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ON THE MOST RECENT DEVELOPMENTS IN. QUMRANOLOGY 

My article The Present· State of Qumranology was written and sent to· the Aca­

demy's printers a year ago1. In U-ie· meantime a lot has· happened in Oumranology .. 

I am able to-day (in July 1989) to mention a few factors only. 

1. A.N ATTACK ON THE ARCHAEOLOGICAL CONSENSUS 
ABOUT KHIRBET. QUMRAN •. 

Philip R. D a v.i e s, who has published an interesting new. book, tliis Um~ 

on some historical • aspects of the Oumran scr~r1s2 '· .has ·.launched. a .i:ontinuoys • strong. 

attack on the consensus of the 1950s. Some commonly. accepted archaeological opi­

nions of Father . R. de V a u x now have a question mark over them. ·He· accuses 

the head of •the ar~ha~logical expedition to Khirbet Qumrari • ~f .interpreting the 

ruins "with the. idea of a. monastery. already in mind" 3 Davies notice~ ·that . . . . . 
without publication an archaeological .excavatio.n •is "criminal", ·and tJ,is has happened 

. . . ' . . ' 

in the case· of Khir/:>et 'Oumran. He is ... certainly ri!;Jht ,. but nof entirely so. : We 

should not forget how quickly reports ~f ,aW ~f de v·a.u x • .5 - excavatjon ·seasons 

were published in the Revue Biblique
4 

and that he also. left French .and English 

(revised)· versions of his full preliminary rep~rt 5 . His book was ver'y' highly praised 

at the time of its publication 6. #-

am afraid that 'two. factors should be taken into consideration: • the pr~mature 

death of Father R. de V a: u x and lack of funds for • finishing the• necessary ana'­

lyses .of the Oumran archaeological material .. How complicated and expensive the 

preparation of such publication? is ·1 think. I do not have· to explain. I have· referred· 

above to an announcement Jn the Revu~ de Qumraii concerning c;lle~ting. funds· for· 

the project7. In fact, Prof. G; .v e·r mes rightly pointed in June 1987 to two 

main factors in the present disease of the Qumran research: lack of Academic con­

trol (in the sense of good organization). and lack of f~nds
8

• 

Coming back to• Davies' accusation of R. de Vaux, we should also·take 

into account that de Vaux cooperation ~ith. the .Oumran team •was good. Witness 
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the quick publication of the archaeological excavations in all caves (10, Murabbacat, 

small caves, 4Q) suitable for presentation in the Discoveries in the Judaean Desert 

series9 . That R. de Va u x's final report was left unfinished is obvious. What is 

equally obvious is that he had been working on his final version all the time: the 

difference in size between· the 2nd and the 1st edition of _Archaeology and the Dead 

Sea Scrolls is 35% 
10

. Let us note in addition that he also needed results of varied 

expert research. That his work is still unfinished, is another problem, but I do not 

know who should be blamed for that. We should ,ertainly press J.-B. Hu '11 be rt 

and R. Don c e e I (from the Ecole Biblique in Jerusalem and tne Catholic Uni­

versity in Louvain respectively) to prepare the most important ready chapters for 

print at once 11. 

2. A GR.ANT OF THE WOLFSON FOUNDATION FOR QUMRAN RESEARCH 

As the problem of founding repeats so many times in the article and also in the 

paragraph above, it !s worth mentioning that "a grant of $ 350.000 has been made 

by an offshoot of the Wolfson Foundation to provide the scholars with the expense 

money inevitably required". The new head of the Oumran enterprise, prof. J. 

S t r u g n e I I, says "This should be enough" 12. I would prefer not to comment, 

but what about the cost of publication? We expect 18 volumes of the Discoveries in 

the Judaean Desert series. Who will be able to pay for their print? My proposal 

c;onceming this publication still seems valid 
13

. 

