it that we find among
these treasures such trivial material
as the bil of sale for a cow?

"It is an open question whether
or not sound scholarship is advanced
by early, perhaps premature, an-
nouncement by press, radio, televi-
sion and popular journalism. Sec-

ond thoughts never seem to catch
up to first thoughts so promiscuous-
ly broadcast. We stil have a lot to
learn about the Scrolls, and the
skeptics, especially Solomon Zeit-
lin, have asked some questions
which have yet to be answered.

"Dr. Zeitlin and his fellow skep-

tics must be given full marks for
their courageous and stubborn re-
fusal to be awed; they stand in the
great tradition of non-conformist
scholarship ,"

With humility I say that courage
was not required for the stand I
took on the question of the antiq-
uity of the Scrolls. From the outset
I noted that the writings of those

who maintained that the Scrolls are
of great antiquity revealed the au-
thors' lack of knowledge of the his-
tory of the Second Jewish Common-
wealth and the Rabbinic literature.

S.Z.
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DR. BAUMGARTEN ANSWERS:

It must be highly perplexing to the
readers of a new publication such

as TRADITION to find themselves
suenly inundted by the back-
wash of bitter polemic which ha for
the pas decad filled the pages of
a venerable scholarly iournal. Ig-
noring personal irrelevancies, let me
reiterate that my only purpose in
writing on the Scrolls and their al-
leged threat to Halakhah was to
prevent the intruion of a pseudo-

theological issue into the already

murky waters of the Dead Sea
Scrolls debate. The following brief
notes may serve to guide the serious
reader to the literature dealing with
the issues raised in the forgeoing

letter:
1. For the views of Jewish scholars

(not Chrisian theologians) on
the antiquity of the ScroUs as

well as their affnity with the Es-
senes, see the writings of Suk-

enik, Segal, Kutscher, Yadin,

Talmon, Liver, Licht, Flusser,
I. Rabinowitz, Lieberman, H. L.
Ginsberg, Gordis, Gaser, et al
conveniently listed in the bibli-
ography of Millar Burrows, The
Dead Sea Scrolls and More Light
on the Dead Sea Scrolls.

2. For Josephus' description of the

Essene observance of the Sab-

bath, which contains nothing

concerning an alleged prohibi-
tio to carry within the house,

see Jewish Wars 11.8.9.
3. For the correct reading of the

Tosefta Berakhot referred to
(the writer is fortunately not to-
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tally unaware of the exisençe of
4. The reckoning of the day in the

solar calendr of Jubilees (Zeit-
lin falsely attributes to me the
view that it was lunar) is ad-
quately discussed in the paper

referred to and in my reply to
the Palestinian Talmud), see S.

Lieberman, Tosefta ki-Fshutah,
Commentary, p. 122.
Prof. Zeitlin in JBL Vol. LXX-
VIII (June 1959), p. 157.

5. On the use of final letters in the
Scrolls, see N. Avigad, "The
Development of the Leters

,tI!l::.:~ and the Date of the
Date of the Dead Sea Scrolls/'
Bulletin of the Israel Explora-

tion Society, XVI (1951), 5-13.
Prof. Zeitlin's statement that the
Palestinian Talmud attributes
the introduction of the final let-
ters to Rabbis Eleazar and J osh-
ua is based upon a misinterpre-
tation of Y. Megillah 1,9 (cf.
Bereshit Rabbah I, II).

6. For a iudicious presentation of

the archaeological findings, in-
cluding an appraisal of Prof.
Zeitlin's queries; see Burrows,
Dead Sea Scrolls, 215-17, and
most recently R. de Vaux, Revue
Biblique, Jan. 1959. Incidental-

ly, Dr. Hoenig's request for
"published scientific evidnce
that one of the linen wrappings
found by excavators in the first
Qumran cave still has part of a
scroll attached to it" wa an-
swered four years ago by Barth-
elemy and M ilik, Qumran Cave
I, Pi. 1.


