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INTRODUCTION

At the beginning of the elghteenth century, the
Ashkgnazic community in Amsterdam was reaching the peak
of its development. Por the short span of four years
from 1710 to 1714, Zebl Ashkenazi, lmown to posterity as
Hakam Zebl, stoed at the head of this ketilllah. Latter-
day chroniclers of the commmity's history refer to him
as "the greatest Jewlsh scholar which The Netherlands
ever zaw . . . the most renowned of all chief raebbls of
the community . . . an unususl personality” and they de-
clare with pride that "his chief rabbinate brought
Amsterdam great fame in the entire Jewish world,"t It is
ironic that, In truth, during this brlefl period, Halcam
#ebl's rabbinate was beset by dissension and trouble, the
tension and discord culminating in & fierce polemic and
hls subsequent flight {rom Amsterdam.

The alleged Shabbethalanism of Nehemish Hayyun and
the seemingly heretical views expounded by him were the
maln issues of this controveray which involved Hakam Zebi,

the rabbi of the Ashkenazic community and Solomon Ayllion,

1yac Zwarts, Hoofdstukken yit de Geschledenls der

Joden in Nederland (Zutphen, 1929}, pp. 160-161.,
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hakam of the 3Jephardic kghillah, in & bitter feud, The
dispute over Hayyun was not confined $o the local con-
gregationa of Amsterdaw; cchoss of the arguments reverber-
ated throughout the Jewish communities of Furope and the
Orient. It was one of the last major conflicts with
Shabbethalanlam and brought to the forefront the philosophi~
eal and theologlcal dispubtes over which Jewry at the timg
became splintered into opposing fesotions.

Examination of the roles played by the principal
instigators of the quarrel in Amsterdam--7Zebl Ashkenazi,
Selomon Ayliion, Nehemiah Hayyun, Moses Hegle and Azron
de Pinto~--discloses many-parsonal and social factors that
entered into the deliberations and as a vesult of which
the difficulties in Amsterdan were intensified. To under-
_ﬁt&ﬁd the particular problems faced by Hakam Zebl, it is
negessary to inveatigate his relationship with his gongre~
gation prior to the disagreement with the Sephardim over
Hayyun,
| Information concerning the period of Hakam Zebi's
tenure a3 chiefl rabbi ie liwited. On the basils of isolated
documents and brief entries in the congregational minutes
David Moses Sluys, former secretary of the High~German
Congregatlion of Amsterdam, authored a short study of the
altercationa within the Ashkenazic gehillah during Hakam
Zebl's incumbency. On accoount of the many gapa in the

regords and the absence of sufficient factual matarial,
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 3luys' reconstruction of the events is based in large part

g .
on econjecture.” MNonetheless, hils srticle, Beelden ult het

leven deyr Hoosdultsen-Joodsehs Uemeente te Amsterdan in het

begin der 18e¢ eeuw, offers the most expliclt survey to date

of Hakam Zebl's relationship with the Ashkenazle authori-

tiles and contalins laportant data culled from the aynagogue
.‘

archives.

In the Meglllat Sefer, Hakem Zebi's son, Jaoch Enden,

presents & one-sided account of his father's tenure in
Amsterdam. Emden admits that with bhe passage of time many
efrtha events ha chronliclies have become hazy in his memgry.3
Indeed, several artlcles have been written to show inaccur—

i R
acles in Evden's prﬂaentatian.4 However, the Mezlllst Sefep

remeing a signiflicant source for the period sinece Emden's
report touches on the focal points of contention in Amsterdam

snd his comments and analyses are often revealing.

2ae, Sluyst own comments, "De Protocollen der
Hoogdultach~Joodache Gemeente te Amaterdam,” Bildrasen en

Mededeelingen van het Genootschap voor de Joodsche We-
Tenschap In Nederiand, 1V {1928), Ta7.

37acob Emden, Mesillat Sefer, ed. David Kahena
(Warsaw, 1896), p. 54.

hVida, ey J2 M, Hillesum, “Taewié Hirach Ashkenasie
{Chacham Tsewie)," Centwrsal Blad voor Israeliten in

Nederland, November 21, 1924, p. 11; David Kaulwann, Review of
Megillat Sefer by Jacob Emden, ed. D. Kahana, Monatsschrift
fir Geachichte und Wissenschaft des Judenthums, XLI %1@9?5,

. 333-336. -




The disagresments over Nehaﬁiah Hayyun occaslioned a
ya st litérature congisting of correspondence, pamphlebs and
polemical works., Many of these were publishad at the tine
by the rlval partles, In recent years nany of the periinent
letters and documents have been printed with oritical notes.
There are a mumber of documents which are still only avail-
able in manuseript forwm, Some of these hitherto unpublished
documents are slated to appear in & fortheoming issue of
Seggnct.5 Mueh has besn written regarding the different
agpects of the Hayyun guarrel 1o Amnsterdan. Hﬂwaver,'all

. these newly availadle sources wiil have to be exemined
meticulously before & definitive study can de undertalken,

Hla term of office as ratbi of the Ashkenazie con-
gragatlon mafks é eruclal period in the life hiﬁﬁary of Hakam
Zebl, Our purpose 1n this dlssertation 1z to chart the course
of Hakam Zebli's minlstxy in Amsterdam, to assess his ac-
complishments during this period and %o anélyze the cauges
of communal atrife which resulted in hils untimely departure
frow the olty. Study of these years throws 1ight on the very
interesting inberrelationship of 3ephardim and Ashkenazim in
Amgterdam, on the soclal and polltical structure of this

influential kenillah and on an important chapter in the

Shabbethalan dispute.

SMeir Benayahu, ed., Sefunot, letter to the writer,
December 13, 1964,
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CHAPTER I
EARLY LIFE OF HAXAM 7E3BI
A, Youth

‘Rabbi Zebl Hirasch Ashkenazl, kmown. to posterity
as Hakam Zebl, wasg helr to an illustrious tradition of
gminent scholarship on voth ai&es of his family. This
heritage was personified in both his father, Jacob ben
Benjamin Ze’eb,’ and his maternal grandfather, Ephrainm
ha-Cohien, who as his first teachers and meniars exercised
& profound infiluence on the éuurae of hig 1ife.

The antecedenta of the family stemwmed from the
outstanding civadel of Talmudie study-=-Vilna. It was here
that Rabbli Ephraim ten Jacob Cohen at the age of 20 becanme
aﬁ official of the Rabblinical Court of Rabbl Hoses Linma,
the Helkat Mehokek, in the year 1636, a position which he
occuplied unbil the fateful events of 20 vears later., During
this time he began to achieve widespread scclaim for his

gruditicn and halakile declsions. To one of the young scholars

line name Zebb is omitted by Jacob Fmden, Meglllat
fefer, ed. David Kshans {Warsaw, 1396), p. 3. It 18, how~
gver, included by Zebl Ashkenazl both in his responss,
Shedelot u'Teshubot Hakam Zebi (Amsterdsm, 1712) in the intro-
duction and in his dnnotations to the first edition of the
commentary Ture Zahab. Zebl Hirsch Ashkenazi ed., e
Zahab on Hoshen Mlshpat, by David Segal {Altona, 1892}, p.
976, Cf, Hayylm Abrahfim Wagenaar,T0ledot Ydubez {Amsterdam,
1868)’ '{). 50’ 1. ‘T!




Jacch ben Benjamin Zeleb, distinguished by excellence bokh
in character and learning, he gave hia deughter Nehamah in
marriage. Then begloning in the yesr 1643 and continuing
for a full decade there occurred Cossack masgacres that
devastated the greater psrt of Poland and Lithuania.
Lithuania was oceupled alaoc by the RBusalans and Swedes and
the slaughter was appalling. Wwhen disaster strueck the eap-
ital ity of Vilna on August 7, 1655, the family of Rabbi
Ephraim and his son-in-law were Emongst those who fled from
the onslaught of the Muscovite and Cogaack tPGO@ﬂ.E

In the confusion Habbl Jacob becane separated f{rom
the rest of the family and was selzed by attackers who thpeat-
ened him at sword's point. At the last moment they were
prompted by wereiful instinets and spared his 1ife. In
mortal fear Rabbl Jacob hid for a week among the slain,
foraging in the flelds at night in search of vegetables,
Witnesses of his ocapture assured Rabbl Ephraiw that his sopn~
in-law had been murdered and on the strength of their tes-
timony, Rabbi Heschel of Cracow--a Gaon of legendary fame--
granted the pr&sumed widow permission to regarry. She,
however, would not be comforted and fortunately refused

all offers for her hand. For six montha later, Rabbl Jecob

gﬁamuel Joseph Fuenn, Kiryah Nekmanah (Vilna, 1360),

p. 73,




wadse his way to thalcammunity of Trebltzch, where Rabbi
Ephrailm had been appointed chiafl rabbl, and was happily
reunited with hisz family.3

Owing to unsbtable military conditions Rabbi Ephraim
ha-Cohen fled %o Prague where he taught and lestured widely,
thence to Vienna, and from here 1n 18606 he moved to the olty
of Cfen~-also known &3 Budin and now incorporated in the
city of Budapest as the third district--to agespt & call Lo
the rabbiﬁate of this nobeworthy Jewish cammunity.u Rabbi
Jagoh's carser, at least in terms of positions held, was pate
terned cléaely on that of his father~in-law. In the interinm
having served as rabbl of Treditasch and oeoupied & similar
position at Ungarish Brod, he then followed Rabbi Ephraim
to ﬁfsn.s o

3ﬁegi;;a§ Sefer, p. 7. At the conclusion of his ac-
count Emden adds that subsequent to glving this decision which
very nearly had disastrous consequences, Rabdi Heschel re-
frained from granting permission to yemerry to the Bgunct
whose numbers werg swelled in those days of turmoil, Jeniel
Mattathiah Zunz, Ir he-Zedek (Lemberg, 1874}, p. 111, takes
issue with this report, noting a decision of R, Heschel with
regard {0 an'ggungh dated in the year ° 0 {1649-50) “one
year after this.” However, if we accept the date of the
riots in Vilna as the year 1655 {vide Fuenn, p. 15 and the
note of Mattathlah Straschun, ibid.,, p. 302) them the date
of thls decision would not be In conflict with Emden's remarks.

| 43udah Teib ha-Gohen, ed., Shefelot u'Teshubot Shefar
Efrayls by Ephraim ha-Cohen {Sulzbach, 1685}, Introduction,

Buexillat - ;72 0¥V 3R 7aX 2Py 11RAA
degillat Sefer, p. 5.1’11ya: 72 B2 12w n3 I v3d

7T Owd wORIBAN TTAPT D23 PIX TP1 waATva T"arY nen nbnnn
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In the year 1658, during the family's gojourn 4in
Moravia--in Trebitsch or Ungarish Brod--thers wan born to
3abb1 Jacob z son Zebl Hirsch who was to be the pride of
- hia famlly and his peeple.s Revered by Hephardinm and

Rahana in his note, ibld., p. 6, n. 1, has taken this rassaze
22 a reference Yo Ephraim ha-Cohen, David Eaufmann, too,
afates that in Trebitsch Rabbi Ephraim lodged abt the home of
the rich and influentisl) Relch-Ksufmann and taugh® his son,

- "Isak Schulhof, der Zeuze und Geschichtaschrelber der
“Erstiroung Ofens,” (esamuelte Sehrd feen (FPrankfort-am-Main,
1911}, p. 300. 7The text of th@'ﬁa§1llaﬁ Sefer, hovever, ssams
to be a direet reference to Rabbl Jacob and not %o his fathep-
in~law. Ag such 1t 1s inecluded by Fuenn, p. 85, in his shord
sketoeh on R, Jaocob's life, -
life includad in the introduction te the Shaar Bfravim we have
no reference to him as rabbi of Ungarish Brod.

- 6There has been some controversy as to the exact year
of birth and eity of blrth of Zebi Ashkenaszi, In thelr bpied
sketches the early blographers Zipfer, ‘Nothwendige Hinzmu-
flgungen, " Oplent, VII (1846), 597-99, and J, A. Frankel,
”B&ographisaha'Skizsen, Hirsch ben Jakob Aschienasie, ibid.,
757-61, who only had access to limited waterial, did recog~
nlze that the slgnature 173182 *TIowx »ay heed not necessarily
8ignify that Ashkenazi was a native of Ofen. But they were
mlstaken in their surmise that he was born in Vilna.  Subse-
quently David Kzhana published the M3, of Emden's avtoblography,
Megillat 3Sefer, the flrst part of whiech contalns a lengthy
Account of the viecisaltudes of the 1ife of his father, Halam
Zebl, and forms one of the most significant sources fop this
period. In this chronlcle {p. 7) Emden specifies only thas
his father was born after Jecob ZaK's escape]’71Y2 YIAR2 071y,
From the introduction to the Shear Efraylm we know that
Ephraim ha~Cohen remained in Trebltscn fop six years, If
Rabbi Jacod and his father-in-law were in that ¢lty ¢oncup-
rently then the child Zabl was born there during this period.
However, the sources are unclear a8 to Rabbi Jacob's tenure
of office and the duration of his 2oJourn in both Trebitaeh
and Ungarieh Brod end the exact birthplace of Hakanm Zebl has
not been determined. ' - '

in his eulogy Qn'his father, Enden sﬁaﬁas.thaﬁ Halam

Zebl was 58 years old when he dled. Yezlb Pitzanm (Kolomea,
i886), p. 10a. Following this, 1660 hag Irequently been given
as the yeaz%af Ashkenazi's bipth. Waganaar, p. 1; David

Kahana, Tolliot ha-Mekubbalim ha-3habbetha

In the acoount of Ephraim ha-{ohants
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Ashkenazim alike, honored as a leader of dynamism and courage,

Jakob ben Benjamin Zeeb Ashkenasie," Eneyclopedia Judaica,
IIT (1929), 484; Joshua Horowltz, "%ebl Hirach ben ye'kob
Ashkenazi," Eneyclopedila ha-Thrit « VII {1954), 1418,
The Duteh scholar, M. Roest, "Blografische en literaip.
higstorische bijdragen,” Jocdaceh-Iestariundlize BiJdragen
(1867), p. 7, came upon a variant date which 1s apparently
the correct one. The library of §. J. Loewenstamm, great-
grandson of Hakam Zebl, contalned a volume in which sevaral
works wvere bound together, many of them naving glosses
written by Zebl Ashkenazi and Jacob Ernden. In one of these
works -the 3efer ha-Bahur--Roest found the following remarks:
AR 1va¥ 798, PT 170%1 015% o"nn S1%% n'at 23w P32 ‘9 o1
23372 own ©"rRP ‘vw vay w3 xqpIn ‘eno INIIBR2 PMY v33 793
APYNTY DY TI307 K120 0713V Y utunbs RYA? gaab 1vTay
S A AR LY

The proximity of the above dake Lo the year deduced from
Yezib Pitpam, its inclusion in a coilection of books anno-
tated by Hakam Zebi and his son and the presence Iin the same
volume of another note in similar calligraphy, slgned

®KI??11 nP1an apye oINg

all indicate the likelihood that the Zebl mentioned 1s Zebl
Aghkenazl and that the insz2ription 1s'in the handwriting of
Jacokh ben Benjamin Zeleb himselr. On the basis of this
finding the birth date of Hakam Zebl is taken to be I Elul,
5418 (1658), giving him a 1ife-span of 59 vears.

In 8 critical response to Roest's article Wagenaar,
Ts'bi Hirsch ben Jacob Ashhk'nazi, " Letterkundigze Bijdrasen
{1867), pp. 11-13, points to the omisslon of the name 'Hirsch."
e interprets the lnseription as a reference Lo another son,
also named Zebl who was born 1n 1658 and prassed away before
the birth of Zebl Hirsch Ashkenazi (Hakam Zebi) in 1660. In
his Toledot Ya®Bbez published in the following wear, 1868,
Wagennaar gives 1860 as the date of Ashkenazi's birth, In
a note (p. 50, n. 21*) he comments on Roest's findings,
9902 (127oy 3pys) 13237 2937 7113 nx o9 sy P2P3 R2%1 nbap oxi

Of his own very dublous theory ne makes no wention here. One
wlght add that the Yiddish name "Hirasch' 1s omitted Irequently
in documents pertaining to Hakam Zebl. The practice of giving
two brothers the same Hebrew name is not custorary. Cf.

Judah ha-Hasid, 3efer ha-Hasidim, ed. Reuben Margolls
(Terusaled, 1960) p, 30,




he was destlned i0 be the outatanding Torah authority of his

generation,

1. ZEducation and Sephardic Influences

Zebl Hlrsch began his astudies unéaé the tutelage of
his fathar,? &n 1natruct0?*5ingularly sulted to transmit the
method and dialestic of Telmudic learning. Through him the
young boy, though separated by distance from the mainstreanm
of Jewlsh culture was yet introduced %o the undgue scholastic
traditions of the Pollsh and Lithuanian Talmud masters. For
Rabbl Jacob's father, Benjfamin Ze’eb ZaK had been numbered
among the Jages of Vilna whose reputation for profound
scholarship was unparalleled}a He had been an ocutatanding
student of Jacob of Iubiin® and had subsequently married his
daughﬁar.la Of the phenomenal memory of Rabbl Jacob Zak

Thegillat gefer, p. 7.

SFor a desoription of Vilna at the time vide the
tribute of Emden, ibid., p. 5, and cf. Fuenn, pp. 71~88.

Fnoth Jacoh of Lublin and his son Joshua Heschel of
Cracow were renowned as the feachers par axcellence of their
entire generation. Vide J, M. Zunz, pp. 104-114: Hayyim
Nathan Dembitzer, Kelilat Yori, IX {Cracow, 1893}, 30-65.

1°Megillat Sefer, p. 3. Emden's use of the ambliguous
eXpresglorl 30 2JPT 2OX hag led o various interpretations.
Wagenaar, Tbiﬁnt;'p. 50, n. 12, takes the text as a reference
to Rabbl Jaceb ZaK and considers Nehqmsh, daughter of Ephyaim
ha~Cohen, to have been Jacob ZaK's Second wife. This interw
prgtation is also followed by Dembitzer, I (Cracow, 1868),
91p, who describes the father of Hakam Zebl asg being a atudent
of Jacop of Lublin. On account of the discrepancles in chron-
ology that arise from the above viewpoint, Puenn, p. 88, haa
attributed the information in Megillat Sefer as & reference

to Benjamin Ze’eb, the grandfather of Hakam Zebi., This




nimaell, his disciple Davig Oppenheln, later chlef rabbl
of Prague and subsequently of all of Bohemia, was wont Lo
relate wonders. Certainly from the time that he sugcceded
his father-in~law as rabbl of Ofen (1678-16586) and founded
a Talmudical Academy in that town, Fabbl Jacob enjoyed wide~
spread recognition, his fame extending to Turkey and the
Holy Land,ll

From Rabbi Ephraim ha-Cohen to whom he refers aluways
dig Y123 7000 IPT 2910w, grandfather, my teacher, most
plous of priests,“ Ashkenazl also received instruction and
guidance.le The relationship fostered a closeness that was
in 1t¢self an education. Judah Lelb, Ephrailm ha~Cohen's young
aon, relates that he, too, studied under hip father together
with Zebl Hirsch, "the son of my sister, my CONLEmpOTAryY. « .

We grew up upon his knees.”!3  In hip responsa (no. 65)

lnterpretation seems to be in line with the ovents and is
followed by Kahana, Megillat Sefer, p. 3, n. 6. €. J. H,
Zunz, p. 113, n. 55, for his treatment of this matter and of
other discrepancies in Wagensar's aceount.