3. PROGRESS IN PUBLICATION OF THE QUMRAN <:;AVE 4 SCROLLS 

( 1988-1989) 

There is some small (but evident) progress in the publication of the scrolls of 

Oumran Cave 4. Professor John St rug n e I I has accepted that the deadline for 

completing al I manuscripts for publication is the year 1996. Thanks to the efforts 

and negotiations of the new Director of the Israeli Department of Antiquities, \lene­

ral Amir D r or i, -S t r u g n e I I has retreated from his original offer to prepare 

the texts by the year 200014 

The reassignments of scrolls is finally accepted (except by J. T. M i I i k). At 

least fourteen scholars have received materials for publication, as is known from the 

list established by H. Shanks in his recent article on the subject Shank s 

calls them "The Next Generation of Scroll Scholars" 15. That is all right, but when 

we realize that the fourteen of them are expected to do the same amount of work 

in ten years as M i I i k has done by himself in thirty-five years Shanks' sub­

sequent attack on the latter is really astonishing (160 new plates againts the more 

than 150 plates of M i I i k). 
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It ls worthy of notice that the "Suggested Timetable for Fuhre DJD ·and Hors 

Series Vols" offers quite a :long list of 22 titles to be ready by 197716 •• Like 

Shanks, I find the list strange and even shocking, but for a different reason 

thah he does. I do not think that, as S h a n k s puts it, the • members of the new 

Oumran team ·"will never. do It: They will never do It because· they cannot do It". 

They really have farled so far - but not "utterly and completely■ as S h a n k s 

says, because the sin will not ultimately be theirs. If the main editor' has $ 350.000 

for twenty people for tEln. years, that means$ 1.750 each per·year to sp~d for the 

preparation of a manuscript. That ·is not enough. even to fly from the ·u_SA • to Jeru­

~alem, not to mention the cost of stay in -the· Rockefeller·Museum. I am afraid that 
. . . 

instead of fighting for the nesessary moral and financial support Mr. S'h an k s has 

j.Jst taken the easiest w·ay: that of accusing everybody comected • with PIJl?lication 

of the 40 ·scrolls •. We need scrolls. published in a : scholarly way,. not rows about 

scrolls. At least several mflion us- ck>llars are necessary, ·to publish -~he remaining 

scrolls, In my opinion. Who . will pay for ·the· public\ition- of twenty-she big· volumes 

(including the -concordance scheduled for 1997)? Mayi)e the Oxford U~lversity Press? 

Jokes aside. To. mai_ntaln a special editorial section ·for; a :quart~r ot' :a··cenhry and 

• rising costs of paper and pri~t would make ii gaping.hole )n the budget of· any pu-_ 

bfishing house. Who would fill it? ·certainly not • ~opies t~ l>e ·sol~; • '.rt 'is true that 

volumes 1-6 ot' the Discoveres ·in. the Judaeaii .. Desert have been sold • .-But. \Ye· must 

not forget that the Temple Scroll ls still in print,_ 6 ye~s after'; publ'ica\i?" by Y. 

Y ad I n (in English). • 

I do not support . the view that M I I i k. wfll faff,. i . am convinced that If he 

goes on working he will ·certainly_ finish what he promised··_ in .. tir,-;e, My belief is 

connected with the fact t,hat M i I i k • has been prf;!parli,g_ about five. plates a: year, 

and that even though he is sitting on perhaps fifty docµments, quite a ~ew of t_hem 

are In fa.et available in preHminary form (a point ov~looked :by 'f1'. • s. h_a n k s). If ls 

enough to mention 4OTestNapht, 40Testlevl, 40Tob :ararri, -pi~~ ·pr.ob_ably a· few more, 

but i am unable to· compare the preliminary nani.es of documents (quoted in S Ii an k s' 

list) with final ones 17. If 'M i I i k • has. fi~ished ptblication of .the s~veral ~ersions 

of the Book of Jubi_lees, at least 20. p~~- cent of the. texts will be avail~le by the • 

end of this year. The. chances are that M i Ii k will be able to pr-~pare 40201-363 

(Sectarian texts) in two. volumes for 1993 and i996. Th1:1t ls calculated according 

to his rhythm ~f ·work .. We can ·con.trast. ·that with .some· other cases, to -quote 

a poiiit frOm· H. Shank .s of 1985: "Ulrich Is· e~gicillly attempting to Comple_te 

