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Ty . .
EIMPACT OF THE DEAD SEA SCROLLS, by A. N. Gilkes; Macmillan, 15s.

Cy .
P.\IST AND THE TEACHER OF RIGHTEOUSNESS, by Jean Carmgnac;
COn’ ZSS.

T}:: zde of th(f ﬁr.st of these two books is a refnindcr that tllle DCZ.iCl Sea Scrolls
TCSen?ljist wide interest becagse of the s.ensat_lonal manner 1n.wluch 'they were
eVeryoe to the general public. It was implied that these dlSCOVCIlCS? which
of ev:?r affirmed to be of ﬁrst—Fate importance for thc' study of the _Bﬂ.)IC and
the cstament times, called in question the foun.datlons of Christianity and
rejecteélrgh s faith in Jesus Christ. Although such ideas have been constantly
People W]-Y competent tholars during the last ten years, there must be many
caro h0 have lingering doubts. Surely the views of Dupont-Sommer and
n Pu’ttf emselans scholars who have workefl on the texts, wquld not have
2t oy orward if thcr_c had not been something in them? Mr Gilkes hf;s done
himge Tyone Woul'd like to be. able.to do. He has studied the question .for
» Seeing the discoveries, discussing them with the scholars, and reading
A am;leal I(I)f the literature on the s].lbject. The result is a book which is re'ad-
f whay ‘i“:e‘ balanced, and exactly rlgbt for those who want to get a good idea
theorieg ofl;)au about. One chapter is devotcd. to a careful scrutiny of tfhe
i Aginaciy Llpont-S.ommer' and All'cgro, which he s_hows to be massive
to be e constructions resting on hints and scraps of information too light
% their weigh.
ages;l,si i‘;’;‘l C;he. Teacher of Righteousness is a book of a]f)out the same length (169
e chy esigned for the general rcaf:ler, but restnct.ed to t'he theme of this
fone ¢ rer Of the other book. Fr Carmignac’s method is to give ample quota-
1ay besrizm Dupont—Sommer, and to a lesser extent from Allegro, and then to
facts 'spee them translations of the actual texts of the Schrolls, and so to let the
ject, \ for t}_le'mselves..The a}lthor is an acknowledged e.xpert on the sub-
iy te0usn:S Oplguon carrics nght. The attempts to sce in the Teacher of
itiang s of the 'Qumrar} literature the original on \fvhom the early
wh; modelled their teaching about Jesus, or to regard him as the pattern
(Teiche;:us- consciously followed, or even to identify him with Jesus himself
8 Portry; lew), are shown to be groundless. On the other hand 2 most appeal-
Cary:. 4 of the Teacher himself cmerges in the course of the argument. Fr
auth()rg:a(t: h°1d3~though this cannot be proved—that the Teacher was the
thep, eve ThaflksgiVing Hymns, and he includes extensive translations of
e chary c(t::milm passages of great beauty and splrl.tual depth, rcvcaln?g a
Persecuti(,n A;,l CVote'd to the service of God, holding fast through bitter
Uy, Se' though it appears t}lflt he was not the actual founder of the
the °t, he may have been active about 150 B.C., and undoubtedly gave
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danger of overstating the opposite case. There are a few places where Fr Carmig”
nac may be thought to have done this. He does not always distinguish betwee®?
primitive strands of the New Testament and the later elements which com®
closer to the full development of Christian doctrine. It is true that the Scrollf do
not give any indication of the doctrines of the Holy Trinity, the Incarnatio®
and Redemption. But Jesus himself did not teach these as dogmatic propositio®
though they are to be inferred from the New Testament teaching as a Wh°l‘?‘
For the purposes of comparison of Christ and the Teacher of Righteousness *
would have improved his case if he had shown that even the most rigoro®s
criticism of the Gospel records still reveals a fundamental opposition to the docr
trinal tendency of the Scrolls. For instance, the teaching of Jesus about the Holy
Spirit is consistent with the ideas of late Judaism, stemming from the
Testament conception of the Spirit of the Lord. On the other hand, the Scro g
tend to equate the Spirit with an angelic being, which never happens in © o
New Testament. Arguing against the claim that the Teacher was expecte
reappear ‘at the end of days’, he asserts that yoreh sedeq in the crucial passif’
(Damascus Document VI 11) is not equivalent to morch sedeq = teache! 0
righteousness. This may be so, but it does not preclude the fact that the Ser
probably expected a righteousness teacher in the last days. It is probably bett
to hold, with Gaster, that they thought of another person who would
function. If so, he would presumably be the Prophet, who, according ©
Manual of Discipline, will come with the Messiahs of Aaron and Israel. In a
case there is no question of a return or second coming of the original Tea e:
The controversy concerning the Teacher of Righteousness has been 2 C(:]I:c
flict between scholars, which has attracted public attention. It is natural fc_’f,
layman to suppose that the Christian scholars have a vested interest in resist?
the impact of the Scrolls on the foundations of the faith. What both these bo:; p
do in their different ways is to show that in this issue the boot is on the ©
foot. No reproach can be levelled against the integrity of those scholars “1'1 p
find nothing in the Scrolls which undermines the Christian faith, but %7
welcome them as shedding a flood of light upon the Jewish matrix in ¥
Christianity was formed.
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BARNABAS LINDARS:

THE MEANING OF EVIL, by Charles Journet, translated by Michael Batl’
Geoffrey Chapman, 3os.

Of all the problems which overlap the borders between the domains OfPhl](:SZ}
phy and theology, there can hardly be one which is so venerable an ¥ 2
such contemporary importance as the whole topic of evil and why and Odoﬂr
infinitely wise and powerful creator can permit it. If it is a venerable ques By
going back in Christian theology to before St Augustine, it is also 2
topical point, constituting an obvious stumbling-block for many a presen® ot
enquirer. In view of the amount of recent writing from an agnostic sta® 4
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