11Kagillgt Sefex, pp. 4.5,
lg;&&@@ Zebl, Introductlon; ibid., no. 65; Megillag

3shaar Efrayin, Introduction:
A73¥3 977 2903 3R IR 23X D0V rhnawy by 12 *nInR 12
2™ 7"ax 1™a rax "ann0 PAIIAN 1?23¥a0 12770 odws oonn
WITTRPI 1IWIPAIT 13%7a03 1273 Yy L. 9RVAW? n1%71n9 YRIRY PP
TP 0y awisw abiva ovhavy oo




Hakam Zebl mentlons an lnsbance of a widow in Vienna per-
mitted to remarry before 24 months had elapsed despite the
fact that she was the mobher of an infant of nureging age

énﬁ ha cltes the deelslon in this particulay case es he
heard it from his grandfather's lips.lg Bat Rabbl Ephraim
was Lo be more than an instructor to his grandson; he was

to be a model and example to him in every area., To the
rabbinate of Qfen, Rabbi Ephralm brought new glory, devalop~
ing its latent spiritual reservoirs into a pulaating Jewlsh
cammunity,ls e turned down an offer. to vecupy & rabbinical
post in Jerusalem, shooming to remain in Ofen in order to
prepare his works for publication, P Part of these, posbe
humously sublished under the title, Zhatar Efragig,lT'gava

saple evidence of his penetrating insight and eﬁmpyah@méiva

knowledge. Humerous responsa addrassed to Torah luminarics

[H]

1ﬁggkam Zebl, no, £85: 7112 P17an 7IRANW By v37vyan
: .st 1970 0%W19R yw Yya nIvno2w Tronn el 4

Cf. Dembitzer, II, 49a, n. 6. Kaufwann, Schriften, IX, 304,
R, 3, inaccurately refers to “das Kind das sie sn der Brust

hatte.” The basis of the halakie declsion was precisely the
fact that the mother was not nuraslilng the child,

l6ghatar Efrayim, Introduction.

e Shatan Efrayim was printed by Rabbi Ephrain's
son, Judah Leib, in Sulzbach in the year 1688, Ephratm haw
Cohen's other work, a commantary on the Torah entitled
Ma@agah Efrayim," apparently remained in Ms, Vide Fuenn,
Pe T4,



| in the Bast and VWest give wiiness to the universal regard

in which he was held by nis contam?orariea.lg voming from

a family that prided itself in an ancestor, Habbi Eilijah

Ealal Bhem of Helwm, who according o legan§ mentiloned by

Hakam Zebl {resp. 93), had by means of kabbalistlc incanbse
blons created a homunculus (golem), Rabbl Ephralm was no
stranger to the hidden lore and 1ts wysteries.*? He was noted,
too, for an extreme plety and asceticisw, habltuaslly fasting
,ﬁéya on end. kThis inclination to mysticism did not, however,
interfere wlth his objective scholarﬁhip.ga T0 the 1mpfasaians
of these yeara one can trace many of Zebl Ashkenazils laber
interests: his knowledge of and familiarity with Kabbalah®l

80 important in the quarrsl with ﬁaﬁemiah Hayyun, his maater-
ful competence in the I'ield of halakah and his uncompronising
view of the role of a rabbl in the community--an attitude

that waz to atand out as a leitmotif in his career,

33?1de, 8., shalap Efvayin, resp. nos. T1 and 102
addressed to Mosea Galanbe; noas. 35, 52 and 79 addresasd %o
Gersghon Ashkenazl; nos. 93 and 107 to Eliakim Gotz; no, Th
to Moses ben Hablb of Jerusmalenm,

'_ 19§@  11at Sefer, p. #4; Emden, Sheblat Yatabesz
- {Altona, 1759%; i1, no. 82, :

204aptllat Sefer, loa. cit.; Shatar Efreyim, Inbro-
duetion, '

alﬁégillat Sefer, p. 17; Zmden, Yazlb Fit By DP.
5 and 196; idem., Siddur Beb Yatakob (Lembérs, 1900), p. 9a.
Contemporaries referred to Hakam Zebl as TPeRN PRIpAn”
Jide, e.g., the letters addressed to Ashkenazl by Naphtall
Cohen, printed by David Kaufwann,. "La Lutte de R. Naftali
&ogengaontre Hayyoun,” REJ, XXKVI, 272-286 and XNXVIX,
QT L-283,




10

Under the aegls of hig father and grandfather Zebl
Hirscin applied himgelf to his studies with diligence and
zest, sxhibliting unusual promise and capablilities from his
earliest youth. As early ag 1676 he wrote his first pab-
binleal responsum which although unpublisghed has heen pre-
served in Ma.22 Hakam Zebl may have omitbed many of his
early responsa from the brinted edition of nigs works on
account of their lengthy nature, His son; Jaeob Emden, wasy
in posseassion of theae ﬁ%&.‘but had diffieulty in deciparing
them for they had been transeribed in Sephardic charnoters,®3
This is not Burprising for Zebi Ashkenazi spent hig forma-

tlve years in & Jephardic-oriented envirvomment, The clty

of Ofen to which he vame at the age of elght was the furtherw-
most outipost of the Turkish Empire in rurope, Altho&gh the
Sephardic element in the community conslisted of a nmere 30-odd
fawilies and in halakio mabbers the Ashkenmzic tradision
prevailed even in eivil disputes,® the influence of the
powerful Sephardlic centerps in Turkey, in particular that of

ngagenaar,Toledat, P« 52, n. 55, The Desporsun
begins, p»nd qsyx 3R nONOw 7iwxan pomn py "3 ,x"py 17433
P¥? 133750 xin PODAAT NIOYY 2391y vag PP 13fyys 10°3 wina apy®
13372 w1 nanvn Tnvina 237 nnn?y R0 7ok vy 73770 027907 o 2poy
<128 ,133%3 0790 wpnog IORI?Y nanx

“SMegillat serer, p. 8. Duden, ibid., pp. 17, 51,
notes that sectiong o the Mas, may have been losh, He rg-
calved the “esponsa In a state of dlsorder fopr they had
pgssed through several hands bhaefore eoming into his posses-
sion,

E&Hakam Zebl, no. 61,
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Salonlea, manifestogd itself in both inatitutions and custons,
In thelr generous support of Torah communities in Jerusalem,
Safed and Balonies, their economic contack with the countries
of the Fast and thelr perasonal etbvitudes pe subjects of the
Turkish ingdow, one could detect among the Jews of Ofen a
definite gravitation towards the Oriens.25 uie affinity

to the East prompted Rabbi Ephraim to send his cherished
grandson Zebi o Salonica in order to eontinve his edueation
there, to investigats the wethods of the Sephardic Talmd
masters and to begome a fuli-fledzed savant,

Already in hiz ztudens Gays Zebl Ashkenszi's pe-
latlonship with Sephardim ¥as not limited to Buperiicial
eontacts. In Salonlea, Ashkenazi abtended the school of Rabbi
Elijan Covo, author of thﬁ.ﬁaagensa Adderet Eliynnu®5 ang
visited several other Jephardic seminaries, He seens %o have
toured extensively and o have bravellea &0 and from Ofen
Beveral times. Idttle ig recorded of his esperiences durdng
theae yaaré, but his sarly Yeaponsa serve as an itinerary to
his travels, Arviving in Adrianople, he meb an dszhkenszic

rabbl, Rabbi Jacob Striemapr o whom reéap, 7 of the Teahubot

95Kaufmann,,§cnrifteg, II, 300-301,

20Ma211188 sager, p. 3. Elijah Covo died 2n Salonles
in the veap 153§._ The Adderst Eldvahy sonsdating of 43

reésponsa wag pringed is Gonstantinople 4n 1739 together with
the responsa of Josanh Handali, wnder the title of Shene




Hakam Zebl is addressed. UWhen Rabbl Zphraim passed away
n June 3, 1673, viebtim of 2 murderous plague that wrought
?havce in the aemmunity,27 Ashlkenazi was appesvantly in Ofen
‘as we se¢ from responswn 141, dsted Tammuz of that azme
_yaar*zg The followlng vear {1579} Ashkonazi returnad once
imﬁre to the Balkans engaging.in gcholarly discussiona with

“the hakam of Belsrade Jooeph Almosnino, author of the

“dut_bi-Y¥ehosef, with whoge opinions he disagreed in a
lengihy responsum {no. %l).ég From Alwosning he way likely

“Tanatar Efpayin, Introduction.

: 2$$hisnpolnt is wade by Kaufmann, Schriften, II, 305.
From the dates 1t appesra Lo be a correct conclusion. Other
scholers saintalin that Helam Zebl remnined in the Bast, leave
ing 3alonies 1n 1572, travelilng via Belgrade and Constantin-
ople and raturning to Ofen in 18680, 6f. Enoyclopsdin Judaica,
XIXII. 454%; Solomopn A, Rosanes, Korob ha-Yehudim bi-Turkysh we-
Artzet ha-Keden {(Sofla, 193451, 1V, 250.

Egﬁeuban Margolis, "Le Tolalot Anshe Shem be-Lvov,"
Sinpl, XTI (2952), 88, notes that a responsum writion bY
Hakam Zebl 1s included 1in Almesnino's ‘Edut bi-¥ehosefl, IX
Constantinople, 1733)}. The responsum, No. 20 (srroneously
listed by Margolis, l1o¢. cilt., as No. 27} consludes:
WINPT YIRN Py wY wn RIN H0TT PIRD TIVIRD 7i¥Y PR oON
2277 8In? wHwa? 13T Kx¥* 1730%p 1M™3 padran 270 1T Koo Yy
DYTPR n1?> nwei1? anndw1 aonp® *hxsn RY 90KR? 79 DXRY NINYR
RIP? 737 N7 D 1787w IPH 2T WRIT NITITT 1737YSY MIKWD
- » 113 2T20wWR APV IMMINIR2 Y3 wWIR RYY OVDI0 ?D TR

Hakam Zebl's moqualntanceship with Almosnine llkely goes back
to the latter's contact with Ephreim he-Cohen. Almosnino was
aocused of heresy for explaining Lev, 1:4 as s referecnce to
Armlel and Exed. 31128 &8 a referenge o the golden calf.
Ephralm ha~Cohen of Cfen was approached regarding this mabe
ter. Shalar Efravim, no, G4; Sdut bi-Yengsef, I (1711}, no.
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have heard the legends regerding the death of whabbethal
gebi.3a Responsum 168 regarding an envoy from Bebron whom
he met in Belgvade also dates from this veriod.3}

AshRenazi rapidly achievad a raputstlion as a con-
summete scholar. Emden reports having soon letéeps writien
by Rabbl Ephrais haw-Gohen to Hakam sebl whilst the labter
was yet sbudylng in Szlonlos 4in whleh Rabbl Ephraim adw
drasgzed his grandson in a2 mannep befitting a mature and ven~
erated scholap,s2 Ageording to Azulat'y acewunﬁ, when
Agnkenazl made a Lrdp to Constantinople in 1595, the entive
eommunlty were sxceedingly impressed by his keen intellect
and astowded to find such encyalopedic knowledge and pro-
found zrudition in a comparatively youns person.33 1
Conatantineple the Sephardin vonferred upon Zebl Ashienazi
the title "Hakam" an appellatien usually reserved for thelr
oun rabbis.3% Zebi Ashkenazi retsined this title throughout

his 1life and is known o us as "the Hakam Zebi." There 1

3lihe envoy, of whom there 1s no mention in tha
Tespongwn, 18 identifled by Rosanes, icg. elt., an Rahbi
David ha-Cohen., In Kaufwann, Sehriften, II, 203, n. 4,
this reaponsum is inscourataly cifed az no. £5,

Egﬁegiliat Sefer, p, 8,

33$ayyim Joseph David Azulal, Shem ha-Gedolin _
be-sholew, annotated by Blazer Gartenhous (New Yook, 1958),
£, 167,

Sﬁﬂaloman Buber, Anshe 3hem {Cracow, 1895), p. 187.
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only one other rezorded instance of an Ashkenazic rabbi
having adopted this appellation, namely Hakam Isaac
Bernays f1792~1849) rabbl of the Ashkenazie community in
Hamburg.35 It has been asserted that Hakam Jebl received
cordination Irom Rabbl Heyylwm Benveniste, author of the

o . .
Responsa Ba'e Hayye.3° pnis 15 tmprovable for Benventste

‘paseed awsy in the year 1673 befors Hakam Zebl's known

trip to the orient.

35xirach Jacob Zimmels, Ashkenazim and Sephardim:
‘Thelr Relatlons, Differences, and Problems as Reflected in

the Rabbinical Responsa (London, 1958), p. 69. In the oase of
Hakam Bernays the title did not denote closeness wlth Sephardin,
it way have been uzed as an eplthet depleting Bernays' sagacity
and erudition. Eduard Duckesz, Imwah lz-Moshad (Cracow, 1903},
p. 1180, Possibly:it was an appelliation used by Bernays--a
milltant opponent of the Reform movement~-to abtract fallowers
to whom the title "rabbl’ aight have an unpleasant connotation.
David Ochs, "Reform und Antireform im Deutachen Judentum im
XIX. Jahrhunderi bla zur Trenvung (18?6;“ {unpublished Ph.D.
dissertation, University of Vienna, 1934), p. T,

361n'his oritical notes appended to Buber's book,
Anshe Shem, p. 247, Jeseph Loswenstein gives as the source
for the ordination of Hakam Zebil a responsum of Rabbi Hayyim
Benveniste, included in the Shdelot u'Teshubot Bafe Hayve.
(3alonica, 1791), I. no. 73.  Therein is contained an approba-
tion of a homiletlical volume whose author is referred to as an
Ashkenazlec rabbi,

"e1IOWR DON q2Nw DPwIIT Moo Yy cnaanw Ancon”

~&nd an ordinatlion of that particular rabbi who la nawed,

ﬂ.l "

91 ?TIowR 73X ''nan obwn oonn!

From the date glven "nenn" 3.e.,1655 1t would appear to
be impossible that this responsum should refer to Hakam Zebi
wWho was born either that very year or cloge to it. Horedver,
Benveniste himself died in 1673 before the time of Ashkenagi's
known trip to the East., In the responsum there 13 no mention
of the precoclous nature of the candidate as there would

doubtless have been had this ordination been conferred upon &
mere youth,
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In 1880 Ashkenazi was back in Ofen where his advies
wag saughf in the problem of one Tsaprti bat Joseph whoé@
husband had travelled bo Adrianople but of whose where-
abouts she had no further knowledge. Hakam Zebi showed
exceptional penetration and astutencas in freeling her frou
the bonds of Ygeun.3" Por the next few years Ashkenazi
settled 1n Ofen, marrying the daughter of a prominent mambarp
of the community., Hig father-in-lay iiberally supplied him
with all his material needs 2nd eatablished him as an inde-
pendently wealthy man. But the beaceful interluvde came to
an end when Ofen became a battleground. In 1684 imperial
troops under Carl von Lothringen besleged the elty whioh
was finally selzed on September 2, 1686. 1In thiz yeay
Hakam Zebl was approached regarding litigation that arome
following the death of a woman and child during the Blege
and his deelsion on the matter is included in the printed
edition of his works.3® Thougn nshkenazi suffered the hoprop
of seeing hls wife and only daughter killed by a eannon shot
and the losz of asll his belongings including hie valuable
library, he himsels eéacaped from the beleaguerad ¢ity and

- fled %o Sarajevo where he was appointed rabbi and in which

3?3&k§g729b1, no. 95,

38
ibid., no. 61,
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post he remainsd until 1@8?.39

2. Sarajevy

The locale of Ashkenasi's first essay in the rabblre
ate was a wealthy and Iinfluentilal community, Although the
Sarajevo Jews showed respect and deference to Hakam Zebl as
their spiritusl leader,aﬁ contention arese which may have
been a factor leading to his resignation. Ashkenszi had
decided a law sult against a certaln Jamuel Almoli. - Almoli,
who was both alfluent and powerful, allled with one Hiyya
Hayyun known as ha-Oruk {the Tall One) interfersd in the |
eommunal govermment and succeeded 1in axiling Ashkenazi.gl
Thereupon the elders of the community gathered ﬁag&th&f on
19 Adar I, 1658 and plaéed Almoli under the ban., Almoll
later relented ané the Sarajeve comunity sought the advice
of Rabbl Aharon Perahya Hayyim ha-Cohen in Salonica as to
whether 1t would be permissihle for them to release him from
the ban. Rabbi Ahapon reaponded that Alwmoli could be rvew

stored toc his origlnal status on the condition that he would

391b1d., IntreductionzInbw>1 71°¥ya MT5%3 oT0 FIRILYP9

31?722 K773012 YIRD WX 11720 RIR® PUPI DOOYTP TRE vy oOpUN

Of. Meglllat Sefer, pp. 8~9. Judah Leib ha-Cohen, also,

- vefers to Ashkenazi as rabbl of Sarajevo, shatap Efreyim,
Introduetion. 'The capture of Ofen was an incident of the

Var of the “Holy league"--Austria, Poland and Venlce--agalnat
the Turks,

40yec111at Sefer, p. 9.

41Jacob Emden, Torat ha-lerhot (Austerdam, .17?a),
P. 276; Nehemiah Hayyun, Ha-Zad febl {Amsterdam, 1714 R
Introdustion. i )
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repeni and deport himselfl with proper demeanor thene@farﬁh.&g
In the histarle polemic of Hakem Zebl 1n Awsterdam this
incident assumes speclal importance. We shall ses that
Ashkenazi mistook Nghemiéh Hayyun for this Hiyya ha-Oruk

and the eonfuslon engendered afiected the course of the
guarrel. In the rponth of Ab or Elul Ashkenszi returned so
Sarajevo. When the news aﬁrive& that Prince Ludwig of Baden
and his attacking forees were approaching Sarajevo Ashkenazl
determined to flee once again.&3 His decision was atraﬁgth~
ened when he {inally received word of the fate of his paprenta.
Rabbl Jacob and his wife, who had been taken as prisonepra-
of-war by the Frussian mercenaries when Ofen was eaptured,
were rangomed by the Jewish cormunity of Berlin bub they did
not meet their son again until he hed settled 4n Altona as
head of the Yeshiva 4 '

Qgﬁoaanes, 1V, 251, c¢iting 3heblot u!'Te hubot Farah
Matteh Aharaon (Amsterdam, 1703), 11, no. &5, T

43

Rosanes, log, cit., 17.

auﬁollowing his meeting with his son in Altona,
Rabbi Jacob travelled via Poland to the Holy Land. After
his wife's dewmise he married agaln at the behest of the
Jerusalem Sages. His second wife, Judith, was tha daughter
of Naphtall Cohen, chief rabbi of Prankfort~an-Main, Jacob
“ak died in Jerusalem at the age of 73. Vide the purtion
of Megillat Sefer printed in Ha-Mehsef {Altona, 1810), p.
89, This information is omitted in NMegilliat 3efer, ed. .
Kahana. . '
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3. Lontact with the 3habbethal Zebl Movement

During his stay in the Kast, Ashkenazl waa an eye-
witness to the licentlousness of the followers of Shabbethal
Zebl. Doubtless his first fateful contact.with Lthem had
been 1in Ofen for that city had been seething with interest
in the activitiles of the pseudo-messian.?> The English

Consul in Ismir who travelled in 1666 from Conatantinople to

Ofen wrote:

It was strange to see how the faney took and how fast
the report of Shabbethal and his doetrine flew through
all parts where Jews inhabited and so deeply poszessed
them--that in all ., . |, places from Constantingple to
Buda (which it was my fortune that year to travel) I
percelived & sirange transport in the Jdews, none of
them attending to any bhusiness, unless to wind up
former negotiations, and to prepare themselves and
families for a journey to Jepusalem. All theip dis~

courses, their dreams and diaggsal of thelyr affairs
tended no other design. . . .

In Salonica and Adrlanople, where Shabbethalanism was rampant,

Ashkenazl became wmore intimately acqualnted with the aberra-

tions of this schismatic movemwent, In later years he told
his son, Emden, many of his recollections frém this period
and deplicted to him the sorcery and untoward conduct which
characterlzed the Shabbethalans, He described having himselfl

45Kau_fmann, Schriften, II, 301. _

u631r Paul Ryecalut, The Histo of the Turkish Empire
from the Year 1623 to the Year 1677 iLondon, 1637}, cited by
Jacob R. Marcus, The Jew 1n the Wedleval World {Cineinnati,
1938), p. 262, : _
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saén the women practleing witcheraflt purporting to kill
evlil spirits and exhibiting the blood which they had shed.d7
Jeapt Striemer, the Ashxenazlc rabbl whom Hakam Zebl had
gucountered in ﬁdriangpla,&g was an aprdenb-bellever in
Shabbethai Zebl untll the latter's converalon; bub despise
blis 3habbethalasn leanlngs, Sbriemer renained plous and
wetlculous in observance,’? Samuel Almoli, oo, with whom,
as has been noted, Hakam Zebi had ¢ontended in Sarajevo and
whe was destined to he the fathey-in-law of Hehemlah Hayyun
iz described by Hakaw Zebl as an inveterate sinner,
Aghkenazl recounte that 1t was common for anccﬁth and hase
pecple to declare themselves as prophets and deseribes one

instance in which such a self-styled soothaayer digputed with
A1m911.5q The clrcunstances of the death of Shabbethal Zebi
himself are shrouded in mystery. ILeib ben Ozer, whose
ehronicle i3 one of the basic documents regarding these
avents, cites ﬁakam Zapl aé the source of his information,
In translation the original chronlele yeads:

2ut I heard a&s a c¢ertalnty from a trustworthy person

thet Shabbethal Zebl died in a place that is ealled

hevre Arnot in Belgrade in the country of Apnotlok

/Albanis/ beside the water according to his request.
He lay 11l for several days with coliec angd died of 1t

&?Emdeﬁ, Torat ha-keﬁéat, p. 5a.
ag@f., Jupra, p. 12,

49%mden, Torat ha-geract, p. 55.