Skehan' s work"·. I should like to stress the words . "to • comp.lete". And al I that 

Prof. E. U I r i c h has completed in five year~ is a sub-team ·of six young scholars; 

he is now saying that the first of his volumes will be ready in 1990 at the earliest 
18

• 

That means that thirty five scholar-,-years will be spent on the publication of the 

first volume of the easiest (that is Biblical) texts! Maybe this comparison .will 
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bring home the· truth that so far M i Uk is the best and unrivalled despite 

his age, 

May I repeat again: we have very few (considerab.ly fewer than necessary) He­

brew· scholars prepared to undertake publications of manuscripts like the sere/ Is and 

we should not obstruct· those· who have decided to continue work, ·nor accuse 

M i I i k who has done more than anyone else in publishing Cave No 4 from Qum­

ran! People should try to help him rather than placing obstacles in the path of the 

giant. What is regrettable and criminal in fact is that the French CNRS did nothing 

-to enable young Oumran scholars to prepare under Mi Ii k's supervision. There 

are very few young French scholars able to work on such documents (maybe two or 

three). Perhaps it still' is not too late. Perhaps .. 

I am sorry to have to stress some of my points anew, but if I am not mistaken 

attacking M i I i k has now became a minor leit-motif of the Biblical Archaeology 

Review. This is ·not the way to publish the Dead Sea Scrolls faster. 

4. PROBLEM OF ACCESS TO THE DEAD SEA SCROL,.LS 

In the last few months two scholars, Prof. E. E i s en m an (from Long 

Beach in California) and Prof. Ph. R. D a v i e s ( from Sheffie Id) undertook an 

effort to get access to the Dead Sea Scrolls. They sent two official letters, one to 

J. Strugnell on March'16, 1989 and the second to A. Drori, new Head 

• of _the Department at Antiquities in Israel on May 2, 1989 19. Rumours spread 

throughout the world thanks to articles like Secret Scrolls. Scholars Frustrated 

Over Limited Access to the Dead Sea Discoveries in the "Los Angeles Time" of 

June 24, 1989 (part i I, page 20) and Keepe~s of the Dead Sea Scrolls Accused of 

Blocking Study. Scholars Demand Access to· the Dead Sea Scrolls by J. N. W i I-

ford in "The New York Times" ~f June 26, 1989. Eisenman and Da-

v i e s stress that their "interests are historical_ and text critical only, not edito­

rial~ _c[e<;:Larin_g "restrictions of copyright law" and undertaking "not to do a definitive 

edition of the released] materials"
2

0. Both scholars have also openly declared their 

_readiness to go even to court, if not allowed access to the Qumran documents. 

I think it is not bad to make a precedent, but involving scholars in spending their 

time and money in court instead of publishing texts is ridiculous. We should express 

our opinion in a different way. Perhaps it might be a good idea at the beginning 

to prepare her-e in Mogilany during the 2nd International Colloquium on the Dead 

Sea Scrolls an open letter to the people and institutions interested which we will 

sign and publish together, both in the Polish and foreign press, also sending it to 

all the relevant addresses. This is an international conference; we represent several 

generations of scholars and we are numerous enough. We should all like to have an 
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access to the Dead Sea Scrolls now, n_ot_ it the next m'illennium, which is near but 

still too far away. We should require free access first to all the documents ready 

for print. We should not have to wait for publication in the Discoveries in the 

Judaean Desert series. The most important documents should be published in journals 

as soon as possible. 

It may be interesting to add that in the early spring of 1989 Mr. Lowell Ro­

ber .t son from Kansas City released a mimeographed article under the heading 

The Unpublished Dead Sea Scrol_ls. A crippling loss of knowledge, in which he stres­

sed the role of J. M. A I I e gr o • in the fight for urgent publication of· the bead 

Sea Scrolls, and announced "a forum to convene [ ... ] in Kansas City _initially, the 

purpose of which is to familiarize ourselves with the details of the Scrolls contro­

versy, examine the alternatives we may use to achieve full publication, and investi­

gate means of gaining further• support· to accomplish our objective: claiming our 

right to know all that's avai /able about our cultural and religious heritage". /:-ie is 

probably right in saying that "the responsibility for either. coercing Strugnell and 

Company to release the Scrolls, or persuading the Israelis to make ·th~m available 

for publication now is ours, the resolute, enterprising individuals who chose to 

defend their right to know 1121. 

