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has long strived to excise the personal, reshaping
its language into seemingly unassailable. and
increasingly incomprehensible, jargon. The re-
sulting narrowing of the audience to a small circle
of specialists has also shut out the less-informed
masses, who happen to foot the bill. This approach
is defensive and hubristic. There is also a conceit
in American archaeology's posture as a science,
posing our tiny samples, idiosyncratic reconstruc-
tions, and meager generalizations with the same
sweep and grandeur as the laws of physics and,
more lately, biology. To its equal discredit, much
of European archaeology has succumbed to rela-
tivism and hand-wringing, giving up any aspira-
tion to rigor. Books such as Lamberg-Karlovsky's
are important attempts to find middle ground that
is intellectually and socially responsible, literate,
accessible scholarship, authoritative but not dicta-
torial, presenting as coherent and complete a vi-
sion of early Mesopotamian, Iranian, and Indus
valley societies as we have anywhere. It thus de-
serves our thanks and consideration at a number
of levels.

ALEXANDER H. JOFFE

r Pennsylvania State University
University Park

The Urim alld Thumim: A Mealls of Revelation
ill Anciellt Israel. By CORNELIUS VAN DAM.
Winona Lake, Indiana: Eisenbrauns, 1997.
Pp. xxii + 296. $34.50.
It has been more than one hundred and fifty

years since the last exhaustive investigations of
the Hebrew Bible's mysterious Urim and Thu-
mim (hereafter U and T) were published.' Since
that time, numerous smaller studies, both philo-
logical and comparative in scope, have appeared
that have a.ttempted to elucidate these most curi-
ous terms. Thus, it is with happy expectation
that I opened this work, a revision of the au-
thor's 1988 doctoral dissertation submitted to

I J. J. Bellermann, Die Urim und Thummim. die til-

testen Gemmen: Ein Beitrag zur biblisch-hebrtiischen
" Alterthumskunde (Berlin, 1824): J. L. SaalschUtz, "PrU-

fung der vorziiglichsten Ansichten von den Urim und
Thummim:' in Historisch-theologische Abhandlungen.
ed. C. F. Illger (Leipzig, 1924). p. 3.31-101 (noted by
Van Dam, p. I).

the Theologische Universiteit at Kampen, in The
Netherlands.

Van Dam had before him no easy task, for to
"discover the identity and mode of operation of
the U[and]T. . . " (p. 4) requires that one care-
fully examines the ancient translations and dis-
cussions of the U and T, their relationship to the
"~I( "ephod" and l1Z7n"breastpiece," a host of
proposed ancient Near Eastern analogues, and
the compete gamut of literary and historical con-
texts in which we find the U and T. While this
work succeeds in synthesizing all of the relevant
data, some of the conclusions reached by the
author are not altogether convincing. '

The book opens with a historical survey of the
various exegetical and translational approaches
to the U and T. This is one of Van Dam's most

useful contributions, for tracing the various treat-
ments of the U and T presents the reader with
multiple options for understanding these items
and also provides a window to the historical pre-
suppositions and interpretive trends active in
early antiquity. Van Dam examines the relevant
textual evidence from Qumran, and the treatment
of the U and T by Philo, Origen, Jerome, Au-
gustine, Bede, Thomas Aquinas, the reformers
Calvin and Luther, among others, and, regretta-
bly, to a lesser extent the medieval Jewish exe-
getes, with Rashi appearing most prominently."

Van Dam then examines each of the previ-
ously proposed ancient Near Eastern analogues
to the U and T with an emphasis on the Egyptian
and Mesopotamian evidence.

Breastplates, magic stones, the Tablets of Des-
tiny,3 teraphim, and pendants, are weighed against
the philological evidence and rejected (with the
possible exception of the teraphim). Often Van
Dam's rejection is based on a perceived differ-
ence of purpose between these oracular media
and the U and T, but since items and practices sel-
dom are borrowe'd by an adoptive culture with-
out some modification. the similarities perhaps

"The bibliography too is a disappointingtwo and
one half pages in length.

3The author would have benefited by consulting
Shalom M. Paul. "Heavenly Tabletsand the Book of
Life," J.4.NES 5 (1973): 345-53. Similarly, Van Dam
treats the Mesopotamian !nabbl1 as an "ecstatic" (p.
112), but there is no evidence. contextual or otherwise,
to suggest this. See already Howard Wohl. 'The Prob-
lem of the Mabbt1:' JANES 3 (1970): 112-18.