SQIbig., pP. 9. The reference here is to Samuel
Aympli .
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and wa% burled on the Day of Atonement. Regarding
thls there has given witness Hakaw Joseph Almosnino
chief rabbl of Belgrade who had personally heaprd it
from a8 Turk who had been with Shabbethal Zebi dur-

ing his sickness and had taken an active vart in his
burial,

There also gave witness on this matter our chilef
rabbl Elrsch who 18 called Hakam Zebi: that Shabbethal
Zebil died in Arnot Belgrade and was buried on the Day
of Atonement. He was not buried among Arabs; this
¥as according to his testament, He requested his
people to lay him alone beailde the vater and indeed

they 4id bury him in thig manner. In this land there
ilve no Jewa whatsoever,>l

Seholem has pointed out the likelihood that the

- verslon of the story of Shabbethal Zebl's death as it was
 told %o him by a Turk was then transmitted by Almosnino to
- Hakam Zebl when they met in Belgrade in 1679.52 quite
apart from the question of the historleal veraclty of this
version of Shabbethat Zebl's death, this account does in-
dicate clearly Hakam 2ebits closeness to baaié sources and
hls knowledge of Shabbethaianism from within,

Noteworthy as a key to Zebi Ashkenazi's attitude to

the ma#ement are the following anecdotes stiil belileved in

51The c¢hronlele 1s cited from & Ma. by Yitzhak
Ben~Zvi, "Mekom Keturato Shel Shabbethai Zebl weha-@dah
ha-Shebbethait be-Albaniya,” Zion, 17, XVII 1952), 75.
52gershom Scholem,  'Hejan met Shabbethal Zebi,"
ibid., p. 79. The exact clrcumstances surrcunding these
events are subject to debate. Both Schelem and Ben Zvi
acespt 1676 as the year of Shabbethai Zebl's death, Ben
Zvi 18 of the opinion that the faets corroborate the account
of Lelb ben Ozer and that Shabbethai Zebl dled in Arnot
i.e, Berat, Albania, Scholem, on the other hand, accepts
the tradition preserved among Shabbethalan seholars that
Shabbethal Zebl died in Duleigno.
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Adriaheple, a clty at the heart of the Shabbethaisan aglta~
‘tion where traditions are tenacious. According to legend,
.1n order t¢ establish his messianie cléim; Shabvethal Zebl
‘flew in the air liked a winged. creature, ' Hakam Zebi dupli-
cated this feat by soaring through the air from the window
of one house to that of anobher, thus invalidating
Shabbethal Zebi's messlianic pretensions by demonstrating

that this was a tour de force and by no wmeans a miracle, To

this day the people of Adrianople identify these two houses
as the scene of this oecurrence, They relate also that
Hakam Zebl's wife was no more credulous than he. To 1llus-
trate her viewpolnt she once jokingly put cotton in the
meat~ple, explaining to her husband that this dish was aym~
bolie of the ways of the Shabbethaian charlatans whosé outer
appearances belled their true nature,33 fThe fact that these

legends are assoclated in pepular tradition with the name of
;ebi Ashkenazl serves to underscore the fact that Hakam Zebi

- was known even in his youth as an unrelenting foe of
Shabbethaianism who Isbufgh‘c to shatter its delusions. Militant
~Opposltion to the sect manifested already at this early stage

of his life was to become a deternining factor in his entire

Career,

" 53Related by Abraham Danon, a native of Adrianople,
Documents et Traditions sur Sabbatail Cevi et sa Secte, "

REJ, XLVII, 104; idem,, Kgt Y¥ehudilt Muslemanit bi-Eretz
Turgemah, " Sefer ha-Shana, I (Warsaw, 1900), 178.
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It is nofeworthy that ﬁshk@nazi’a ount father Jacob
Zak of Vilna has been labeled a Shabbethalan., Graetz
writes that ", . . a learned Talmudist, Jacob Ashkenazl of
Vilna whose son ang grandson becawne zealous persecutors of
the Shabbethaianz . . , declaved » membar af the community
worthy of death, because he would not say the blessing for
| Shabiethal Zebli." This pilece of information is presented
by Grastz without any reference to source .5* The s01€ source
for thils accusation is a work that stems frow the pen of the
arch-enemy of Zebi Ashkenazi, Nehemiah Hayyun. In his book,

ﬂhnzad Zebl Hayyun writing some fifty years after the events
deseribed, speaks of Ashkenazi's father ag

-+ » « the great bellever in Shabbethai Zebl [Jacov, A7
who was in the city of Budin called in the Gerwan lang-
uage Ofen, he is the aone who caused the death of &
Jewlsh soul because /the man/ did not pronounce the
blesaing for §Qe iife of Shabbethal Zebl in the ayna-
gogue and he /Jacob Z./ pronounced the man guilty of
lese-majeste against the Eingdom of David and therefore
permitted the blood of this Jew to be ghed, Ooncggning
this matter there are witnesses here Limsterdan/,

In his diatribe Hayyun writen that Hakam Zebi apenly sancw
tioned murder, that whanever he tame he caused countliess

transgressions and that the communities of AHW (Altona, Hamburg,

' 54Hainri¢h Graetz, Geschichte der Juden (Leipzig, 1868),
- %, 239, Cf. A. L. Frumkin's sharp critieism of Graetz, Toledot
Hakme Yerushalsavim {Jerusalem, 1928-30), II, 152, 1In hia

- defense of R. Jacob Za¥, Frumkin polints out internal disecrep-

&ncles in Hayyunts account, In themselves these diserepancies
are, however, inconclusive.

551ntrcduction.



Wandsbeck) rejoiced publicly upon his &aparture.56 No one

lends credence to these accusatlons. It i3 recognized that

the allegations are wild and irregponsible and that the
entire document 13 one web of falsehood. To single out this
one charge for cltation 1a but an expreasion of preconceived
% pre3udice. Contemporary scholars who have done exhaustive ra-
?Tsearch on the Shabbethal Zebl movement have uncovered no
:ffurther corroborative evidence connecting Jagob ZsX of Vilna
with the Shabbethalans.5T In all other documents he is
fapakan of with the highest esteem.>® It 13 known that many
fof the rabbinic leaders of the time were tinged with the
habbethalan bellef and there are recorded instandes of
Qh&lakic declsions similar to the one mentloned ghoveS9 but
 thare is no warrant for asaocliating these events with this

particular person, nemely Jacob ZaK of Vilna.

57Scholam, Shabbethal Zebl weha~Tenlh Ha —chabbet it
angwa Hagzav {Tel Aviv, 189577, 11,7467,
‘ 5%4e 1s referved to bg Hakam Zebi as  "Pnavon aqan
ﬁgkam Zebl, nos. 1, 13, 17, 1

%ha*ar Efraxim, nos, 111 and 112, Jecob 22X was Ephraim

a~Cohen's honored envoy to Radd Moses Hayylim of 3aloniea.
Ibid., no. 68. Judah Laib ha~Cohen, ibid., kuntres sharon,
refers to R. Jaeob a8;

: IPY® 1120 Y5950 nhwn 2NN M2 noan M3

P OT TPYn voval

SQSchclem, loe, cit.

rveeiiamma

s 20, 25, T7, 86, 95, 135 and@bwn >3nn"
150." Ephraim ha-Cohen rafers to him as, 2PV AMnp3 15 r1xnn 19711

13



24

The family of Rabbi Jacob was known as Zak, It isa

"0 after nis name.®! Ashkenazi's adoptlon of this Sephardie

:graetice is all the more curious in one wno emphatically

gxpressed himselfl as wighing his famlly to maintain stead-
f&étly Aghkenazie minﬁggim. Zmden relates that hia father
refused lucrative offers to become rabbi in the Sephardic
communities of London and Leghorn for this very reason,52

Hakar Lebl eontinued to sign his name in this fashion through~

out his life, even while living in Ashkenazic cities. It is

ﬁbﬁt remarkable that his son, Jacob Emden,

ulogy ©"o 6o his signature,03

Opneyclopedia ha-Thrig, VII, 418; Engyelopedia
Judaica, III, .

6lﬁakam 2ebl, nos. 5,6, 8, 10, et al

62}185&11§t Sefer, p. 35; Zaden, Sheelat Ya tabez, I,
170, . v

also appended the

©31bid., I, nos. 3, 5, 7; 11, 3, 6, 8, &t al. The
Beaning of the letters »w'o 1g disputed., According to some
Authorities ©'"o iz an abbreviation of sephardi tahor
dencting a non-Marano: descent. One scholarnfs vlew 1s thag
the letters stand fop sanct, indieating martyrdom. Another
Obinlon 18 thatv'o is an abbreviation fop sofo tob intended
88 2 prayer and dating from the time of the persecutions 1in
Spain., The most widely accepted view is that of Leopold
Zunz, Zur Geschichte und Literatur (Berlin, 1845), v. 314,
¥ho maintains that®'o i3 an abbreviation for sofo tob,
intended za a general prayer with no reference to any particulap
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In the final analysis one cannot minimlze the of-
 feot on Hakam Zebl of his prolonged stay in the Zast. He

-gasimllabed hablts of the Sephardim, adopted some customs

and versions of theirp liturgyﬁﬁ acquired knowledge of their

histordical events, This explanation accounts fop the usage
of "0 hefore the great persagubtions in Spain {e.g. by

. Agger b, Yehiel and R. David Abudraham), Vide Zimmels,
1. 2 6"‘7; .
S The theory that the lettersu"o asignify Fephardi
tahor 18 obviously the most difficult to reconeile with the
-use of these letters by Hakanm Zebl. The term has frequently

gen taken to denote some indication of family purity ang
non-submission to enforced apostasy. Cf, Baruk ha~Levi
Zpstein, Mekor Baruk (Vilna, 1928), I, 693. In the 1ight
f this faet it is interesfing to note that among Ashkenazioe
ews we find a similar usage in the form of an expression
dded to the name of descendents of martyrs. Appiled orig-
nally to single individuals sas kadosh, the epithet became
fawlliar one among German Jews who frequently called
emgelves Zak, Zack. Vide L. Zunz, Gesammelte Jchrlften

lin, 1676), III, 285. We also find this name aseribed
he desecendents of individuals who withatood coercive
version, ﬁshkenaq;'s famlly called themselves by this
@ @iP 93T ,P7T ZeK, of the holy seed, indleating that
their anceators hed, for generations, been tried end tested
in persecutions and had remained Bteadfast in their beliefs.

' HloaBh SSLEK, P. 35 NOLESIspsyn 9Maninn moys ntyn
1% D onnows ow oionY® 1*an13 1°n T2 PUY vran crnywr o'ye
PAIRTI D01 a1T2WAT 0177A0 *2%2 nroingy 8?3102 233 wy1p vAT

- «073I2TIPA TISWR 2T20N 2%17A8 01717 nnnn ‘ab 0>32K3

It 1s perhaps too far-fetched to suggest that Ashkenazi found
the usage of p'p interpreted among the Sephardim with whom he
Came in ¢ontact as an indication of purlty and maptyrdom and
:h 3 -he culogy u"o after -his signabure as a somewhat
Penote synonym for the p'r of his family name, However, the
barallel 1s en interesting one.

wmeﬁ: Siddur, pp. 125 and 107,



anguages-~Turkish, JSpanish and Italian§5~~&nd bezeans in-
imately acqualnted with thelr mode of 1ife and familiar

ith their methods of study. In his relationship with
Sephardim there persisted throughout nhis 1ife the warmth

nd affectlion of & kindred aspirit. Nevertheless, the pre-
ominant Influsgnce in hiz iife remained that of his early
precsptora Rabbl Jacob and Rebbl Ephralm ha-Cohen who hed

| alled from the inner coterle of Vilna scholars. Ultimately
Hakaw Zebl must be consldered an Ashkenazie scholar and his
‘works are snother link in the chain of his teachers' tradition.
‘In the introduction to hils responsa collection, it is to the
£ransforming nature of thelr direction that h2 pays personal
‘trlbubte and to its ablding influence upon his 1ife that he
himself atteata:

Tnere flocked to me scholars and men of understand-
ing . « » SPhirsting to hear the word of 4«4, which %
recelved from my forefathers, wmy holy depzrted teachers,
my revered father, the very competent Rabbl Jacoh, may
his memory be blessed, whose honored vesting place 18 in
the Holy City of Jerusalem, and wy maternal grandfather,
the great Gaon, most plous of prleats, the splendor of
Israel, Rabbl Ephraim ha~Cohen, may his wmemory be blessed,
author of the Shatar Efrayim. Thelr wisdow has stood by
me, enabling me to become an arblter of the law, arousing
attention in study and it iz their mggit that has made my
reputation known in the world. . . .

05 .
Megillat Sefer, p. 16.

66@akam gebi, Introductlon.
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B, Altona

The perilod beginning when Hakem Zebl left Sarajevo

- for the great Ashkenazic centers until he wds called to the

 rabbinate of Amaterdan some two decades later, cenatlitutes

the most productlive portion of his life. In any attempt to

evaluate Hakem Zebl's minlatry 4n Anmsterdanm and teo assess

‘with 8 measure of falrness hisg reactions to the difficulties
that arose there one mus£ take note of the significance of
these intervening years. Ashkenazi's contribution to thea
cultural development of the Triple Community of Altona,
Hemburg, Wandsbeek (AHW) is dealt with in detall in Emden's

aulobliography, Megillat sSefer, an account permeated with

fil1sl affection. 1In addition, the responsa whieh Hakam

minister and glve aevidence of his approach to the major isaues
of his generation, As the mabure expression of his character,
these responsa serve as an invaluable guide for an objective
estimate of these crucial years.

From Sarajevo, Halkam Zebl set out via Ragosga across
the Adriatic Sea on the then arduous journey northward,

- Tefusing to aaeépt financlal support from the admirers who
@illed him en route. In his writings he records the date of
his  trip, "When I came from the country of Turkey to these
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{ia

1ands in the vear 544 "OT Avriving permiless in Venlce,
Ashkenazi lodged at the home of Rabbl Samuel Aboab to whom

-he addressed a responsum dated during this peri@d.éa From
Venlce he proceeded on hls travels ileaving the imprint of
_his personality in each town of his vigit: refusing to
_aséﬁc;ate hlmself with bribery in &nabaeh,ég cavtioning the
cbmmunity of Furth on the laws of gyrub,° rendering o
halakic  deeision in Prague with regard to the obligation

¢f rending the garments on aceount of the Torah serolls that
had been burned during the grzat oonflagration in that tawn.?i

1., Comnunal fetivities

Aghkenazl then repaired to Berlin where he met Rabbi

Zated Wolf Mivels whose sister Sapah he took as his second

l¢w1f3,79 SNe was tﬁe daughter of the noted seholar, Meshullam

fzalman Mirels Neumark, sclon of an eninent Viemmese family,

Tiakan Zebi, nos. 111 and 42,

Chestliat sefer, P. 9 Hakew Zebdi, no. 42.

O9esillat Sefer, log. cit.

TOfaram zeb1, no. 111.

7211ttle 413 kuown about hep, She was & devoted wife
and mother and after the death of Hakam Zebi she refused all
“ffers to vemarry. Meglllat Sefer, p. 64, Shortly there-
Alter she passed away in Lemberg on 3 Shevat, 5479, A copy
of the inseription oa herp tombatone can be found In Jacob
Mendel Schutz, Mazebat Kodesh (Lemberg, 1360), 1, no. 122,
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wWho had left that elty at the time of the banishment of Lhae
Jews 1in 1670 ang ten years later had been naped éhief rabbi
of the Triple Conpunt ¢y, 73 Following hia marriage, Ashkenszi
moved to Altona where hig father-ine-law resided., Hepe
wealthy leaders of the Congregation founded & Klgus for hipe-
a study nouss from which he nlght disseminate Torah, Durlng
the next 20 Jears the Bet Midpessh which he hasdeg became &

' telebrated center to which cxgmplary students, scholars angd
rabbis flocked frop all paprte of Germany, Foland eng
Lithuania,74 Under hias direction learning was intznsive ang
the subject-natter all~embracing; the cureiculunm inéludeg

Talmud, todas, Blble, Mildrash and Grammar.75

The custom of
eXpounding a portion of Bible 1n the aynagogue arter the
worning service and of interproting g section of Miahnahﬁwith
all commentaries between the af'ternvon and evenling aervices,
& practice astablished hy-gakam Zebl, was continued as iong
&8 the Klsus was atanding, 76

In 1692 Ashkenazl printed the Ma, of the ?ure Zahab

on the first part ar Hoshen Hiapha@ wlth hls own annotatlions,

These arve {requently incorporated into the Sext of the faZ an

notes of the Sddtor nvamn qar. At the close of tnig volume,

i, -

73Duekesz, Pp. 8-9,
7qﬁakam £gbl, Introductien.

TSEagillgt sefer, p. 11,

TChuckesz, p. 13.




Hakam Zebl signed hiwmself: The words of “Zevl Hirsech . . .

who stands watch over the great Bet Midrash, the Klaus,
T
i

which is In the communliy of Altona. . . Snortly there-
after he wrote a letter of approbation dated Altona, 1695,

of the Birkat Abraham by Abrahem Brodie (published, Venice,

1696), In Hamburg, two years later, he appended his signa-

ture to an approbation of an edition of the Talame ha-¥Mitazwot

_of Rabbi M, Hababli (published, 1707).78

“Among those who were later the most pre-eminent of
:hia studentz were nembers of ﬁakam Zebl's immedlate family,
His eldest son Jacob was born in Altona in June, 1698.79
Ashicenazl perszonally enrolled him in the heder vhen he was 3
‘years old and thersafter supervised his education until the
age of 17.50 vnen his daughter Mirias married (1707) she and
her husband Aryeh Lelb ben Saul, grandson of Rabbi Heschel

of Cracow, remained In Altona. Ashkenszi supperted his szon-
in-law financially and rigorously supervised every aspect of

hig studies consbantly displaying unflagging devotion toward
: 81 '
him,

TTgure Zahab (Altona, 1692), p. 976.

78ﬁargolis, sinal, XXXI (1952), p. &8,

Towagenaar, Toledot, p. 1 and p. 49, ns, 1, 2.

ggﬁeﬁillat Sefer, p. 56; Emden, Mor u-Kezihh

{Altona, 1781}, I, Introduction.,

Slwegillat Sefer, p., 66. Aryeh Lelb's father Saul,
had been accepted as chlel rabbl in Amsterdam but died en
route in Glogau in 1707. Vide, Dembitzer, II, 75a.
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Throughou$ his 1ife 1% vas a2 matber op principle to

Hakam Z2bl that he be beholden to no one and as a result he

suffered deprivation in preference to acecepting outright

monetvary assistance or gifts, In Venice, chance ¢collection

of a long-standing debt had temporarily enabled him to main-
tain his independent mode of 1ifs, 02 But in Altonn, faced

“wilth the expenses of 2 large household--ten children having

- besn born to him in that town, five sons and five daughterz~-—

securing = stable sourecs

of income became = serious problem,
Ashkenazi's salary as
83

Rlausrabbiner was a mere sixty thalers

annually™~ and he was therefore compelled to engage in

busineas pursuits to augment his income. Afber a setbaok in

his first commerecial endeevor--a disaster whieh cast him into

. ) i b
Bevere melanchelia~-his fortunes took a turn for & B4

he better,
Benevolent members of the community bought and sold Jewelry,

'pearls and precious stones on'hia behalf, Subsequently his

patrons established for him a trade in Frenoh and Italizn wine;

Seﬁemillat Sefer, p. 9,

831p1d., p. 1.

“Uibid., p. 18. Jacob Amden was bopn at the time when
~his father was guffering from this severe depression, Ihidg.,
. BP. 55-56; Shetlat Yatabez, 11, Introduction, The moods of

- Hakam Zebi left their mark upon his son who from nis earliest
youth was given to a peassimistic andg bltter outlook, Vide,

‘Mortimer J. Cohen, Jacon Emden: A Man of Controversy (Philadelphia,
1837), p. 29,
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this enterprise flourished to the benafit of Hakam Zebl and
the benefit of thes community which was provided with kogher

wine for the firast time.ﬁﬁ

Prgoccupled with his Yeshiva Ashkenazl did vet tale
| a keen and active intersst in eQery aspeet of the communal
life. Aware of laxness in this ares he Instituted debeiled
takganct designed to improve every facet of the supervision
and baking af_ggﬁggtgg Dating from this time are several
halaklc decisioens in questions of ritusl and law, 1.e, with

regard to the proper species of hadasiLST and Diktep herbsgg

and laws of family purity.89 Hoteworthy is the extent to
which Ashkenazl practiced ritual eircumeision in 4ltona; there
are still extent records enumeratine the names of several
children whom he civcumeised.?0 71g vwas, howaver, in the spherse
of soclal welfare that Hakam Zebl's reforms were most prom-
inent. An outspoken opponent of excessive usury and unfalr

employment pracbices he was soon known as the passlonate

éhampion of the poor man, He promoted every philanthropic

ESMegiilat sefepr, pp. 19~20,
361pid., p. 14.

BTHaxan Zebl, no. 161,

331p1d., no. 119.
39Tv14., no. 8.

90Duckesz,-p, 14,
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endeavor, personally moting 2a agent in the anonymous dig-
gribullon of charities %o ths poor, Bub the welfare of the
compunitles In the Holy Land was his paramount concorn,

The small groups of Ashkenazim who had settled in Jerusalen,
lived there in utter deatitution. To Hakam Zebi their plighs
was a source of conatant pain, Honles collected for support
of the ¥ishub rarsely, if ever, reached the intended destina-
tlon, Publiely he protested on their behalf and sought to
arouse the nelghboring communitles from theip lethargy and

- negligence. In the city of Altona where he was in a position

 bimself to impoase order, he organized and regulated the
gedakah for the Land of Israel with pailnstaking atbension to
the fair allocation of funds. He astutely supervised the
“deftalls of shlpment at each atage of the route unill the final
arrival in Jerusalem, by careful wmansuver arranglng delivewxy of
_the stipanés directly to the reciplents, exacting assurances
 thaﬁ their monies would not fall into the hands of their
ereditors, ?