To sum up: single scholars started to press on the team of the late Father R. 

de Vaux. Now is the time that the pr_essure ·should be organized and requests 

expressed by international forums like ours in Magi/any. 

Mr. R o b e r t s o n incidentally! reminded us that legally "the international 

Scrolls editing team was organized Linder the auspices of His Majesty King Hussein" 

(of Jordan). It was G. Lancaster Harding, the then Director of the De­

partment of Antiquities in that country who appointed that team in 1953. And the 

scrolls were bought from the hands of. the Bedouins with the money· of· the Jordan 

Government! 22 Today, L. Robert-son says in another ,place, ·"the physical 

custody of the Scrolls lies with the Israelis, but ownership remains· with· the Jorda~ 

nians 1123. So, perhaps instead of fighting the .!_srae/i • ~uthorities it would be better 

to get an opinion concerning the publication of the scrolls from King 'Hussein and 

his Department of Antiquities? They still remain legal owners (according to the. 

international law). 

5. NEW ~RCHAEOLOGICAL RESEARCH IN, THE DEAD SEA AREA 

It is worth stressing that in the present decade, for the _first time since the 

discoveries of the 1950s, new archa~ological research and excavations have been done. 

The Judaean Desert survey of caves started in October 1983 with Y. Y a d i n as 

head and J. P a t r i c h as field work director, both from the Institute of Archae-
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ology of the Je_rusalem University; At the beginning all the known caves of Nahal 

Se' elim, Nahal Mish mar, Nahal Hever, Nahal David as wel I as the caves of Wadi 

Murabbacat, ·the Qumran region and Wadi Daliyeh were• visite.d. The researchers 

extended their -survey area to the whoie Juda_ean Desert ·_in the subsequent expedi­

tions, ·which took place in October 1983 - May 1984, in 1~85 and in November 1985 

- March 198624 .• During the .latter season riew excavations were done in the Oumran 

Cave 3, where the Copper Scroll had been . found.· The r_emains of the col lapsed 

roof were re(nove_d and the floor of the_ cave·-w_as finally reached. !t· seems that the 

"roof" ·of the cave "had col lapsed long before· the. Copper Scro I I and the other docu-
. . · 25 · . . • •• 

ments had. been placed there" . The objects· found were of the Chalcolithic period. 

A new analysis of Ui~ placement of jars ·with parchment scrolls supports the 'view -

according t9 J. P ~ t r i c h • - that. the Qumran Cave 3 was a kind of geniza during • 

the Second Temple .. 1 • would riot agree with this view, but I can agree that .the 

Cop~e~IScroll ,requires further stud/
6

. 

Pro'f .. R. E i.s en rn. an, Chairman of the Department of Religious Studie's and 

Professor of Middle East~rn Religions,· California State University, L~ng Beach, Ca-. . : . 

lifornia, · whose·· name has been mentioned he.re several times and who was present 

at o~ fitst Qumran colloquium _In Mogilany; organized another expedition to the 

Judaean Desert <;1rea fro·m December. 29, 1988 • to January 28, • 1989. Its purpose was 

to "resume. the Sec1rc:h for. the_ bead Sea Scrolls"' to_ "locate new arid unexplored 

rock cavities; ·pockets ·and: crevices, . excavate caye fall-ins and rock slides in Ju­

daean Desert cli·fi formations",·· to ."pen~trate' Jewish revolutionary· arid early Chr.i­

stlan ~cetlc hldeo~ts;' .. I have not yet fourid any published notice concerning the 

res~lts of the ~988/1989' research of the Eis e•n'm an - pat r i C h team, but 

I find it easy to agree _with t~e followi~g opinion of- Prof: E i s e n m a n: "Most 
' ' 

of the open caves have ·been_ •picked • clean by the Bedouins and other peoples but 

they were:n9\. a~l~--~o get into: the caves· that required instrumentation. One out of · 

four .caves, in this region had _ manuscript finds 'in. the":), so· if we can open up four 

caves of that kind, . we belie-.:e we should. be able to find something". We can only 

wish· the expedi~ion success. _It woi.J_ld be a great thing to discover. new manuscripts 

which could utlvow light on the· 1st • and 2nd ce·ntury Jewish/Christian revolutionary 

and ascetic intera~tion• 27 . 

6; NEW IMPORT ANT TOOLS 

in ·the paragraph on the Dead_ Sea: Scrol_ls ·coricordances I menti_oned a new per­

fect tool connected with the use of the Greek pseudepigrapha -concordance prepared 

by the team of Father A .-M. D en is , of Louvain Universit/ 8 . More recently 
. ' 

another new tool has been offered to us, namely the materials for the Hebrew 
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language dictionary for the period 200 B.C. - 300 A.O. We owe this publication, 

unfortunately availabie only on microfiche·, to· the Academy of_ the Hebrew Langua­

ge in• Jerusalem 29. A temporary edition for internal use was ready. in 1973. We have 

now received an edition following an overall revision begun in 1985. ·: The sources of 

the dictionary were "all works, literary and no"n-literary, written -in _Hebrew from 

the close- of the Biblical canon. to the ·end of the Tannaitic era". The Dead Sea 

Scrolls are not fully included, as-none of the Biblical Oumran·texts ar;e·taken into. 

accol,Jnt. Anyhow "the concordanee includes al I: non-Biblic<:1I_ fragments. which contain 
• ~. . •. 

at least one ·complete- worp" . 

I think that E; To v and J. C: o o k • knew the contents of the historical 

• Hebrew dictionary from the beginning. That was the reason that in 1984 they pu­

blished first information about their "project ·of a '.compute~iz~d database for the 

Qumran Bibi ical sc~ol'ls. They chose: cl~ their database. the Computer Assisted Tools 

for Se.ptuagint Studies _directed by Professor ·H. A_.· Kraft and prepared with the 

assistance of E. TO V. The component_:o! the Masoretic 'text i~ this datab~se was 

originally encoded by Professor R. W hi ta k e_r. ·' The Jerusalem team cci~pared the 

text with the one establish~( by the· Centre ,lr,forniatique· et Bible in Ma~edsous 

(Belgium). Procedures devel~ped in the· original· p,,oject were .adapted for • recording 

Qumran documents. Work · is in progress. We should. soon _have another useful tool 
• 31 in our hands . : 

. . ;• 

. t . ' • . ' . ~-- - _- • •• • . . ' 

, This supplementary article was • prepared in Ju_ly 1989, I was unable to describe 

fully the. state ·ot Oumra~ology at. the present moment. I expect that after the 2nd 

International Colloquium on _the.· Dead Sea· Scrolls in Mogilany. I wil.l be able to 

collect more information·. However, 1 • expect that" e~en the. data presented here 

show. the ~urrent _trends of the discfpline .. _Cri.5_.!s is eyident and public discussion is 

necessary. That was one_ of reasons why I decided to -write the. above w9rds. 

Notes 

1 Cf. Folia Orientalia" 26, 1989. . . .• · ' • . .· . 
2 Ph. R. D a v i e ; , Behind the Essenes .• History and • ldeol~gy in the Dead 

• Sea Scrolls, Scholars Press, Atlanta, GA 1987. • 
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3 . 
Ph. R; Davies, 

Arshaeologist 51, No 
How not to do Archaeology: The Story ot-' Oumran, Bib!i-_ 

4, Dec, 1988;. • cf. a summary in H. S(ti an k sJ, 
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P.S. 

1. Concerning paragraph 3: 

Some of the materials "have been since quite some time transferred from Milik's 

lot and entrusted by him to other editors" (information from:. the letter of Prof. J. 

Strugne/1 to Prof. R. Eis.enman of May 15, 1989).·So even J. t .. Mi-_ 
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I i k accepted the· ide_a of tne reassignment_of scrolls and certainly no longer "sits 

on more than 50 Qead Sea Scroll documents"! 