«. Habbi of ARW

e et Seirhy - S

In the 27 years that Rabbi Meshullam Zalman

Mirels was
Trabbi of AHW the Grest Synagogue was bullt =

nd the Triple

Community flourished. During the latter part of Habbi Meshullam's

lire eammunal leaders wighed to continue his salary as rabbi

91Megillgt Sefer, pp. 14-16,
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emeritus, giving his acn;innlaw a separate salary and Lrans-
mitting to him the relns of the active rahbinate.?g Although
this measure was opposed, Ashkenazi took over many of the
efficial duties which became increasingly cumbersome to his
aged and alling father-in-law, In the community recomis
there are many deolslions with regard to congregational Prag-
tices written in Hakam Zebl's handwriting.Y3 When Rabdi
Meshullam Zalman died in 1707, Hakam Zebl was installed as
rabbi in Hamburg and Wandsbeck. In Altona where another
factlon favored the election of Rabbi Moses ben Mordecal
Zusskind I~’.i<:>1;he=.=rxh»u:x:'gf“.'a"‘t it wars decided that the candidates
should hold the office jointly, each gerving for a perlod
of six months. The arrangement was diffieult and strained
from the very beginning and several gifferences of opinion
roge¢ to a head in an halakic : disagreement which has been
celebrated in the responsa litepature, Hakam Zebl declared
kosher a chicken in which no heart was Pound, as rationale
stating that the vital organ must have been present during

the fowl's 1lfe but had somehow been lost upon evisearation.gs

Puegillat Sefer, p. 19.
9322&&;: v, 133 Duckeasz, p. 13.

9gﬁagardigg Moaes Zusskind Rothenberg {(1665~1712)

95nakem zebl, nos. 74 and 77.
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Rabbl Moses Rothenburg taking the halakieally mope eon-

servative poaition decided the reverge,9C The issue becane

somewhat of 2 cause cé1dbre ang Wany responsa were written
M

poth pro and con. In wiew of later historical events i is

ote the alignuent of Rabbi Naphtali Cohen
on the side of Hakam 4ebl Ashkenazi97

interesting to n

and of the then

youthful Jonathan Eybeschiitz--with whon Hakam Zebi's son Emden

- was destined te quarrel so bitterly--ag g eritic of

Hakam
Zebi's judgment,9B

His experiences in his short tenure ag
rabbl in AHW are a reflection of Hakam

the rabbinate,

assumed 1its raspensibiliﬁies it was both againat the grain of

his proud ang dignified character and contrary to hig coti-

- eception of the function of a rabbl to remain in a position

~in which he did not enjoy complete and undivided authority,
fln the atmosphere of contlnued strire and dispute, Ashkenazi

709, he
‘deemed 1%t wise to reslign and again become Klausrabbiner, 99

" found eonditions intolepable and in the summer or 1

stheélot u'Teshubot-,MaH&RaM’Zusskind (Amsterdam,
1716), no.733.
9Ty, L Zebl, ne. 76,

98Jonathan Eybeschiitz, Kereti u~Peleti (Altona,
1763), Yoreh De*ah,

40, 5.  ¢f, Margolis,” Sinaf, XXTX {1950),
380-388; for a discusaion of the lmplications of this decision,

9 99ﬁ6~illat Sefer, pp, 21-24; ap.
T

Ha-Measef, pp, 96-
Emden attribntes motives :

of personal aggrandizement to

He claims that the op-
Position was headed by the latterts fatherbin-law, & wealthy



3. Role a2z "Posek"

During ths entire pericd of hia stay 1n AW, study
in the Klaus uzss Ashkenazits primary concern angd conatant
preoccupation. He notes in his responsa that his correw
spondence must be bhrief owlng to his heavy scheduls of lzg-
turdlng and Eaaehing.lga He was able to davoie nlmselfl to
profound and concentratad atudy of the Talmud and Lo the
acquisliticn of extensive knowledge in the variad areas of
Kabbslah, Zohar, Bible, Gramsar and Prilogsophy.+91 15 these
years Hakam Zebl's fame soared to new helghts and his reputation
&8 a leading figure in the rabbinic world becans flrmly ene
trenched. Hls contemporaries were gquick to appreciate his

overwhelming maatery of Halakah, his lucldity of exposition

communal repressntative in Altona. Emden vents his wrath
againat Isacher Pen Cohen., He claims that Cohen's antagonlam
to Hakam Zebl'a fearleas chapactaer prompted hilm to join
Rothenberg's supporters, D, Simongen, "Chacham Zewl und
selne Gegher in Albona," Jlidiache Literaturblatt (1879),

pp. 14-15, disousses the perasonal factors invoived in this
133%3:&3 .

lagﬁakam zebl, No. BobYn 5318 x% =5 P2 R2 232770

027107 2P¥2 13°092% Ovaan Yw TIvrwY O'oaaz pan ‘acwe xun
mvana At »3% {7702 1°7°an ona T?PI0Y 13IR WX -wHl *nq3 3":n1
: TIN?? AN 2103 IR13T R 13 730K D29 1722 ni1?axs ‘ovan
«073 RX¥1°2% niIR?P33I DRIy ap

1Obopii1at Serer, p. 16.
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and his incorruptidble character, Frop iiterally all parts

of Lithuania, Poland and Germany Irom the Vestern ¢ltlos

of Frankf;;tw n-the~0der, 192 Prague, 103 manover, 104 gng

Ber1in,10% from Haguel06 in Holland, from Kessel in Italy, o7

to the far-flung communities of Luhlia,lﬁg'ﬁlagau,lgg

Lissa, 220 Horadnilll ang Pinsid)® in 14truanis and Foland~-

they turned to hia for guidance. HNor did the sephardic

compunities forget his familiarity with their cuétoma and his
understanding of their ways. Considering him as one of theirp

own stock, the Sephardim in Hawmburg conatengly aought his

aﬁvgee,113 One query recorded in the responsa dealt with the

102¥akam Zebl, no, 9,
103&&., ne, 67.
10%;&&@.,‘noa. 69 and 126.
lﬂﬁggég., no. 8.

1061p14., no. 5.

19?;§$g., ne. 1358,
1087p14,, no. 83.
10971p44., ﬁc. 132,
llng&g,, nos. 31 and 133,
bid., No. 10,

1121p1d., no. 22.

113Megillat Ssfer, p. 25
AYTI3 A% 730 G.. 77709%71 3RY 07190 ‘P pa ‘srw 1o
,ann 1’
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clvic obligatlon of emigrants from the coumunity.ll®
response to a question from the 3sphardim in the Ttalisn
clty of Kandes Hakan Zebl wrote that a Shabbethaian who
had converted to Islam but had subseguently. revented wholew
heartedly wam to be accorded all honors and dlgnitles of
tne 3ynagcgua.1l§

Zith regard teo gakamkﬁabi‘s oppozition to the Shabe
bethal Uebl movement one should note Snden's report resavd-
ing an important inguiry sent to his father from Poland.
in Poland knowledge of Shabbethaianiam wan limited and Saul
of Cracow wrote to dakam Zebl requesting expllelt informa-
tion regarding the sect. In his detalled reply Hakam Zabi
particularly defamed one Hayyim Malbk, Pollowing rsceipt
of this intelligences the Polish rabbls vigorously combated
the schiswatles., A group of Shabbebhailansz mumbsring 1300

to 1500 under the ieadership of Judah Hagsid departed from

Polend planning ultiwately to reach the Holy Land. ¥While ¢he
;fmajarity of his followers remained in Moravia and Hungary,
~Judah Hasid, at the head of sowe 150 persons travelled
“through the citles of Altona, Frankfort, Berlin, Eaﬁaap;
Nikolsburg, Prague and Viemna., These Hasidim were disting-
fuished by théif ageebiec practices, thelr excessive Pasting

Rud mortifications. ZFmden writes that the enthusissm with

[

11&5&kam Zebl, no. L&,

1151p1d,, no. 13,



39

which they were recelived among the pepulace was go greab
that the German rabbis did not dare to oppose them. ‘Haloam
2ebl, however, in at least one instance was open in his
opposition. Bmden relates that when Judeh Hasld Beughtjta
take a Torah scroll into the women's gallery in the Altona
synagogue, Hakam Zebi being p&@aent, protested and would
net permlt him to do so.l16

Both Jephardic and Ashkenazie communities in London
frequently turned to Hakam Zebl for guldance, Hiz wise
- intervention at oritical stages in their development and his
- fairminded declsions endeared him to the London populace and
 they reserved & special place for him in their affections,
In later years two of his grandsons, Rabbi Hart Lyon {1721~
1800), son of his daughter Miriam, and Rabbl Tsrael Meshullam
Zalman (1723 - ?), son of Jacob Emden, and his great grand-
'son, Rabbi Solomon Hirschell (1802 - 1842) neld official
5pasitions a8 rabbls in that eiﬁy;ll? In 1696 Ashkenszi

| llg§§2§§§%§;§§g§9§, po. 27a~28b; Graetz, X, 340 and
Appendlx, LXIX-LXX. "Vide also Meir Benayahu, “Ha~Hevrah
Kedoshah shel Rabbi Yehudah Hasid, we-Sliyyata le~Eretz
Yigrael,” Sefunct, ITI-IV (1759-60), 149. Benayahu writes
that the inapiration of Judah Hasid's group was Shabbethaian
‘in origin. He notes that the deseription of Judah Haald and
‘his followers given by Emden in the name of Hakem Zebl is
sorroborated by contemporary German sources,

7 1srael Solomons, "David Nieto and Some of His

Contemporaries,” Transactions of the Jewish Historical
‘Bociety of England, XIf (1931), 21, §&'92‘ st
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 received an inquiry regarding
Solomon Ayllion,

levirate marviage from
then rabbl of $ne London 3ephardic cone

In his responae Ashkenazi refers to Ayliion
with respect and approbatian.lxg
Hakanm

gregation,

Another question send to
Zebl by this community and worded originally in

ladino ig found in the Response Halean Zebl {no. 38) 1n the
Ladino version followed by & Hebrew translstion made by
'5akam Zebl, The 1nquirera_§1ahed Lo know if 1% wag pPermis-
Tsibla for them to separats ﬁﬁamaalv&s from the 3ephardie
“qengregatien,.mamb&rﬁ of whlch were guilty or transgressions
against the Tcrahwlaﬁ, and to join the &shk&nazic synagogue

although this action would be in violation of a congregatienal
ban on seceasion, 119

Another subject regarding which the London
requested Hakam Zaby!

dephardin
8 opinlon was the question of the
#rthadoxy of a sermon on Divinpe Frovidence dellvered by

:ﬁtheir spiritual leader, Hskem David Mteto (1654 ~ 1728)., From

- %he historieal perapective, this isaue s slgnificant both

 far~1ts pbilosophical and theologlical implications and fep

;1tg political overtones. It is no less notevorthy ag belng

féahkenazi's firet important eneounter with some of the people

llaf_rakam Zebi, no. 1.

g 119, Rosanes, 1v, 253, who identifizs the
a8 the Sephardim of Amsterdan, Zimmels,p. 299,
> 18 apparent from the original Iadino ve
_w?s the eity in question. 1in the Ladino ¢

Ingulrers
points out thet
raion that London
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who wers to play #0 active a role in the dramatic struggle
to be enacted ten years later. In asome respects, the London
affaly may be séan as a forerunner of the controversy in
Amsterdam and the passicnabe feeling arocused in England was
indicative of the stormy cuprents %o be unleashed in the
later eonflict,

On the Sabbath of November 20, 1703, the portion of
the law being Veyesheb Yabicob, Hakam Nisto held s digoouras
on the subject of Divine Providence., Many of the listeners
centended that the doctrines he had expounded were in aceord
with the philosophical speculations of Splnozma and that the
views he had advanced were pantheistic in nature. One
Joshua Zarfattl presented charges to the na tamad acousing
Niete of heresy and challenging that the matter be submitted
for Judgment by a competent rabbiniec court, Zapfatti put
the case in writing in & petition to the ma*amad dated sixth
Ab, 5464, The following month, Nieto prinfed De ILa Divine
- Providencis--a discourse in the form of two dialogueg-~in
which the subject of hig sernon was tr@aéad at length,
Publication of the treatise did not alter matbers; Zarfattl

and his supporters refused to be appeased and were excom~
municated.t?® Since the feud showed no slgns of abating,

the dissidents, on the contrary, becoming inereasingly veocifer-
ous, the matamad accepted Zarfatti's initial request ¢hat the

1203010mons, Transactions, pp. 10~12.
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natter be submitted to an independent court ang

they referved
the question of Nieta?

8 views as sxpreassed In the allegedly
heretical discoupse to the Sephardie Bet Din of Amsterdam,
cena&itnted of gakam SGIqun Ayllion, formerly of ¥Iondon,
and Solomon de Oliveirs, Slmultaneousiy o group
gants addressed an independens appeal to indivig
Ansterdam i@ Lamad asking them %o
; Bet Din on the phrase to whieh gh
.“Thﬁy aay that I have said ,
Nature and G~d are the same.
I will prove i¢."

of congre~
uals on the
obtaln the opinion of thety
ey took particulap exception,
-+ that G-d and Nature and

- I614 say so. T alffirm 16 ang
in the correspondence the case aeems Lo be
put fairly with a genulne desire for an honest deoision.

Lény request for a Jhﬂg@ent or din be molicited from the Het
Bin or matamad of Amatewam.. ﬁéamhile the dispute increased
: The reputeg authors of an ancinymous pamphlet

‘iiﬁicizing,ﬁhé_treatise being threatened with excommunication

under the provisfons of Ascamah 23 which imposed the penalty of

IEIMQJ po l&‘t



heren as punishment for offending the hakagn , 222

Although the mjority of congregmnts stood by Nieto,
the opposing faction was too large to be ignored and 1% was
neea&aarj for the matamad to tuwn elgewhers for an authoyi~
tative deolaion. Racou?se'tc the Sephardic community of
Hamburg would likely have been the next move, Theve, however,
the office of hakem waas vacant, At this juncture the come-
munity therefors decided, «~g£bhably at the suggestion of
the wealthy Ashkenazic parnas, Abraham Nathan of Hamburg, 123
popularly known as Reb &berleﬂmto place the case in the

hands of Hakam Zebi of Altona,l2h Followling negotiations,

fleb Aberle received a letter from Ashkenszi dated September
28, 1704, stipulating that documents from both parties should
ot be written in the Sephardic pabbinical sertpt, 125

Hakem Zebi's Judgment dated Friday, August Ts 1705

&nd countersigned by two coadjubors, smsessors of the

122080 Gaster, Histo
Lhe Spanish and Porbuguese Jews

: 193301@muns, irangsctions, p. 16, Gaster, p. 107,

writes that Hakam Zebl was approsched through an internediary,
Joseph Vieira, a rarmas of the Altona eongregation,

_ lgasolomnns, ITransactions, p. 16, n. 38, polnts out
that Hakam gebl has been erronsously described as rebvbl of
Amgberdam ak the time of this incident. e error iz found

in Graetz, X, LILXXVII. In all Probabllity further writers
erely accepted his data,

lgﬁsalomons, irahsactions, p. 16; Davia Raufann, "Rabbi
“6vl Ashkenazi in London, " Transsetions of the Jewish Histori-

&1 Soclety of Englan IXI {1 » 100, 3ince Hakem Zeblly
Own usage of Sephardic seript 1s known, one may agsume that
this request was made fop the benefit of the coadjutors.




44

Eeeiéaiaatical Gourﬁ’in.ﬁl@@na, R. Solomon ben Nathan ang
R. Aryeh pen Siwhah of Vilna, wag Completely 4n favor of
Mleto. In nis decision, Aghkenagzi Commends lietols approach
and statesg unequivocally, "A1l who having seen these words
doubt him, 1 suspeat of mipn, 126 e decisien was received
WLEN puch enthusiasu by the London Sephardic congregstion
that the Justificatory decuments of Hakam Zebl wepe tasued
in 1705 botn in Hebrew ang in_a seperate Ivanimh transig-
tion,127

David Niete'g prolifie wWrltings mippop hig LXeen~
tlonal attainments as a mathemetician, astronomer, physieian,
philascpher; poet, theologlan and Talmudist, He iz consid-
éred Lo he “nquestionably one of the moat eminent and learned

of the hakaminm of Londen, A1l nig WOrke are pevmeated with

the 28 yearg or his ministration were characterized by a
vigorous Champlonghip of the cause of Tradiﬁién. The attack

Airectedq agalnat Nieto hag been viewad &% Insineere, a

fIt 18 suspected thas the wewbers of the fongregation who
brovght the charges of heresy againge Hieto wepe geeret age
herangs of the Shabbethaian novement who sought to diminish

195A3hkanazi'a decision 41p includeq a1y hls responsa~-

IETSolomﬂna, Transaetions, P, 18, n, 41,
‘-"""M
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Nisto'y infiuence, Ehereby weakenlng the Position of optho-
doxy in the commung gy, 188 There 18 no doubt that at the

undercurrent in London, a ccnsiderable.nﬁﬁﬁer of Msa,
written durling thig pPerlod--now found in British libraries
and. private colleetionsm-have been found to be saturated with
Shabbethaian doctrines, Sevaral of then are coples of the
wWritings of Abrahanm Cardozo, Among the Kabbalistic Mas, in
the Bet Midrash of the Aghkenazim in Iendon Gagter dlscovered

Nunes, Gagtep conslders the documents a further affipmg-
tion of Ayllionts pPronounced 3habbethalan leanings and notes
that theye éxlsted a lively contset betuween Shabbethalans in
London and Amsterdam. 1In éyllicn's sectarian views he sees

The above mentioneg mystical treatise hag been pub-
11 shed recently, 130 444 contents is an exposition of ereation
written in the Shabbethaian kabbalistie manner, Desplte the
brevity of the work the Shabbethalan views espoused in 1t by

L

lgsﬁaater, P. 108,
1297p44,, p. 111.

130?3&1 Naday, "Rabbi Shelomo Ayllion We-Kuntreyan
be-Kabbalan Shabbethait, " Sefunot, III-1V, 301~-347,
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Ayllion are readily detected and thelr blace within the
framework of Shabbethalan theory is clearly indicated.l31
It is not surprising that 1in the_ganaral atmoaphere of
spiritual ferment partisanship on this issue was intense
and passlons rome to a fever pitch. Ayllion's Shabbethaisn
sympathies probably colored hils reacotions but in thiz pap-~

ticular case one cannot determine exactly what transpired

w. aF

gl sl

nor to what extent underground Shabbethalan activity af-
fected the decialon. Desplte the colncidence that the g
princlipal protagonists in the dispute in Amsterdam were

allgned on opposing sides in this isaue asn well, one must

be wary of reading more into the events than the facts war-

rant., From documenﬁa in the archives of the Sephardic cone-

munity in Amsterdam it appears that the primary declision was

de Oliveira's and that Ayllion's opinion wae the concurring

one. The Judges concerned with the matter decided to render

no decision, ;hus evading the issue entirely. Ayllion'#

view was that 1t was incumbent upon them to answey, os- ]

tensibly to declare the speaker guilty. But he bad no oppor-
&unity-te carry out his éeaire.l32 At the tipe theré was no

1311p1d,, p. 311.

132y1¢ghak Shmuel Emmanuel, "Polmos Nehemiah Hayyun
bi-Amaterdam,” Sefunot, IX (1965)f 216, De Oliveira was the
senlor hakam., Vide J. d'Ancona, "De Portugese Gemeente te
Amsterdam tot 1795," Geschiedenis der Joden in Nederland, ed,
H. Brugmans and Abraham Frank Amsterdam, 1940), I, 293.
Hereafter ecited as Geschledenis.,
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open antagonisn betwsen Hakam Zebi and %yllion. Ashlenazi‘s
decision which ran countepr to that of ayllion was ywidely
publicized. Ihis mway have rvenkied and years later when they
agailn clashed on a theological master 1% is likely thatthe
garlier wound wags veopened. Though the peracnal equation
remaing to a great degree an imponderable, the polemie in
Amgberdam was, as will be seen, bordered on all sides by
private animosities and in the light of this configuration
‘ene cannot overlook the importance of the Hleto case in which
ocourred the initial ecnfrantatian of Nieto, Ayliion ang
Aahkenazi.

& year later {1706) there was again a furor in the
Landon.csmmunityvﬁthis time among the éshkenazim. Cnice mope
Hakam Zebl took an active part in gettling the quarrel .
ﬁorﬂecai Hamburger, mewber of an affluent continental family,
had publicly eritiecizeq irregularities in the writing of a
condltional b1ll of divorce. Tha divorce, involving a kohen
énd his wife, was executed in sacrat by Url Phoebus Hamburgey
'(knaﬁn.aa Rabbl Aaron Hart) who waa the protege of Reb
Aberle; the dominating spirit of the ashkﬂnazic community.
Uri Phoebus 1nvoking the heren of‘Rabbanu Tam, placed Mordecat
Hamburger under g perpetual ban. When R, Mordeecal was sube
Jected to the indiznities and rigors of excommuniation--soolial
boycatt and danger of financial rulne-~hig family in Hamburg
turned for assistance to Rabbl Judah Lelb ben Ephraim Anshel
of Rotterdam and to Zebl Ashkenazd of Altona, Hakam Zebl

g Do ET TR
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did not hssitate to glve zn immedlate verdict. In his de-

¢lsion, sent on Tuesday, September 14, 1706, he declared the
ban inapplicable and the victim to be releassd from itas

i
i
|

penalties, 133 Ashkenazi was influenced neither by family
ties~~his son-in-law Aryeh Leib was related to Uri Phoabuge

nor by his personal closeness to the influential Reb Aberie.

A8 in his other dealings with the London compunity so too his
response in this came is but another illustration of hig Bingleow
~ minded adherence to truth and justice,l34

In January 1710 the Ashkenazie parnasim of Amsterdan
wrote to Hakem Zebd to invite him to become their chief rabbl.
To what manner of a wan did the Amsterdam community turn and

to what extent was he responsible for the drastic course that
events were to také? At the high point of his career one

sces Hakam Zebl as a universally recognized authority in ques~

tions of Torah law eand as a formidable leader in communsl -

| 1337he deelston is printed in Johanan Holeschay, -
Mahse Rab (London, 1707), pp. La-5a. The Mahse Hab 1s
reprinted in the Teshubat ha-Geonim (Amsterdam, 1707 It 1s
interesting to note that Holleschayu's Mahes Rab and Url o
Fhosbua' Urlm we-Tumim (London, 1707) were the first entirely
Hebrew works to be printed in England, Vide Cecil Roth, “The
Origing of Hebreyw Typography in Englang,” Journal of Jewish
dbilography, I (October, 1G38), 4; idem,, "Hebrew Printin
in London," Kiryath Sefer {Janvary, 1937),
134

?" 98-
i For & full description of the issues and person-
litles involved, the literature that ensued and the subse-
uent reports of the

incident in Christian sources vide '
Kaufmann, Transaction Cf. Megillat Sefer,

3, ppq 108“'115t
P. 35 and 78,
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Dreadsh of knowledge, politlieal ang diplomatic
acumen and lingulastie attainments brought the esbeem of the
Sesular govermment as weli,135 Farticularly thepe smerges
the image of a forcesul personality: unflinehing in de-
¢lslon, impartial and Stralghtforwand in Jud

gment, plous and
pazsionate o temperament,

But the parmasinp of Amsterdan
_¥ere aceustomed to absolute authority and control ovep re-

Hglous and communal matters. By the very nature of his

‘character ang disposition it wan foreordained that Hakan Zebi
Would come into sharp confifet wlth such a laity,

13%1ps4., . 16.
136mi4., p. o,

¥
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CHAPTER 1X
INTERYAL DISAGREEMENTS OF THE ASHKENAZIC COMMUNITY

On Tuesday, January 7, 1310, the parmasim, ex-

- parpasim and affluent leaders of the Ashkenazic congrega-
tion convened to elegt a new chief rabbi. Of the 151 vobes
cast, 100 were in favor of Zebl Hlrach Ashkenazi. The re~
malnling vobes were divided among the other three nominees,
referred to in the protocols of the Congregation merely as
H. Mihal of Berlin, the chlef rabbl of Coblentz and R.

Jacolb of Cracow who received 20, 17 and ¥ votes respectively,

- The pérnaaim of the Sephavydic community, whose approval and
sanction the Ashkenazim freguently sought, had highly recom~
mended the Klauspabbiner of Altona and emphatlcally endorsed

his candidacy.l In view of this endorsement the outeome of
the elaction was not surprising. Immedlately the parnasinm
} daspatchad an eplstle to Ashkenazi, inviting him Lo serve as

their gpiritual leader, On Januvary 10 Hakam Zebl received
thelr invitation® reading in part, "A prince of G-d you shall

IJ. M. Hillesum, "Tsewie Hirsch Aschkenasie {Chacham
Tgewle)," Centraal Blad voor Israeliten in Nederland, November
28, 1824, p. 9. '

Qﬁggiliat Sefer, p. 25; David Moses 3luys, Beelden uld

het leven der Hoogpdultach~Joodsche Gemeente Lte Amsterdan in
het begin der ibe eeuw (Austerdam, 1525), D. 16.
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Do 1n our midst. We will not deviate to the right or to the
left from all that you shall taach us and let no longer the

Congregation of Israel be as sheep that have n0 shepherd, "3

The originsl letter--uritten 1in Judeo~German~~1g
1ot extant., 1In the communal archives therps has been pre-
Berved a copy of g franslation attested to befors & notary
named Jan Snoek on Qotober 19, 1715, The translation was
made by 3olomon Levi Norden and Solomon Isacqs Cohen at the
Tequest of Hakam Zebi, named variously in the oifleial Duten
documents ag Hartog Jacobs and Tgebl Hart,

The parnasinm Proposed to givs Hakam Zebi s yearly
salary of 300 RD (Reichadaalders):h addition to a free resi-
dence and certain established emoluments such as fees in ¢ivil
| sults, ete, In thelir letter they rnoted thaﬁ they numbered
| &mong them men of wealth and that a highep income could be
'prgvided,a Hakam Zebl refused o fccept the initial of fer,
~deeming a salapy of 300 RD to ba Insufficient for his needs
 un1aas supplemented by tha honorariums ang gifts of individusi
_hﬂuaeholders.§ He insisted on malntaining complete Pfreadon

f action ang hence refuged to be daperndent upen such fees

and gifts, Aftep negotiations a final Agreement was reached,

. 3The Duteh text 1s quoted by Hillesum, loc. cit.
Cf. the Hebrew tuxt in Wagenaar, Toladot, Appendix 15K,

#SIuys, Hogldan, pp. 3 and 14; Hillesum, loa, cit.

SMegiliat Sefer, p. 27.

s R
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from the viewpolint 0f the community,

The éueation of their
acceplance was left to Hakam Zepy!

& diseretion,.b
Aghkenazi and his family cOmmen

¢ed the Journey to
Amsterdam at th

2 ena‘of the wintep of 1710. = route they

631uy3, Beelden, P. 15, In theip lgtter the Parmaspim
promised Hakam Zebl "a home in whiceh Lo gwell permanently, s
brincely mansion close to the Synagogue, owever, Ashkenazi's
household conslisted of SCme 19 or 20 people and she quarters
Prepared by the congregation Proved to be inadequate. Hakam
Zebi, therefore, sublet the communal residence ang leased

arger accommodations for his family in the Zwanenburgerstraat.

+2» P. 39, n, 22, _fegarding the location of the apartment
;ﬁgt aslde by the kehillah, vide

¢ the polemic between Hlllesum,
8ar 1n de Jodemiyk e Amsterdam was de eerste woning von
hacham Taewie gelegent”

Centraal Blag, January 30, 1925 and
luys, "pe anbtswoning vah den Vpperrabbiin Gaph

an Tsewle,”
13 and Hilleaum!
ceording to Emden,

8 reply, ibid., February 27, 1925,
. g Mezillat defer, p. 27, the new residence
Alhvolved an expense of 500 guiiders Per anhum and the community
814 not subsidize the rental, In thigs Yespest Emdents acaount
18 innacurate. At the time when Hakaw Zebi 2xXpressed the desire
0 move the 3ephardle Farnasim were eng the preparation
the new statues and their advice was gought by
_ 1l commumnal concerns. After Consultation with
authorities the Ashkenazio parnasim granted Halcam
Blon to sublet the kehiliah dwelling, HMoreover,
of August 31, 1711, the parnasim deeldeqd partially to defray the
Qo8t of adequate living quarteps Dy an additional, rant of 300
Builders to begin ag of Kay 7, 1712, Sluys, Bealdgh, pp. 18
&nd 23; Hillesum, Centraal Blad, January 30, 1525, P
M__

the Ashkenazin
the Portuguese
sebl permig-

at a gathering

L

R
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Hakam Zebi was to make several attempts to settle 14,7 Owing
to the stringency of

the weather conditions the Lortion of

¥ from Hanover %o Helland was dfrenuous,
An Amsterden 1in Mareh,

the jJourns Arriving

Hakam Zebi ¥AS welcomed with genthu~

both the Sepherdic and Ashkenazic
eammuni&iea.g Enden desen

slasm and gcclamasion by

ibes the difficulties of orlenta-
tion to the new home with 1xg diffarent ¢limate, e

uztoms and
wede of 11£e.9 pergpe t

nere was an CRPortunity for the
nN2WConers Lo agcuston themaelves Lo their surroundings,
wers engulfed by g 3tream of quarrels and strugple
gource of whioh may he

8 the

traced to the garly history of the
commaal ty,

A, Hiatorieal-ﬂaceraunﬁ of the Ashkenazie Community

L Heglllat 3efey, Po. 12-13, Hertz Haﬁover; prominent
leadsr of the Hanover c

csmmunity, hag offered to SupLort Hakam
Zabi Tinaneially but the latter--then rapbi of the Altona
Klaus-~had refused %o acoe

vt Hanover's generoaity, Following
the demise of Hertz Hanovepr in 1709, hls widow sought Hakam
debity assistance in hepr dlspute with g

years later, Inid P, 37.

., D, For a diseussion of the background
Of the disputanis vide bDavig Kaufmann, "Zu R. Jakoh Erdens
Selbstblographie, ” Gesammelts Schriften,

sﬁﬁgillat Sefer, p., 25,

Ing., ». s7.
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As the poet Vondel wmprote in lyrical pralse, "So schijnt de
werelt gansg ow Asmsterdanm geboul die als Kayserin de Croon
draegght van Europe."lc As the principal storehouse of mep-
ehandlise, the chisl ewporium for Indlan goods and the focal
polnt of the money trade Azsterdam wasz the greatest center
of commercs in Europe, Busineds and trade were dominant in
the community and the civic government was in the hands of
the afflusnt merchanta. The wealth of Amsterdawm was basged
on trade and on the city's advantageous loeation in serving
as carrier for the Duropesn natlons, rather than on natural
rgaources. A warm welcome was accorded o the Jews because
thelr long experience as werehands, thelr well established
international connections and thelr orvedit facllities through-
put Hurops were ail of infinite valus to a developing com~-
merclal metropollis. By uld-century when Amsterdawm reached
the pinnacle of iks powsr bhe Spanish Jews who formed 1~1/2%
of the total populatlion were considerably wealthy and exervted
8 measzure of Influsnce on the egsonomic 1life of ths republie.
They were leadlng traders and setbtlers in the Dulch colonles,
took an active part in the publishing, svgar refining and
spice tradas, and virbually conbtrolled the dispond and jJewelry
industriss, Taking advantage of the benefits of freedom of

religlous worship and a great degres of internal autonomy the

19¢1ted by H. Brugmans, "De houding van staat en kerk
ten opzlchte van de Joden; hun betreikkingen tol de overige
¢ bevolking,” Geschiedenis.




Jewlah communlty flourisned and played a significant pols in
the 1ife of this great center.ll appiy described as the
"New Jerusalem™12 the Amsbterdan comminl by wag internationally
renowned for 1t3 cultural and econonmic prominence and was
vecognized aB one of the wast influential of al3 dewish
kehiljot, 13

The firgg orzanized Jewish settlement in Amaterdam was
Sephardic consisting of Maysnos predomlinantly of Fortuguese
origin. ! 3in0e many of the Sephardlsm haq brought along
sapltal and material Pozsessions thne community was Drogparous
from the outast and gained rapidly in affluence.lﬁ Soon
thereafter an Ashkenagzic eongregation wag established but

could not compete in wealth with its aister communiﬁy.lé

Hyerbert 1, Bloom, The Economie Agblvities of the
e oy it

Jews of Amstevdam in the 1 1:th Centuples Williamsparﬁ,
19377, op. LIV-XVIXT and B, =203,

127 0hann Jagad 3chudt,‘3ﬁdische Merckwlirdizkelten
{Frankfort and Lelpzig, 1714-147, I, 271,

B3 the elghteenth century the Amsterdam comnunt by
Was alae}the largest Jewish comrunity in Europe, Bloom, p.
203, n. 4,

Y8, vaz Mas, "De stichters von Beth Jadeob,” De
Yeljdagavond, vIIT, Decenber 25, 1931, pp. 195-6.,

'lﬁﬁloem, p. 10,

- 164 comparison of the taxatlon Pfigures illustrates the

- Yast difference in wealth between the twe comminities. In 1631,
%8 Jephardim had an annual ineome of over 1000 gullders. Seye

- ®ral had an catinated capital of 50,000 gulldera, vigdas,

Bloom, p. 11, n. 54, 1n 1674, the wealthiest member of the



Nevertheless, the position =t the head of the Aghkenazle
eommunity offersd to telmm Zebl in the early part of the 18tk
century was a coveted ¢ne in rabbinle cirecles. Prom meager
beginnings the kehillah had rilasen gradually in stature and
prestige until 1% came to be consisersd on & par with the nore
powsrful Sephardic compunicy.

Individual German Jews had come Lo the Hetherlands as
traders in the 13th and 1l4th centupries. These inhabltants
ware however exiled in the 16:h senbuly by sdlct of Charles
v, 17 Toward the snd ef the century the Amsberdas government
pernltted Maranc settlement within 1ts bordera and a Sephardio
congresation was soon founded, 1o Before long there was a
‘steadily increasing stream of Ashkenszic fmwlzrants as well,
Following the paréecutiana in Worma and ¥rankfopt {1615~
1616} and during the perlod of the Thirty Vears War {1618~
1648) fugltives from Cermany came to Holland aseeking a haven
in the land where theip Spenish and Portuguese brethren had
found peace and shelter. The first divine garéiaes of the

Germar communlty were held on the Day of Atonement, 1635, in

den vermoegenstosstand der Amsterdansche Joden in de 17e und
18e eeuw,” De ?rijﬁaggvond,_VIII, July 3, 1931, p. 218,

. I?Blcam, pp. 1 and 24, There was some Jewlsh com~
hunal iife In the northern part of the Netherlands in the 13th
and 14th centuries and thers were a considerable number of
Jews who settled in Brabant, Zeeland, Flanders, Nijmegen and
Utrecht. Vide Jac Zwarts, Hoofdstulien ult de peschledenis
der Joden In Nederiand (Zutphen, 19257, pp. 1-319,

laﬁleom, b. 13, notes the first official mention of the
Sephardic congregation in 1606,
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the home of OnE fAnghol Aoog, H7? Shopsly therealtep, the con-
TUnLYy purchased 183 oun bupaay ground in Mulderburg,20 g,
& brief gpan of time the tongregation mes in rented quarters;
in 164€ plans were rade for a pew Synagogue, but it 4g nob
tertain whether the Pullding was Couplebed. In 1843 the

town tounelil forbade Ehe comsunity to arect an abattolr &nd

o bulld a Iynagopue Prebaﬁly the Syuagopue proper wns

bullt finally although permission ror srectlon of a #lavghtep-
house wag ROt granted until 18?‘.“1 Fezithilo the g&hillah
wag Plourdanin. and 1t wag negadsary to provide g larger houge
of wowship, Cit the fipst day of Pazaover, 1671, the Great
Smagorie uas formally dedicated by the Chies Rabbi Isaap
Deckiggen. The edifice vas designed by the acconplished
architect, Daniel aﬁalpaart, and congbruotion wag completed

18 ysary iater in 1686,22

e -

1

: gﬁenahmm'ﬁannﬁmelandar, Sgerdth Israel, trans, into
 Dugeh ny 1, Goudemit, with hotes by @, 1. Polalc (ﬁmaterdam,

f 1855): Pa 555,

EG&, 1, Rulder, 1ot over ge begr&afplaataen dey
~Hadaﬁiandaahwrﬁraalitische Gerwente fe Amaterdgn (Amaterﬁam,
r Peo 3,

- 2lpi00m, pp. 87-28, polnts out thap gpe prohivition
8galnst bullding this SMagogue was probably “ocaaioned by
:he intolerance or the Protestant clergy, Fop g discusaion
Of ths Eovernmentsl Sanetions fop Conzsunal endeavors vide
Brugmans, Geschiedent s, Pp. 623-4, gcp. the viewpoing of

3luya, De gudste s NBgopen er Hco duitschviaedaahe Gemeante
Le &msteggag il@35~l€?1; Zﬁmsterﬂam, 19217, po 1z,
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In the wake of the Cosmack uprisings {1645-1655)
persecuted Jewz [led Foland and Lithuania by the hundreds
and many of them came by mea to Holland. The Spanish and
Gerpan communiiles recelived thelr fellow Jews hospitably,
rendering them every financial and moral assistance,23
Relations were not to remain amlcable; differences In syna-

gogue customs led to 2 split within the ranks of the

Aghkenagzle cemmunihy.ﬁa The Polisnh lemlgyants founded a

gepavats congregatlion, ereebted thelir ouwn synsgopue and pur-

chased thelr own cemetsry. However, owing to complaints and |
digsension among the different groups of Ashkenazim, the
clty povernment forbade the Polish community to maintain these

separate commmal institutions. It was the opinion of the

maglstrates that the number of digputes would be reduced if

i

the two conmunities were o be aombined., This sdlet was

'cbeyed and a2 union of the two groupe was effected in 1673 in

o

an atmopphers of gooperation. The Vilpa scholar, Judah ILeib

23¢f. tne deseription of the flight of the Jews of
Vilna and the arvival of many of the fugliiives in fusterdas
a8 portrayed Ly Moses Ribkes, Bder ha-Golsh, commentary on
the Snulhan Aruk, Orab Hayyim {Amaterdanm, 1661), Intxoduction.

gqFar‘diffarences bebueen the German and Pollish com-
munities vide Sluys, "Hoogdults-Joods Amsterdas van 1635 tot
1795, Geschiedenins, pp. 328-6; idenm, "Bljdrege ot de

Beschlsdenls van de PoolscheJoodsche CGomecnte ts Amsterdam,”

Feegtbundel ter gelegenheld van den zeventlgsten verisardag
yan L. Wagenaar (&materdam, 1925), pp. 137~150.
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ben 3olomon, who had presided over the Folish congregation,

was called to the chlefl vabdbirate of Rotterdar 25

1. Eeconomle Developmeant

A conpardson of the cost of the synagogues of the
Sephardic and Ashkenazie communitles shows the vagh differ~
ence in the economic stabus of the two groups. Erection of
the Portugusss house of worship regulred an ontlay of 186,000
' gulldare, of which 40,000 was relsed on demard, The cost of
the Jraat Synagogue weg estizated zt 33,000 guiiders 26 By
background, insclination and cceupation the German Jews formed
8 striking contrast £0 theip aristocratio Por&uguase 0=
religioniata. In thelr homelands the Ashkenszim had been
aceustoned 40 a far more restricted manner of life. Their
livelihood was derived mainly from money lending and petty
trade.?T  qpg wege Zuropean Jews had arrived in such large
number:s that the Ashkenazic communitisg, desplte the best of
intentions,were unable to absork all of thew and hence Bhey
:finamced the relosusion of many imsisvanta, 28 Though most
of thé Tugitives arrived 1n » atate of poverty and destituion,

Some individual Polish Jews may have been well sltuated

ESSluys, Geschiedenis, P. 330,

2631 0om, v, 29,

T ¢p, Slemund Seeligmann, “Dia Juden in Holland: eine
Characteristik,” Festkrift 1 Anleduing af Professor Davi
imonsensg 70-aarige ¥ delsdag 1923), p. 254
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'fiﬂancially 83 evidenceq Dy the faot that the Polliagh ao

ity wam able to finance the bullding of a Synagogue noo
alter thelr arrival,

LIRIN

n

Bit theip influence was neglisgible by

eomparison to that of the prosperoys Sephardie Jews, 2

Soma
ef the Sephardip function

ed in the Community as diplomatie
and coumercial attaches, The Aglizenasim on Lhe other hangd,

erned with matterg beyond the pale
of the Jewiah community,3g They Lollowed humble occupationg
and formed the kernel of the Jewish proletariag,

sengers or menial workers for the

L3l In spite of o constant influx of indigent

the German Community gradually prosnerad,

In the
days of William IT1, they shared the forbune of the

Sephardim
vors and goon surpassed them in mumbers.
#ic population was eatl

in commerciai endea

In 1726 the Aghkena meted at 9,000,32

s the Ashkenazim began to be active 1n trade,
Where there wers no guilds, as in the sily ip

duatry ang Sugar
Tefining, they participated in busineas enterprises, fne
ﬁﬁrman Jews played an important role in the tobaceo trade in

“I81o0m, . 26,
301p14., pp. 206-10,

Bllw-, PP, 361 ‘Drl ang {-;1-

#103d., p. 210,
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pértieular,33 as well aa in the growing diamond industry.
The marked progress in the financlial situation of the
Ashkenazinm is c¢learly evident upon a compariscn of tax
statlstlcs, lists of merchants, and registera of bank hold-

ings.34 )

2. The Rabbilnate and Its Problems
Wlth the bullding of the Oreat Symnagozus the Ashkenazle

eammﬁnity enbared into a new phase of developmens. The
kehillsh flourished and the position of ehief rabbl was £1illed
éy men whose fawe extended Ffar beyond the confines of their
own city.35 Az was the case in most communltles ol Yeatern
Europa, the majority of Ashkenazic rabbis of Amsterdan were

- of East Burcpean Qrigin.35 during the ministry of Melr ben

" Judah 3tern of Fulda, & nbbed Rabbalist, the Aashkenazis
instituted an Aindependent Bat Din.37 unen the Bible was

N 335. @. Ven Dillen, "De economlische positie en betekenis
der Joden in de Republisk en 1n de Nederlandse kolonlale wereld,”
- Qeschledenis, pp. 570-73. Cf. also Vaz Dlas, "Ben vergeben

hoofdstuk uit de economische geschledenis der Amsterdamsche

Joden," De Vrijdagavond, VII, June 13, 1930, pp. 151 e,

34?an'nillan,_Gasehiedenia, p. 583,

3 35A 1ist of the chilef rabbis of the Ashkenazic congre-
gation and thelr dates of office 1s found 1n 3Sluys, De ambtadata

~Yan de oudste Opperrabbifnen bif de Hoomdulbsche Gemeente te
Amsterdam (Amsterdam, 191T7), pp. 21~23,

3¢, s, 8. Ralsir, The Haskalsh Movement 1n Russila
(Philadelphia, 1913), pp. 33-34.