2. Concerning paragraph 4: 
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to the Dead Sea Scrolls 

E. K. C.ough··ljn, Dead ·Sea Scrolls Editors Criticized for Delays.in Relea­

sing Docume~ts, "Th.e Chronicle of Hisher Education" 35, No 43; July 5 - 1989, 

pp. A I, A 7; J. D a r t, Secrecy Keeps Controversy Over Dead Sea Scro I ls A I ive, 

"Los Angeles Time", July 1, 1989 (part II), pp. 20, 21; D. lzenbe.rg, fi2._Ban 

on. Pub.lication of. Scrolls, "The Jerusalem Post'. International Edition" July 8; 1989; 

M. R. Lehmann; Israelis Have Much to Offer to Dead Sea Scrolls Scholarship, 

(a letter to:) "The New· York Times" July 9, 1989; N. B .. Tatro, Secrecy on 

Dead Sea Scrolls Hit. Official • Scholars Stalling on Making .Their Findings Public 1 

.~agazine Charges "Washington Post" July 1, 1989; N. W a d e, The Vanity of 

Scholar.s .. -Some Rush to Publish: For Others, Data Perish, ·"The New· .York Times" 

·July.9,. 1989; L. Witham, Dead Sea Scrolls: A Scholarly Duel Unfurls, "The 

Washington Times" June 28, 1989, pp. E 1, E 5. 
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BIBLIOGRAP.HY OF THE COPPER SCROLL (3Q15) 

The Copper Scrol 1, which is- a catalogue of treas\,ll'e hidden. within· the te,:ritory 

of Palestine, is among the. most· significant documents from the Judaean Desert. 

Although 35 years have elapsed since the text was discovered, the ·controversy 

around the Scroll is still going on. During this t•ime, it has resulted in a ·great 

number of publications. The most important of them ar,e the works by K. G. Kuhn, 

J. T. Milik, J. M. Allegr.o, A. _Dupont-Sommer, E. M. Laperrousaz; B. Z. Luria, 

M. A. Rodriguez, M. R. Lehmann, G. R. Driver, N. Golb, B. Pixner. The dis­

cussion about the Scroll can be ·1ooked upon from· the point of view of several 

events which mark its main stages. The events in question are:· the opening of the 

document, succesive text issues • an·d various proposals for its interpretation that 

have been appearing throughout the years. The work on the Copper Scrol I has. raised 

the questions of: 1) det~rmining the quality of the sig·ns engraved as well as the 

understanding of the mec1ning of the words, • 2) sol_vfng the puzzle of the Greek 

letters, 3) topographic identification, 4) explanation of linguistic mc3tters and 5) e­

stablishment of the origin, the circumstanc<i!s c1nd the date of the composition, and 

also the character of the document. 

J. M. ALLEGRO, The Dead Sea Scrolls, Harmimdsworth 1956. Cf. pp. 181-184. 
- The Dead Sea Scrolls. A Reappraisal,. Harmondsworth 1954. -Cf. pp; 101-

-102, 193~195. • 
- Die Botschaft vom Toten. Meer .. Das Geheimnis der S.:hr:iftrollen, Frankfurt 

1957. Cf. pp. • 151-164; 
- The Copper .Scroll from Qumran, TrGlasgUOrS 18, 1959/1960; PP.• 56~65; 

The People of the Dead Sea Scrolls in Text and Pictures, London 1959. 
Cf. pp. 46-.47. , . 

- The Treasure of the Copper Scroll, Garden City (New York) - Londqn 1950; 
Reviews: BL .1961, p. 58 (by B. J. Roberts); Blackfr 42, 1961, pp. 533f. (by 
R. Poter); JEH 12, 1961, pp. 121f. {by W. D. McHardy); JSS 6, 1961, pp. 

) 275-278 (by G .. R. Driver); KirSeph 36, 1960, pp. 326-330 {by J .. Licht); TS 22, 
1961, pp. 292-296 (by J. A. Fitzmyer); 