BTSluys,_ﬁmbtﬁd&ﬁa, p.e 15,




printed 1a fusterdaw 1a 1£73 with an aceompanying Judec-
Uerpan translation, Wedlw Stern acted as advisor to the schole
&vs engazed in this task, 38 His succassor, David Lida,

formerly chlef rabhl of Mayenee, 418 known to posterity aa

the author of numercus seholarly workas., Among thew ave Migdal

Dauld, a commentary on the Pook of Ruth (Amsterdanm, 1680);
Dibre Dewid, a hook on morals {Tublin, n.d.}; “1r Dawid, =

collection of homilicsn { Amsterdam, 1T19); Biiluke Abanim, a

compentary on Rashl t0 the Pentateuch (Pirth, 1693): ang
Beler ‘Baek, a polemic against opponente in Amsterdam who had
accused him of plagiarism and Shabbethalan leanings (Lublin,

1685),39 Following Lida's departure Irom Amaterdanm, 40 the

3“@%mbitzara I, 52a, note and .Ta, note; Graetz,

X, 265,

39In nis youth Lida also served ap spiritual leader
of several Polish c¢iltles as well as Zwolin, Ostrog and Iida,
Lithuania., In additlon %o these and other works, Lida com-
posed a commentary on the Shulhan %ruk, Orah Hoyyim, Entisled
‘Betor Mayiw Havylwm and highly praised Ly Lida's contemporaries
this work was never publiished znd nothing iz known of the
vhereabouts of the Mo, Dembitzer, I, &Ra.

_ WOr1da lelft imsterdam for the sgecond and final time
in 1685. He settled in Lemberg where he passed away November
22, 1696. ©f the many eities in which he tad served za
rabbl the name of only that of Amsterdam is menbioned on
his gravestone. Sluys, - Geachledenia, p. 341, Tor Lida's
dife vide Azron Frelmann, "Ra b Dawlda Lida we-Hiztadhkuto
be-Beter ‘Eaek, " Sefer Hayobel lekbod Nahum Sokolow (Warsaw,
1904), op. 456 ©F, ' ' '

@y W T T

e wm FHE A




€3

Portuguese hakamim temporarily took over the rabbinical func~

- tions in the Ashkenazic cammunigy.“l Then Moses Judah ben

 Kalonymous Cohen, known as Leib Harif,

was nominated as
ohilef rabbi,

For over ftwenty years he presided over the aon-

gregation durling a period of communal productivity and pPros-

perity. Prominent in his generation, Harif left little in

_writing.ge Chosen as Harif's Buccessor, Saul of Cracow

passed away in Glogau, May, 1707 on the way to Amsterdam, 43

Por a year and a half the rabbinical duties were discharged

by Judah Lelb ben Ephraim Ansel of Rotterdam. Subsequently

these dutles were shared with thpee other rabbis.&& At the

appointed-~Aryeh Judah
Kallsch, author of the Hiddusheld gur Arvyeh., For 22 years

#nd of 1708 a new chief rabbi was

Ql$1uys, Geschiedenis, log. eltl.

42 responsum written by Hardf 1s found in Eldakim Gdtz,
Sheelot u'Teshubot Eben ha-Shoham {Dyhernfurth, 1733), no. 36.

\nother responsum of Harif'is 15 included in the Teshubat
~Geonim, pp. 7b~8a, ‘

: “331uya, Geschiedenta; p, 342, Some 30~odd yearsa
ater Saul's son Aryeh Lelb--son-in~law of Hakam Zebl-~vas
Ppointed to the same position. JIbld., p. 368

v .

I‘“Dembitzes:n I, 98a, nota. Kaufmarn notes that Judah
el ben Ephraim Anshel nas been mistakenly 1dentified as ths
fcle of Hakam Zebl. The latter was named Judah Lelb ban
Phraim ha-Cohen of Ofen, Transaoctions, III, 122, n, 12,
udah Leib ben Ephraim Anshel Served as the first rabbi of

€ Hambro Synagogue in London., Subsequently he became chief
abbl of Rotterdam and for a brief period was acting chierf
abbl of Amsterdam. Solomons, Transactions, XII, 94-95,

hSD&ﬁbltZ&P I, 98b, note.

s s T



el

Amsterdan too he devoted hia ¢fforta to thz establishment

of 2 Yeshiva, Howevsr, he was vouchsafed little cpportunity

to develop this institusion for he passed away barely a year
arnvi & half afser entering affice,as In the interis, hebween

the demime of XKalisoh and the election of Hakam Zebi n3

ehiefl rabbi, Judah Leilb ben Ephraim Anshel onee more ful~
fiiled ths rabbinileal functienﬁ.g?

These apliritual lsaders had not; howsver, heen ene

ablad to discharge the dubties of their office in an atmospheye

of tranquility. Por gensrations the position of chief rabbi
&d been surrounded wigh contention, albelt often of a
1fling nature. Prox its Inception the kehillah seems to

have heen permeated with dissension and lack of harmony.

Ne can reconstruct the pieture of the internal 1ife of the
burgeoning community from the amals of the Ashkenazim as

preserved in the nrotocols of the congregation and from the
tarigl recomda in the ¢ty archives. ‘The compopition of

he congregation was heberogeneous. Differences in language
and gynagague customs abounded and a Quarrelsome spirit pra-
vailed which the somber eoonomic plight of the German immi-
grante d1d not gerve ko allevigte, An early g3 1635 thers

8 an official record of s quarrel between membayg cf the

l b . Py . ¥,
}6§se. git.; Amelunder, p. 5833 Sluys, Geachiedenla,
343, '

LAr .
*Hsolomons, Trenssetions, p. 95,
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congregation and 1Us elders. The dispute was %ettled by the
burgomasters of Amsterdam following ecnsultation with the
Portuguesnes parnasim.ag The flrst chief rabbl, Momes Weil

of ?ragu&,£9 took office at an inausplelous time. During

his brief tenure the community was beset by financial q1f7i~

1tles and personal strife, In the garly documents thare

are several indleatlons of peftiness and guibbling on the

were finally settled by recourse to outside in%ervention in

ne lustance by the Portuguese hakaw, 1n another by Rabbi
Sheftel Haraw;tz who, by chanece, wag then visiting smsterdam, 59
The arrival of the Hast Eﬁrogagn Jews was accompanied by a
erlod of strained rélations and one notes freguent alteres-

tions betueen the German and Polish congregations. It is

_ “Sproom, p. 28. cf. Sluys, Geschiedents,
Pp. 309-311.

. hgﬁmal&nﬂar, P. 585, Sluys, Ambtedata, p, 5, gives
his full name as signed on a document dated April 15, 1640:

ARID2 nUATRNT RYYIT 3pyr 2"nn x"xb 13 fws ‘o

_ 5O31uys, 1bid., pp. 6-9. Rabbi Shabbethal Horowlbzes
Zenerally atyled R. Sheftel--was chief rabbl of FrankPort-am-

Main and later of Pomen. He was the son of the fanmed
Kabbalist, R. Isaiash Horowitz, known as the Shelah ha-Kadosh,
Buthor of the Shene Iuhot ha-Bepit (Amsterdsm 16497, -
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likely that the one-~time chief rabbi of tha Garman community,

Abraham ben Joshua of ¥orms, was for an interlude rabbl of

- the Polish congregation but that he resigned from this office

on account of the 1il-feeling of his former congregants

toward the Polish population, 5 Buring the tenure of David

Llda commnity dissension reached peak. The hoatilities

“began inmediately upon Lida's arrival in August, 1630, By i

July, 1681, he needed the officlal proteetion of the parmasim

from open antagonism and opposition in the community., The al

following year two of his more outspoken opponents Were de-

nied permission to attend Bynagogue services whereupon they

appealed to the civil authorities for relter. Subsequently,

the disstdent faction gained the upper hand ang

David Idda L
left Amsterdan.

A% 8 result of the intervention of the Synod tn
8 on hig behalf, a temporary reconciliation was
effected and Lids returned to Amaterdam,

of Pour Land

A radical ehange
ﬁad not, however, taken Place in the attitude of the communal
leaders and the atmomphere remained inimleal to Lida who

eparted once more in 1685.52 Internal schisms also mapred

he ministry of Arven Kalisch. Appointment of an asaceiate

antor spurred a biltter feud which splintered the conm

i

unity

5lIb1d., pp. 12-13.

521p14., pp. 17-18. T

© yeara later Lida was swarded
he aum of 200 RD 1n sompensati

on for having been deprived of
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into warring fsctions. 'Tha constant agltations affected

Stiva, 1709, there cceurred a public dispute in the syne-
gogue and violence ensued. As a result Kaliseh becams 111
and on Movenber 9 he passed away.23 fThe oceurrence of dip-

turbances in the synagogue at this time is confirmad hy

leglslation of December 1G, 1709. It was resolved that all
who had partlcipated or had been involved in the strife be
fined in accordance with the verdict of the Bet Din and the
councii of E‘m}:*mz::.?;im.5!1

A3 can be seen this cursory outline disaszasion snd
discord were features of the communal 1life of the Aghkenazim,
Thay were not a aself-sufficlent group and frequently brought
thelr problems o nhé Jephardic authoritiss or to the sivice
govermment., The incumbeney of Hakam Zebl was %o be chap-
Bcterized by such dlssension and in his case too the petty
quarrels were to be brought before both the Portuguese

matapad and the Duteh magistrates.

B, ZHarly Quarrels

1. gontract

sShortly after his arrival in Amsterdam, Hakam Zebi
elashed with the parvasim regardlng the duration of his

53§egggla§ Sefer, p. 28.

SQSluys, Bealden, p. 9.

the health of the chilef rabbi. Imden reports that on Shabbat

e ——m

e T e g
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eorntract, Acute disagreemant sver this fundamental matter

recurrisrg factop underlying the subsequent cuar-
rels, Av the behest of ¢

was Lo bhs

o

ng parnasim the seribe, Pinhas

Jacob3,55 drew up the contract for a three yéér Period. The

dooument was dated Friday, ¢ Shebat-~the day that the news

of thé appointment had reached Hakam @ehi.sﬁ fAccording to

the testimony of the seribe recorded later hefore a notary,

Joharmes van Villekens,57 Hakam Zebl had himself prepaved

another version of she contract in whiegh the term of office

was apecified as six vears, The seribe elainsd that on ag-

count of pressure frow Ashkenazl he had ¢opiad the contract

in compliznee with the latter's emendations, ¥hen he had

submitted this document to the authorities a sharp alterca-

tlon hed ensusd between Hakam Zebi and tha parnagim,  Finally

the issue was settled in acoordance wit

1 the wishes of the

parnasim. The letter ? was interpolated into the already

Prepared text, thus translorming ww 50 guy. At the conclusion

ineluded

. Ssaeferred to in the documents as Plinhas Jacobs,
Pinhag ben Bliakinm {dled November 28, 1749} became seeretary
-0f the kehillah on Cetober 31, 1709. He wrote the letters of
appointment sent to Zebi Ashkenazl, Abraham Berlliner ang
Aryeh Leib ben Saul,’ Sluys, "De Protoccilen dep Hoogduitsch~
Joodsche Gemeente te Amsterdam,” Bijdragen en Medeedslingen

Yan het Genootschap voor de Jdoodsche ¥ebtensgnap in Nederiand,
v {ig77], 123,

. 5531uyﬁ, Boelden, p. 16, points out that an incorrecst
date is given in the doguments, namely, Friday, 10 3hebat,
In the year 5470, 10 Shebat fell on a Saturda

¥. ZEmden,
%egillaﬁ sefer, p. 25, writes that his father received the
etter o appointment on a Friday.

STyide, inpra., p. 87.
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in the Tirat letter to Hakam Zebt "Unto eternity may he lead
us; in his light may we walk unto eternity.“5g Again the
seribe averred.that he hagd ingerted these words only at the
unrselenting insistence of Ashkenazi who had fhreatened him
with the ban. 1In his own handwriting Halkam Zebi added that
the three years stipulated were to begin as of £ Adar II.
Temporarily shelved, the issue over the eontract was reopegned
two years later and became the basis of an open quarrel that

was ¢o result in itigation in the eivil courts. B9

2. Lantors
Rivalry between the two cantors wae 8tl1ll keen at the

time that Hakam Zebl assumed offlice. The previous Year pare
tlsanship on this 1s8ue had caused = complete rift in the
Communlity, culminating 1n the open riota which had haragsed
the last days of Aryeh Leld ¥alisch., ‘The followers of the
cantor Leidb under the leadership of Aaron Abrahamsz, Polak
.(Gokkas) and Slmon Abrahampz. Polak (Gokkes) comprised the
more powerful faction., The supporters of the other cantorp,
Yehlel MiMal of Lublin, were far less afflie nt.60 e follow-

ing 1s a Sunmary of Emden's account of the struggle. The

e

58cf. The Duteh text, Sluys, log. elt. and the Hebrew
text in Wagenaar, THledot, Appendix, IT,

SQThe question of the length of the contract is men~
tioned by Hayyun, Ha-%ad Zebl, Introduction:
T 7780 1370 n19v% vov0n9 N2y 73wl 0%3w whw 19wo3 2903 3

?3 nixovvn 23871 n12by 13a03° X177 0wn 7103 anow nboab vnvn

5031uya, Beelden, p. 9.
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hatred between the two parties was more virulent than that

of e2newy nations. The Prosperous group spent éanaiderable

sums of money in bribery, utilizing bhoth thele own capital

end congregational funds. Taltlng adventage of theinr official

positions of authorlty in the community, they oppressed thelp

weakey opponents, aeeking te prevent them from noelding con-
gregational office and participating in BYRagogue ceremonies,
Eagerly they sought the favor of the new chlef rabbl, ZHven

beforae Ashkenazi came to AmBterdam, they sought to win him

over to thelr side. Through the mediation of the sexton they

approached Hakam Zebl and offered him the outright sum of

120,000 gold pleces 1f he would ald them. Ashkenazi replied

that he could render no deeision before hearing the viewpoint

of both sidea. Upon arrival in Amsterdan Hakam Zebl aligned

himself with Yehlel Milal's supporters. Thereupon, Leib's

faction became his bitter foes and 1t was they who sought

to terminate his contract aftar'threa years. However, their
éttempta wera folled and their leaders Judah Prins, Aaron

Polak and 4alman Kuperns were removed from their posts on

m. Ashkenazi was vietorious over his
detractars largely becauss he had acguired the friendship

ccount, emmity in the community was not extinguished, the

hree ex-parnasin waited for an opportunity to strike in



ol
i

revengs ang "

the embsrs of strugzegle and guarrel glowed be~
neath the asheg, ol

The description given by Emden 13 an exagrerated one,

Certainly there was g 19nggtanding quarrel with regard to
the cantors. fThe matter had elready been a subject

tention durlng the rabbinste of Leldb Harir.
proclamation dated June 21,

af gonw
An official

1700 and signed by the pamasin
and chief rabbl stated that so great were the disturbances

in the Synagogue that the services ware con

pletely disrupted,
"We have noticed the great commotions

+ » « On acecount of the
question of the cantors,

« « . And alas, the disputes become
worse each day. .

. « Woe for the same and contumely of our
community,

Woe to the ears that hear 1t and woe to us vwvho
must feel shame before the Christians who enter the Bynagogue
end see there the desecration of G~g!

8 name,” Accordingly,

innovation 1in the manner of the singlng of the 1iturey. Yehiel
iMal was the first céntar to be accouwpanied b

¥y two aingars

61&& 1liat Sefer, pp, 29-30, Emden fefers to Aron
. Polak and Simon Abrahamsz,

Folak az the Gokkesn

62351uys, Beelden, pp. 11-12,

i




~and this practice seems oo nave stirred opposition,63

Shortly before Hakam Zebi's appointmen

t this dispute erupted
The pratocai& wention repssted

anew, Occaslons on whish
Yehiel MiMal was ¢alled before the parnasin régarding the
Infringement of the  regulations. Several tines he ignerag
these summonses ana rluked the dig

pleasure of the Buthorities,
On October 20, 1709,

the acconpanimens of fhe cantop by a buss

slnger was forbidden and anosther warning pronounced againsgt
FLNE :

disﬁﬁrh&nses in the sarvices,ﬁa The sexton 2y have playeg

L role 1n the discussions 48 asserted by Emden, This sey-

on, Levi Agsers Reaankrants,

was marrled to the sister of
ha cantor Lelb and 1% is 1ike

1y that he intervenad on bhe~

21" of the wealthy faetion and sought to inducs Hakawm Zebi

¢ édvacate the éstaﬁlish@& 1lturgieal mﬂdea‘és Emden's

{2

Bport regarding the deposition of the three parﬁasim who

ere the outspoken enemles of his father ia corroborat

ed by
& ¢lty records,

At & resolution of the burgomastera,‘ﬁay

28, 1710, verbally Cransmitted to the paryna

8im on May 30, the
masim Aaron Abrahamsz,

Polalk ang Judah Prins and the

5351uys, Geschiedents, p. 342, Pora desceription of
& development of thig issue and 1ts resolution in 1784
ide 1,, Hirachel, "Cultuur en volkaleven, * ibld., p. 488,
88 cantor Leib b, Wolf was hired in 1685, “iis family had a
Pecord of cantorial service in the community, the second

hailled fpon Lublin, He wasg bired by
eongregation in 1700 and Preasvmably left Amsterdam in
12, Sluys, Oudste, p. 27

Eqsluya, Beelden, p. 13.

51b14., po. 11 and 13. For identiflication of the
€xton, canfors and Parnasiv then in office vide Mulder,




~assessor Jolomon Cohen de Jonge were removed from office,
This action is further confirmed by the list of parnasie

in offlce in the year 5470 from which thelr names are

struck ouf, and the ex-parmasim Ssmson Boas, Ellezer Tmrich
{Gomperts) and Jacob Wimpfe are named 28 theirp replacements, 66
~In view of this oceurrence the reason for the subsequent

opposition of these men to Hakam Zebi i1s obvious,

« Shohet
Emden records another case of conflict shortly after

aﬂakam %ebl's arrival. In honor of Hakam Zebi's installation

hehet,  Emden refers to the ghohet by name as Reb Lelzer
nd atates‘that he had held fhe post for many veara, Upon
esting Reb Lelzer, Ashkenazi declaved that the shohet had
0st his sensitivity and was incapable of examining the
1tual slaughtering knife. At Bakam Zebl's order the shohet
4% discharged from his position., From this time forth the
?rmer ghohet and his numerous friends and relatives nursed

n lmplacable hatred for the rabhi.67 The community

Rene zeldzame wedaille, " Nederlandseh~Israslitiach Jaarboekie
Gravennhage, 1859), pp. 437534, '

66Hillesum, Centraal Blad, January 9, 1925, p. 113
luys, Beelden, p. 16. Sluya notes that the assessor ig
amed "Samuel Cohen” in the official records. In Sluys?
Pinion, ibid., p. 39, note 19, thils 18 an error; Samuel
ohen was one of Hakam Zebi's allies.

67Meg;;1at Sefer, p. 26.




chronicles do indeed indicate that there weore difficulties
with regard to the shehilta, but the facts do nhot bear out
Enden's version of the case. The wsek before the arrival of
Ashkenazi a new shohet was engaged only to be dismissed five
days later. Emden is also wrong in his contention that his
father's order redoundad to the financial beneflt of the
community in that whereas Reb Lelzer had received a yearly

- salary of 400 gullders, the new shiohet bought the rights for

1000 BRD. The protocols note that on 2 Adar IT the she?ita
- was leased to Gumprich bhen Ephraim Riene for 1500 guilders
annually, the parnasim Selig and Solomon Cohen serving as
guarantors. Beneath this contract there is another entbry--
;dated Y Adar II, a day befors Ashkenazi came %o the cliyw-
~stating that another shohet had besan angaged.ﬁg- Emdeﬁ‘s
‘elaim that at his Fathenr's advice the proprietorsiiip of the

:ritual bath was gold 4s also 1ncorrect.69 There 18 2 memo-

%o whom the mikwah was leased, Apparently the community had
access to the profits of both the shehits and the ritual bath

8and despite these sources of income was constantly beset by
Tinancial difficulties,TO

683111esum, Centraal Blad, December 19, 1824, p. 3.

69MEMillat sefer, p. 27.

703tuys, Beelden, pv 1% and p. 39, n. 17.

‘randum dated Pebruary, 1710, regarding one Hershel Charleville
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L. ‘The akkaﬁaﬁ of 3711

During this sntire perlod continual discord among,

the parnasinm became so intense that cutslde intervention wap

warranted., Af s weeting of Januawy 3, 1710, presided over by

Judah Prins~~then still in offiee~-and at whieh two parnasim

of the Portuguese community participsted, the rollowing

takkanot wers promulgated. Only with g ma jority of votes

of thes fuil gathering of parnagsinm would it ha yarmisaiblé to

place an Iindividual under the ban, Lo reveis z memberts priv-

copmunal sdoinistration, ‘The arpivel of Hakam Zebl in the

ifollowing month, as we have seen, did not help to restore

-harmony. Shortiy thereafter, a quarrsl agaln broke out~~this

the dismissal of the sexton, 3Jimon Hartogsz,

Lohen, Tho alsdesd of whieh Qchen was foouned is not 2 mat-

2

ter of record. However, lster as a condition of relnatatement

in his position he was required to take an cath neverp again

%0 be 1ax regarding the honor of the rabbi and the parnasim,

The dismissal was decided by a majority vote of thoge present

but not with a mejorlty of the full complement of parnasim

48 stipulated in the takkanah of January 23.71 The dissenting

Tl3luys, Beolden, p. 16.
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pembkers of the Couneil wepe miiitantly “pposed to the de-

Noted in the Protocols ia an attempt on the part

of Hakan Zebl on June 20 to reestablish unity among the

¢islon,

B but in the face of aly efforts at reconeiliation
the aincricy Yemzined obdurate, They appcaled to the city

eouneil the matser ¢o

w¥ho in gurn referred the Zephardie

ected becauss the parmasin wers at loggerheada regarding

Therefore on Augusg 3,

-
r &

his dispute, s ®h@ Couneil of
arnasim appesread before the notayy

van Villekens and de-
lared their “ranimous deeielon to Teqguest the arp
of the Hephaprdie matamed o S

A, -~
LACN LIS
M

nate dhe quarreis with

itration

regard to the discharge of the sextop, Pledging to abide

by the declialon end arbitration of

the Portuguose Parnasim

Parnasis to drayw up new
inding on the Ashihenazlie “Ongregation,
robably the Portuguess, mindful of the constant internal
ntripuas augng the ABhkenazim, Tequested thag g formal

ecard of the,praaaadinga ba made before the notary, '@ g

ument was slgned B 163 prominent members of the Ashkenazie

zh&m_thﬁ Parmasin and ax-
QUL that the two colums of

ehillah, Emoig parnasim,  3luys has.
slgnatures on thi

inted 3 dooye-

lona, The alignment
the comunlty is wWorthy or menblon,

nt represent the two opposing faot
thin Hakam Zebi'ty
72 e

Emmanuel,‘§g§gggg, IX, 21s,




ally, Solomon Levi Norden, asizned his neme 1n She column of
the majority group. Beneath those of the dissenting minop-
ity are found the algnaturea of Hakam Zebl's adversarles
the three former parnasiis Aaron Abrahamssz, Polak, Judah Prins
and Sclomon Cohen de Jonge. On 3September 23, the 3ephardla
announced an official sebtblement with regard to the sexton.
He was %o be reinstabed in hla office elght months following
the enactuent of the new atatutes., On February 5, 1Til,
the Seﬂhardic parnaslm promulgated the new tagganat to which
the burgomasters immediate;y accorded theiy official appreval.?E
Prne advent of the stagutes of 1711 marks s milestone
in the history of ths Amsterdanm ﬁshké%azim. Thess gtatubes
whigh ware the first printed regulations of the community
consist of 113 asrticles. 'The original docunent wag drawn up
in both Duteh and Judeo-German. (The Judeo-German bext
numbers 112 artiaiaa.)7& The main purpose of the new taggaﬁat

?5SEuya, Pzelden, ». 15,

Thy copy of the takksnot is extant in the Judeo-German
edition, however, & copy of the complete Duich text has not
been found. Ihid., pp. %-7; Sluys, Gescnledenis, p. 345. For
bibliographical notez on the editions of these Lakkanot, vide,
Hillesum, Centraai Blad, December 19, 1924, p. 3, Although
the statutes appesred in print in 1711, 21l coples seemed to
have disappeared bsnd oniy 1n comparatively recent times has
this document been rediscovered. 3luys, Beslden, ». 36, ad-
vanees the hypothesls that the Ashkenagzle parmesin confiseated
#ll coples of these statutes in an attempt to Obsoure the
questlion of their conduct toward Hakam Zebi--Lehuvior which
might concelvably have been interpreted as a violation of

the takksnot.




was the establianment nf pezoe and hurzony within the'ccm*
munity. The first two articles exemplily the spirit of
the entire oreolamation. General smnesty was zranted for
all congregational offenses, All parnasip wér& to be recon-
ciled publiely and they together with the ex-parnasin werd
required to pledge mutual brothernood before the Holy Apkc
dn the &ynagcgue.75 In some of the regulstions one fan
trace the influence of the Portuguese advisors for many of
the rulings parallel statutes of the Portuguese kehillah
Farﬁieularly striking is the declsion to name the society
for the study of the Toranh Hz,mg_xf = and to eall the
Ashkenazie sommunity i1tself Talmud Torah. These are the

gelfeane namos used by the Saphardie community o denots the
ldentical insﬁitutioﬁa. Under the provisions of article 24,
o member of the Gevman congregation was forbidden to atbend

Bervices in the Portuguese synagogus. It is posaible that

:this was included because 1t was the practice of thoase who

were exoluded from the Ashkenzgia ynagogue o prey among the
Portuguese, Ssveral arcicles clearly reflect the dezires of
the chief rebpi, Hakam Zebl, In all 1ikelihood his wishes

Were heeded because the Portuguess parnasim wio played the

T5The sext of the first two articles is glven by
Hillesum, Centraal Blad, January 9, 1925, p. 11.
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under privase Lusplices buk Lo s2og arpbi ¢l2 provided that
Bpecinl dispensation be given to convena g wiﬁg&n in the
homa of the eirlef papy bl, albeit not on Babbaths gp holidays,
Artlele 8 recopdeg the ¢ eﬂaaimns on whieh the papyy was to
be accordeq the honoy of shellshi at the Readlng of tha Law,
No ona but the chiesp rabbl was to offlelate ap 5 Wedding op
dfaw up a beig of divoree, 1n the evont that the chief rabbs
be indpasad; only an ppointes of ghe Farnasin mighe take his
place (Arg, 82). Articie 81 specifrieq the amount of noney to
whiahfth& rabbi wap entitlad rop solemnizing 5 wedding., Mosgs
8ignillicant 1g Articls Bo ¥hich in effegt Fatlfied thne termg
of the chier rabbi*a-contraca, It was alse noted that the

“abbi “cgepted ne “3neﬂaﬂium$ fop reslding g4 ¢lvil suitg

vy &
Hia1§3h47
As previcualy noteg nany of the regulaﬁion37?.mirrar
the discordang asture of the community ang 1¢ Wa8 hoped that
theas tagganﬂt ﬁ@uiﬁ dlapel the 8trife ang a*ssensian. Howi~

eVer, in drawi 0g up the new statutes tho basice sauge of
%

76&1m3&, Beelden, Bp. 18-z2,

"Tyide Articles 1, 2, 48 and 87 citeq by Hillesun, 1ge,
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eommuNel unpeste-ihe Srbhpidled mower of

S Bhe parnasim--had
been lgnored,

The Jawish populace of Amsterdar enjoved almost
gomplata autonomy exsreising full control over their gun
community as long as there was no vislation of Dukeh law,

The parnasim at the haad of the_gehillah gov

Fernmnent exer-~
uthority overp individual ecor

ngregants that was
virtually abseluta, It wag the parnasgim

elsad an o

who interpreted the

often‘amanding theam arbitrarily to serve
their owp purposes and then

community statubes,

obtaining the rubber stamp ap-

Proval of the burgomanters asg a natter of course,

- TR

TG

Parnasin wielded great influence on the officlals ef the

manielral covermment and 1% was thev alone who wore recognlzod

88 official representatives In dealings with tha elvil mag-

dstrates, executing the laws of the community,

the powep
of the parnasinm was Practically uniimited,

Cii occasion the

f?arnaﬂim abused thogne Privileges and thelr autosratice ways
arousad Hueh resentment. They nad reeourss to several modegn
@f coeralon for the malnbensnee of diselpline. They weve
free Lo impogs T4

.....

nes and o deprive members of the right to

2ttend the Brnagopsue o o participats in cengrembtional
teremonies.,

For severe infringemens of the statutes, they
Yesorted to soel

¢lal ostrauiam by means of the ban--herem.

in the synagogue in the presence

in & solemn and awesonua o

This ban was pronounced

1 the antire commmunity eremony .

o ke
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w Runlshaont the conaent of the alty

It 13 true that wany advantagas actruzd to the gom-

manity on acecunt .of the filrm ruls gp the parnasia, Through

organizatilon the kehillah was enabled to cousolidate ics

financial repources and function axz o forceiul egonomic

graup.T? compuisopy varbieipafion on ihe

part of the members
in sharing the ebllgatiion of providing for the

poor ensured
the maintenance of adeguate

charitabls serviges, 0 By

virtue of its powerful aelf-government the community was
able Lo presarve 1ts Henngogue, its institutlons and los

cusboms in thelr traditional form, These benelicial aspecss
notwl thetanding the ayatem had many dyewbacks, ghief anong
theae belng the nﬂn*daﬁaaraﬁia Composlition of the governing
body. The coneentration of power was in the hands

irmly entrenched “lligarchy; few

of' a

Rewcomers were permitted to

doln the restricted cirele of leaders. The results of eleo~

tlons were alweys known in advance sinoce only 5 smail Eroup

: P 8luys Beeldsn, pp, 7-8; iden, Gegehiedenis, o,
335, A briaf;déaﬁﬁiﬁffﬁh of tge organization of the p
ashkenazle kehillah, 1ts chavitable institutiona ang methods
of diseiplife 3o glven by Jaap Heljer, Moedar in Israel: HEen
Seachiedenis van Hes Amgterdamae Asfkenazische Joderdon

z aarlies, 1?63}, PR. 2123, 7

»

79Bloom, p. 18 end ibid., n. €3,

- aﬂcf. metheds of enloreing charity collecsions in
various communities Aand inataness from Amghars-- saykanot
ited by Tarael Abrahams, Jewiah Life in the puiddls Lees
Philadelphia, 1896), pp. 315-14" '
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of people served as electora, The same People were elected

and reelected over a period of years and for generations

power remained in the hands of a few select families.dl

These famllies of parnasinm deported themselves haughtily and -

flaunted their exalted soelal standing, Consaequently mewbers

of the community were xeanly sensitive to the s0cial dis-

tlnctions between themselves and the ruling clasa, They

rebelled against the standards of implicit obedience expected

of them and harbored a secrat yearning for pawer.82

Rather than remedylng the situation, the astatutes of

1711 tended to endorse the status que. Under the provisions

of Article 22 the rosition of the parnasim was enhanged. ;
"The Council of Parnasiu shall have the full authority and

Supremacy in ruling the congregation of the nation. . . . No 5

one shall be so bold as to oppose thelr resolutions or to

Separate himselfl from the commmunlity ; . under penslty of 5

~the great ban and a flne of 1000 gullders, "S53

Soon after the sppearance of the new taklkanot rival

“factions onece again vied for control of the community. When

-

8131uy3,_3&elgan, p. 13.

of arrogant behavlor on the part of parnasim ef. Gotthard
Deutsch, "Parnas,” Jewish Encyelopedia, IX, 541~ 2,

8331uys, Beelden, p. 22,

e s A
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the incumbent parnasim transzressed one of the new statutes
thelr antagonists used this as a pretext to undermine the
Councll's authority. Some forty members slgned a document
empowering three delegates to address an gffiéial complaint
to the govermnment. The conspiracy was, however, discovered

and the petition was not filed with the magistrates. The

document haz been preserved in the protoeds. Among the
dgnatures 3luys has identified those of Jacob Fles,sa Nathan
Feldel aon of Judah (Philip Levi Herden), Solomon Norden and
Soloman Isacqs Cohen all of whom were known as Hakam Zebi's
supporters., Seen within the context of communal machinations
Hakam Zebi's dlspute with the parnzsim seems to have been
but one facet of the fight for hegewony within the kehillah.
In the opinion of Sluys the parnasim feared that the influ~
ence of Hakam Zebl and the support of the Portuguese might
8id the cause of the insurrsectionists. The aubsequent ac-
tions of the parnasim and their attempts to terminate Hakam
Zebi's tenure were dictated wmore by the desire to weaken the

rival party than by acrimony towards Hakam Zebi.as

4

Jacob Flesa' struggle against the authority of the
Parnasim antedated Hakam Zebl's arrival 1n Amsterdam. Vide,
&uoa P. 9. )

85
Ibid., p. 24.

o e o
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D, Attempt to m

smisas Hakam Zebi
On April i0, 1712, the pamasin commisgioned the
Levy Asgepg Rosenkrante and 3imon Ha%
and the 8eribe,

sextons, togaz, Cohen,

Pinhas Jacobs to request Hakam Zebl tg

Provide than with his Copy of the contraat, ﬁpparﬁntly
his salary had not been paid pp they Promlaed

the sup o which he Was entitled y

of appointment, Halkam

Lo pay ninm
Pon return of the lettep
4ebl refused to cam@ly with this

COpy of the
in the gahillah archiveg,

demand, replying that g docunent was already

Cn May 25, Ashkenazi fiqa,
he eontraot

however,
fulfill theip rYequest and ¢

The following day

the Parnasin ge-
- bermined o terminate Hakam Zehy?

3 appointment upen the
contract on March 10, 1713,

‘the sextons ang Zeribe were instrueted to inforg Ashkenazi

of thig decision in order that he might have ample opportunity
o make any necesaary arrangements., 7o their cbmmnnication

Tell your Parnasin they.might well have

X do not accept the

Apparently the parnasin noW sought to denounce the

Mabhi officlally and urged individuals to make_recsrda of
M

86$1ﬁya, Beelden, p.

R 25; Muldep Jaarboekta, p, 4g,
« J, Vredenburg, Jewish Encxciogedia,’II, 202,

. e
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thelr charges agalnst him. 0On June 12, meabers of the cow-
munity teatified before the nctary, Van Villekens, that the
rabbl had taken the excessive sum of 8 RD for perfor@ing a
i divorce. In July, & complalnt was reported th&u Ashkenasi
;Jhad demanded payument (o whilch he was not entitled in cone
Junetion wlth a Dia Torah. In December, a third cowplaint

- ecame before the notary in which it was claimed that the rabbi
ihad demanded unfalr compensatlon for granting a heksher.

- 3gveral further accusations dealt wiﬁh the solemnization of
-marriages. On NHovember 21, 1t was alleged that Hakam Zebl
had refused to attend a wedding beeause a carriage had not
fbaem provided for him, He was reputed to have sald that 4if
the bridegroom is poor he should 3ell his shoes to obbtain a
;carriage. On November 25, a wltness again condemned Hakam
Zebl for falluve Lo appear at a wedding., ‘Tuough the bride~

- groom was peor and the bride an orphan, the rabbi had re-
lfua@d to reconsider the matber and the parties nad suffered
deep humillation.S7

The attempt to disciss Hakam Zebl had irmediate
‘repercussions. EBarly in June his partisans filed an officiazl
fmemorandum with the magistrates. Bearing the signatures of
;?hilip Tevi (Nerden), 3olomen Isacgs (Gohen), Jacob Fles and

Samuel CQchen the document gontained an indictment of the

pros—

7Emmanuel, Sefunot, IX, 215. Apparently the solemniza~
tion of marriages occasioned disagreements hetween Hakam Zebl
and the parnasim. €f. Sluys, Beelden, p. 23,
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parnasim enumerating a detalled list of grievances agsinst
them. The petitionsrs declapred that the pernasin had
flagrantly transgressed the statutes promulgated by the
Portugusse leaders a£ the reguest of the city’authoritie&‘
8pecifica11§, they were charged with unlawful deeigions with
regard to the Talmud Toran Soclety, wlth negleching to im-
pose fines and punishments, with permitting a visiting rabbi
to preach in the Synagogue contrary to the regulations, with
selling wine, cheese and meat without obtaining the neoessary
certification of the ravhl, and with failure %o gonvene in
the asynagogue for public reconciliation ma stipulated by
Article 2. These accusations were but s preface 5o the ma Jor
eriticlam directed against the parnasinm ramely, the arbitrayy
dismlssal of the'chiaf rabbi. PFor three ryears the commanity
had been in turmoll ovep the question of the rabbits Lenure;
this matter bad finally been settled by the definitive state-
ment in Artiele 50 of the atatutes. Now the acpusers pro-
teated, the parnasim had gratultiously decided to discharge
Hakam Zebi offering no valld reason other than s quite
frivelous and unheard of pretext that the latter had'only

41

The petitloners
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Finally, they reproached the parnasim for belng motivated in
the entire matler by personal hatred and vindictivenssg,SS
The burgomaéters Pranemitied the éaéumants to the
Porttguese Parnasin then in office amnl ko éhoae wno had besn
in offlece at the tine of the bromulgation of the statutes,
The Ashkenazlc Parnaslin were ingtructed to draw up a brief
in support of their position,. Accordingly the 8crlbe, Pinhas
Jacobs, was dirscted to document his version of the dig-
agretwmenta over the writing of the contract end to transeribe
hls aceount of the vislt to Ashkenazi on May 25.89 The
Parnasinm preparsd a brief, compoused of twenty-eight folio
pagesz, in defensz of thelp conduct, Whereas, the complaing
had had only four slgnatures, the parnasim were able Lo ob-
tain the slgnatures or eighby of the most prominent congre-
gaEnts In support of Lheip pozition. Consequently they could
claim that thelr viewpoint was repregentative of the feellings
of the entire community. They emphasized the faot that the
petitioners ware people of dubious character. Jacob Fles
and Samuel Cohen had been excluded from eongrepgational ger-
vices Tor ten and five years respgctively, Fhillp Ievl was
the brother-in-ilaw of Samuel Cohen and therefore Lavl's motives

ware impugned., They dccused the dissldents of brewing trouble

%C1ni1a., pp. 26-27.

20 |

“Jammanuelj loc. c¢it., notes that the acribe's ac~-
count was attested to before the notary Johannes Van Villekens
on July 23, 1r7iz.



and of oppoaing a decision 1in whilch the‘majerity of communal

leaders concurred. They bethought the maglstrates $o eheok

and quell the actlvitics of these Insurrectionists, The

bulk of the brier submitted by the parnasim was devoled to

& justification of their attitude toward the ehies Tabbi,
They argued that Hakam Zebl had himgelp 8igned the ¢

ontract
agreeing to a three Year term,

Artlele 80 of the taltkanot

they considereq to be Herely & guarantee of the salary andg

emoluments of the Position spplicable solely for the duration

of the contract, They argued that the Porbuguese could not

poasibly have intended to lengthen the term or office beyond

the specified term of the contract. Clting Artiecle 22 of

Zebil, Sueh an action,

the parnasim averred, was not without
Precedent;

twenty-nine years previously a rabbi in their own

cmpunlty had been dismissed 1n a siullar matter ang

no pro-
test had been volced.

Similar cacurrences in Germany . and

¢lsewhere ﬁera ¢ited. The parnasim venemently denied all

8llegations of personal involvement

Specifieally,

the parnasinm charged
“hat he had delivered no nm

ore than two sermons & year and

had conducted divine services in his own home, They alleged

130 that he nad demanded ereluments in an extortionary manner

= o = o e O R
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from poor psople. In additlon Shay stressed thab the con-

muanal goflfers were suply and that the payment of Halcam

Zebl’s handsome salary wes =n Insupportadle bgrd@n.90

E. Jhe Points of Contention

1. Contract

The gquestion of Hakam Zebi's contract was pertlieu-
larly vexing and was the Poceal polnt of ihls guarrel. It
should bs pointed out £hat desplte Hokam Zebl's insistence

on shesh rather than shalosh the issue regarding the contract
¥as not whether the term of office was to extend for g temm

of three years or alx years, but rather a2 gquestion of whethep

Hakam Zebl was entitled tos the position for life. In recard
to this question the contents of the letter sent o

Aahkenazl whilst the lstter was 7et in Rltona is extremely
pertinent. In this communiaatlion 1t was stated waequlvocally,
"Although 1t 13 our custom to bake our teachars and rabbls
for three years, if G-d grants us 1life he shall lead us fop-
ever and in his light we shall walk in evernity."9) On the
basiz of this passage In the inltial letben, 3akam Zgbi*s
addltion of a similar phrase at the end of his contract

asgumes 2 new meaning and must be considered more than the

QQSluys, Besglden, pp. 28-29,

91Hillesum, Centraal Blad, November 28, 1924, p. 9

&
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here expression of a hopeful prayer. V¥When a eopyY of the
firat letter Was brought into the broceedings in 1715,
Profeasoryg Hemsterhuls ang Houting of Amsterdan acospted

it a3 evidence that Hakam Zebi had been offered the poal-
tion ad vitam, 3ince the lettar hag Preceded all subge-
quent negotiatbions they saw no way of Justifying the attions
of the Ashkenazie Parnasim in the dismisgsal of gakam ;ebi.Qe

In connection wilth the custem of drawing up rabbinleal

18 inecluded only for the benefit of the rabbi, The rabbi,

at hig option, wmay depart from the community wheon thig tern ‘
has elapsed; the comnunity, hiowever, can at e time abrogate |
the contract, Hatam 3ofer citea Isserles, Yoren Delwh, 333, 3, |
#ho declares that o worker may not bing himsel? for mors than

three years fop in doing @0 he no longer remains a lsboper but

enteres inte the category of a slave, 3ince 1% 1g forbidden

80 8¢l oneaels tnto slavery 1t 1s alse forbidden to obligate

.oneselr to labor in ancthert's service for an 2xtended period

of time., For this Teason, a contract is dravwn up 1or & gset

humbapy af Jears, nevaer more than asix {in the opinion of Iasarlaﬂ,

.

9231uys, Beelden, p. 29,

o e e A
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ne more than three) the period varying from place to place
- aceording to custom,93 ©

2. Sslary
The magnitude of Hakam Zebi's salary added to the
sdissent and dissatisfaction, The previcus rabbi, Aryeh

" Lelb Kallisch drew 400 RD yearly.g4 Ashkenazi's successor,

‘Berliner, was offered 300 RD; in 1719 the sum was raised to
?QOO ®D,95 Eéen the hakamim of the wealthy Portuguese com-
munity received a remunferation of no more than 1200 guilders
;annually.gs In comparison, Hakam gabi'a salary was extremely
fhandaoma. In the initial letter sent to Altona, the parnasim
‘had declared that 1if the offer were too low "we will augment

and raise it . . . we have the means."97 In the negotiations
Ashkenazi stressed the high cost of living and the size of

?his household. It was a condition of his acceptance that

: 933 ot u'Tashubot Hatam Sofer on Orah Hayyim
(Pressburg, 15555, nos. 205 and 206, Cf. the décision of the
Amsterdam Ashkenazic %ehillah authorities in the case of the
dismissal of the rabbl of Hague in 1734. The Amsterdam
parnasim then stated that 1% was customary to engage a rabbi
for a stipulated number of years., The contract was, however,
tacitly conbinued unless the rabbl were accused of serious
higsconduct or misdemeanor, Vide 3Sluys, Beelden, pPp. 37-39,.

H1v14., . 14,

9B31uys, Geschiedenis, p. 352.

96&. D'Ancona, Geschiedenis, p. 293.

97H111esum, loc, ait.
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his salary be sufficlent in order thet he be onabled %o

; o . .
revounce auclunents, oo That he 414 not in pracilice accept
fess for rendzring declisions in eivil sults iz corroborabed

by Article BO of the statutesg,99 The complaints regarding

the difficulty of meetdng Hakam Zebl's salary were basad on
& very raal finsncial alfficulsy begetting the congrega-
ticn.loo Though Treely undertaken the clary did ppe-

gent & pressing financial problen.

3. Private Hinyan
The Ire of the congregants was avousad bacavge Hakam

Zebl delivered sermons only on Infrequent occasfons and be~
cause ﬁe rarely attended synagogue services., ‘They objected
most strongly to the fact that private services were con-
ducted in Ashkenazi's howe despite the fact that this was

: expliciﬁly permitted in the tagganot. Sluys advances the
hypothesis that those individusis who were forbdidden zceess

- t0 the Ashkenazie congregabion and who wers now by the
statues excluded from admittance te the Portupuese gynagogue

a8 well, attended services in Halam Zeblts house and that 1+t

Pep1llat Sefor, u. 2€.

ggsluys, Beelden, p. 21.

1%0mhid., pp. 14 and 31. 1t 1s noteworthy that at this
tire the comwmunlty had ouly elght hundred contributing men-
bers. Hilloaum, Centraal Blad, Deeember 19, 1924, p, 3,
Vredenbur , Jdewlish Encyclopedia, YI, 202, notas that in cop-
parison with the remuneratlon of rabbis in other Jewlash com-
munities Hakam Zebl'a salary was extramely high, Fifty vears
later the e¢hief rabbi of Berlin received 375 guilders annually,




18 for this reason that the parnasim viewed Hakam Zebi's
mlnvan with such extreme displeasupe,l01 Be that as it may,
Hakam Zebits organization of private services was considered
& cardinal transgression. In thelr brier the parnasin wrote
that tﬁe rabbi ", ., . hagd no seruples about 5olding Beparate
gatherings for divine Bervice 1in his home, all thivgs whieh
are not in the least becoming to a rabbl end a teachap, 102
With regard to this criticism one must point out that Hakam
%ebi's behavior in this Tespect was by no means unprecedented,
For comparison one may clte the rabbinical sontract glven

by the community of Prague in 1755 to Rabbl Ezekiel Landay '
(1713-93). "1g shall be incumbent upon us Bt the expense7
kor the ecommunal Ereasury to rent 5 dwelling for him in ag~

cordance with his neéd and high statlon--a Place where Torah-

study is promoted. And permission ig granted him to conduot

Since Hakam Zebi's dwelling housed his Yeshiva as welllOh 4.

.8 likely that éervicea were held in Hakam Zebl's regldence
for the same reason,

10ls51uys, Beelden, p. 23.

1%21p1d., p. 28, |
5 103The cahtract i3 included in Bzekiel Landau, Sheblot
W Tashubot Nods bi-Vehudah (Vilna, 1904), unnunbered page
Preceding kuntres aharon.

10%ep111at Sefer, p. 27.
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4, Charactap

Many chronlelers of this period believe that the
Bource of thege dleagrecments lies 1in

Hakam Zebi'g Peraons
ality,

Some have Suggested that the Agh
ized by hig lack of humlillty;

manmner did nos atiraet

kenazim were antagon-
105»oﬁhers that his abrupt
sympathy and affection,
the person to SUIrTy favor with the BR38es op to
Triendship of the influential leaders, 106
of Bluys, Hakam Zebdi’

He wag nof
pursue the

In the opinion

be viewed a3 "g
fymptom of his times, 107 Sluys argues that there wag g

nlty and Haken Zebl happens

- bitter quarre; in the commy to have

There 1s certainly some valldity in
reconatrustion of the svenbs ang in his ploture
the internsl bPower struggie,

glven to the

been there at the Eime,
luya! of
Particular emphasls must be
fact that the very individuals who

Blgned the petition on behals gr

In this pebition they repeated the

very
fawe arguments agalnst tha Parnasin

a8 wore included in the

: the attampt to dismiss

155£mmanue1, Sefunot, IxX, 21§,

ndom in het

: ¥. Monamsch, "Het fimsterdamache Jode
begin dor 154 Amaterdam, 1898),
P« &

eeuw, " lezinoen Mekop Chadim (

0781054, Beelden, p. 3,



Hakam Zebl. On the other hand one cannot ignere the faet
that in the person of Hakam Zebl the parnasim had gneountered
an iﬂtransigent opponent and that they wers never on the beat
of terms with him. Mag a weaker rabbi been the inoumbent 1%
ig not likely that the conflicet would have asasumed such gi~
mensions. One incident in pa?ticalaé vhlch ceourred shortly
afber the filing of the officlal complaint against Hakam

£ebl 1llustrates the clash of personalities. It became nee-
€3sary for tha community to pronaunée & ban with regard Lo a
'cértain casa of thelt. For thig proclamation the parnasinm
were accuntomed G0 use a certsin fﬁrmulé. Hekem Zebl d1d not
agree to the use of thia text and wished %o substitute hig
‘own veralon., The parmasin expressed thelr extrems dissatis-
faction with Hakam 2ebl’s decision and inatructed that hig
'refuaal to use the established text be recorded in the
protocols, 108 Several of nhis Pesponss also indicate that he
did not heaitate te iszsue halakic directives which gounter-
manded established practices,109 14 may have been such
Independence that prompted the parnasim %o refer to Hakam Zebits
behavior toward them as "unseemly and intolerable,” 110
Desplte the contentions of the Ashkenazie parnasim
the Portuguese me “amad ultimately ruled ageinst them, declaring

108r44., p. 30.

L A

Y9%akam zebt, nos. 123 ang 149,

Ilgﬁluys, Beelden, p. 28.
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that the Aahkenazim had transgressed the congregatlonal
statutes, With regard to the incumbeney of Hakam Zebl the
Portuguese stated that they were unable to see or find
"sufficlent vreason” to permit the dismissal of the rabbi
"sinee 1t is also without example in our nation that z rabbi
or preacher should be dismissed or discharged in this man-
ner.” On September 25, 1712, the matamad submitted bhese
recommendations t0 the burgomasters,>il Aaseaéing the sit-
uation correctly, Emden comments that the munificent
Sephardim "supported my father, . . . They were very power-
ful in the city, beloved by the princes and counsellors of
that place."l12 7o be sure the support of the Sephardim

stood Hakem Zebl in good stead; temporarily he was enabled
to retain his pesition through their good offlces and their
influence with the civie authorities. ILater when he was to
fall into disfavor with the Sephardim as well all avenuss

R EE 5 L A s e e e e GCsE s e e e
" e e A U e o N A S A AR i i

were to be closed to him and the position in Amsterdam was : L ?

to become untenable,

F. Contributions of Halam Zebi

Aslde from the story of these altercations 1itile is
known of Haksm Zebl's work during these vears. In his per-

sonal 1life these vears constituted a periocd of extreme sorrow.

lm14., p. 30.

S

M2uepi1lat Sefer, p. 30.
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On November 23, he lost a young 80n, Moshe, and two montha
later, on January 23, a daughter, Batsheva, Passzed away,

Ve do not know the age of the children; there remains only
the‘stark wording of the memorials at the communal grave-~
yard in Muiderbarg.113 Regarding Hakam Zedb1's positive
activities as rabbl of the community, Information ig Bparse,
Reports of communal ende=avors begoms Bubmerged in the welteyr
of trivia and pettyfogaing quarrels and disagreements, the
Pocord of which £111s the brotoeols., Frop 3cattered refer-

ences, however, the vague outline of his contributions energes

1. chaplsy

As he had done in Altona, =mo too in Amsterdam Halap
$ebi sought to organize the collection of charity for the Holy
Land, 1% g assiated gegagﬁh emissaries fron other commni~
ties appealing to the beneficence of the Jephardim as well as
o hils oun congregants, 115 The payment fop rendering de-
elisions in civil disputes was a large source of income te¢ the
rabbi. fThe fee, known as psak geld, was 1/2 of one per cent of
the sum under litigation. The rabbi wag entitled to 1/2 or

11320p the text of the inseriptions vide Mulder, Jztsa,
P. 17.

118y0a1170¢ 3efer, p. 15,

151014, , po. 107-8,
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this sum, the other half belng divided among several davyanim.
In The lettsr of appointment the parnaziwm notad that
Amsterdan was 20 loportant a center of comerce that mer-

- ¢hants from gll paris brsught thely disputez to the rabbi
:"and the sum of the psak geld was considerable, 116 Upon

- eecspting the appointment as chief rabbi Hakam Zebl pledged

_thls income to the community caffers.ll?

" 2. Bducatlon

Hakem Zebl's major contribution was without a doubt
- his work on behalf of education. The Ashkenazinm were deeply
commiltted to bhe sbudy of Torah and sought o maintain thelr
- longstanding traditions of Talmﬁﬁic achclavship. Deaplite
this faverable abéltude thers was no established institution

- of higher learning and the compunity had produced no scholars

Cof note.l18 Az previcusly mentioned, in his brief span of

S office Aryeh Ielb Kallisch founded a Talmudic Acadenmy in
'Amst&réam. Ater Hallsch's death the community apparently

' 91d not meintain the yeshiva.'l®? To this vital area, funda-
‘mental for the development of the community, Hakam Zebi
~dedlcated hig efforts., Upon arrival he 2stablighed a Bot

Mldrash where ﬁtudants‘might puraue uninterrupted Torah study.

lléwggenaar,Tolﬁdﬁﬁa Appendlx, II.
1Tyep111at Sefer, p. 26.

1183100m, p. 210,

119$1uys, Geschiedenls, p. 343; Hirschel, 1bid., p.

466,
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He davoted his attention o the maintenan
seeklng to

¢e ol the gchool,
nterest membeps of the community in 1ta Progress,

the 113t of contributors, 1In addition, he Pledged to the

support of the students the fees to which he wag entiﬁled for

the berformance of g divorce op ﬁalitzah. In his new home

) reserved quarters to serve as a center for Prayer and

tudy, Many of the studenta even slept in his hope,

day e lectured to the students in the get Midrash, 120
Emden’s report of his fatherp!

Eaoh

8 efforts to raise funds for
the yeshiva i3 substantiateq by the ta?@anot of 1711,

regard-
ing which Ashkenazl's inflyence has been indicated, Article
29 stipulated that APArt from the specific allceations for

. Thege
ame articles furthep stipulated that one hundred and Tifty
ons of peat and tywe fathoms of woad were to be at the dig-

leoﬁggillat.Sefer, pp. 26~27,
Pedagogical approach cf. 1ibid
haphazard methods of stu

kam Zebi's efforts to
mberg,

Regarding Hakam febits
s P. 46,  Emden deplores the
dy prevalent in Poland and describes
organize the educational saystem 1n

12l51uys, Bedden, p. 22,
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After Hakam Zebi's departure there was again no
yeshlvs in the conmunity,
tine ¢

It has been claimed that at the
flere were insufficient Tunds for this purpose. It

is noteworthy that when he came into office as chief rabbi,

Aryeh Leib, Hakam Zebl's son~-in-law and ﬁiseigle, inmediately

reestablished a yeshiva in Amsterdanm.
on May 27,1740,

He was chosen as rabbi
On 3epbember 15, shortly after his érrival
~ there 1s a record of the decision to found

again.122
_3. Publications

& Bet Mldrash once

Amsterdam was a celebrated center of the printing

- industry and numerous works were published theye,123 During

his tenure as ehied rabbi, Ashkenazi was approached seversl

times to write letters of approbation. He wrote approbations

to the Ansterdam editions of the Seder Olam Rabah (1711),

BResponsa of Isserles (1711), Humash Tselns u'Rebna (1711), and
Se

| 1ihot (1711). Other works published in Amsterdam such as
‘the Qlelot Efrayim (1710), Wekuah Mavim Hayyim (1712),
Nibhar (1712), ‘Omek Halakah (1710),
on the

Kesssf

forat Moshe (Alshak) Commentary
Torah (1710), and the Comsentaries of Blijah ¥ulda on

the Tractate shekallm and the Yerushalmi Tractate Zeralm (1710)

: IEQFrank, ﬁe_ﬁmsterdamsche Opperrabblin R. Arjeih Leib
ben R, Saul (1740- 2,.en zlin £14d (Amsterdam, 1735), pp. 8-9,
cr, Megillat Sefer, P,

123For a deseription of the flourishing printing in-
ggstry in Amsterdam vide I.. Hirsohel, Geschiedenis, pp. 468-
30

*
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a2laso contain the haskamah of Hakem Zebl.  Moges Haglz' Shete

ha-lehem (Wandsbeok, 1733) contains an approbation of Hakam
Zebl dated, 11 Adap II, 5472, Enden contests the authenticity

of a letter of approvation fop Solomon Zalman’Hanau's_Shalare
Tefillan (Jessnits, 1725) presumably slgned by Hakanm Zepi, 124

¥hile chilef rabhi of Amsterdam Eékam Zebl published

& collection of hig Tesponsa., The work rapidly gained an

international reputation and 14 redounded. to the fame of the

f commnity, 125 yp hls introduction Hakam Zebl wrote in praise

ef the great commerclal metropolis of Amsterdam, “"whose ip-

in particular the pring-
ers whose work is unpar&lleled.“126 The

habitants are 8killed 41in artiganry,

collection wag printed

in 1712, by the famous Ashkenazie printers, the Houge of

Proops, 127 Subsequently 14 waas reprinted in 1767 in Flirth and

58 in lemberg with annotations appended by Aaron Mrels

12p09en, Lush Eresn (Altona 1769). ¢f, B.k. /Benzion
Katz/, "Yatalon Emaéﬁ”ﬁf@azﬁﬁato," Ha-3blloah, Iv (189%), aus
and Kahana's reply "Emet te-Yatakob, " 1pig.. v (1899), 2s6.
Buckesz, Sefer Hakme AHY (Hamburg, 19087, . 55, notes an
article by Hilliesum in which the latterp

pointed out that the
haskamah in the Shalare Teffllan vas in the form of a hand-
uritten letten, On the basgis o documents in the Rosenthaliang
ibrary, Hillesum ildentified the handwriting on the haskamah
23 that of Hakanm <ebi,

: IQSZwarts, p. 160; Meyef Waxman, A History of Jewish
Ldterature (New York, 1960), 171, 188; 1, Maarsen, "Joodse
wetenschap en letterkunde tot 1795, " Geschiedenis, p, 540,

lasﬁakam Zebi, Introduction.

127Hirschel, Geschledenis, p. 472.
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and Joseph 3aul Nathanson. This work is the chief repository
of gakam gebi’s soholarly output. Intending to print addi-
tional fespcnsa and novellae at such time .as flnances would
permlt Ashkenazi entitled theicompilation Part I. He did
not bring these plans to frultlon; 1n all probabllity pre-
occupation with the subsequent pélemic with Hayyun hindered
all scholarly activity.laa This collection consists of 168
responsa to 1nguirers from all parte of Jewry. Jeveral ad-
ditional responsa of gakam ;ebi ape found scattered through-
ocuf 6ther works.lEQ The responsa deal with various aspects
of religlous, family and e1vil law and the writing is dis-
tinguished by a clarity of style,

geveral responsa concern problems in Amsterdam. Hakan
Zebl discusges whiéh specles nmay be used in fulfillment of
the obligation of bitter herbs. He argues agalnat The use
of horseradish alnce it is virtually impossible for an ingi«
viduai to eat the requisite amount without endangering his

health. He ldentifies haseret of the Mishnah as latupa salat

IEEMegillat 3efer, p. 57. Tmden notes:
LORIT ppavnan abwel a%n aean

12930me of the more significant are: Shelelat ¥a'abed,
Dibre Bab Meshullam, Teshubat ha-Geonim. Bdub bi-Yehosef and
Ehen ha~ohonam, Novellae of Hakam Zebl are ineluded in Aaron
Wirels, Bet Anaren (Berlln, 185457, Snabbethal b. Moses Cohen,
Minhat Kohen (Furth, 1741), Judah Glogauver, Kol Yehudah
{Amsterdan, 1729), For additional references vide Julius
Purat, Bibliotheca Judalca (Lelpzig, 1849), I, ob; Buber, p.
1g2,




and regards this as
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of the Highrah he identifies as

ozt praferable though sxpengive.
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Ulshin

?'readily

“badasim

pitzwah way be fulfille

available in Amsterﬂam.lBQ

#ndlives and states that the
d with this vegetable which was poss

With repard to the

of the Shebut Yahkob tha

"

t they are hybrids,

found 1In Amsterdam, Ashkenazi refutes

the contention

Hakam Zebi

attests to the purity of the specles found in Amsterdan

declaring them to be nost beautiful and hence preferable

over others for performance of the obli m, 131

iilyg

gatlon of arba' ming

Ir responsunm 123, Ashkenazi repoprtz that

-

e &bolished a

custom prevalent in Amaterdam with regard o the selling of

Serolls of the lLaw, The usual procedure had been to sell

them at public suction in the synagogue. Aghkenazi cltes

the prohibition found in the S1fral3e cgalnst the sellhg of

-8 Jewlsh slave at suction. This prohibition is explained by

Malwonides as beilng based on the fact that such & method of

~gale ia undignifled and not in keeping with the principles

‘of honor due to one's fellow man. Hekam Zeb! reasens that

‘the reverence due to &

Safar Forah can in no wWay be
‘the respect due to a common

legs than

thief sold ag & slave in opdep

to make restitution. Agcordingly, he protested to the sex-

tons and Inatructed them to desist Trow this practice, Hakam

130Hakamw39hi, no, 119

131114, no. 1

A i ek

132Leviticus 25:42,

&i.
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Zebl addrsazed nimself 2130 40 the question of burial prag~
tices 1in Awsterdam., The apecifio issne included 1in his
responsa lg how far One.grave is to be removed from anotherp,
Since the Amsterdan cernetery wasg large anﬁ sSpaclous and itg
soil sof'c and asandy, Ashicenazy ruled that no grounds whetao-
ever could be found for permitiing a Separation of less than
81x handbreadths, In his opinion, the pracitice current in

the olty of Providing a lessger separation wasg contrary to

the halakic raquirement and conatituted "robbing the dead,"

He insisted that 1t was inecumbent “pon those who had $he powar

to 4c 90 to direet tha burial Bocliety to abrogate thig prac~
tice, 133

In the Dibre Rab Meshullam of Ashkenazi's Bon,

Abraham Meshullam Zalman, several responsas of Hakam Zebi are
ineluded, One of these, dated Siwan, 5473 records a Telmdie
discussion with an emigsary from the Holy land, named Abrahan
vitzhalt 3% vibonaig who visited the city in July or
August 1712, was the first persen to 1ssue an cofficial varning
in Anmsterdsm against the noterious Nehemiah ﬂayyun.135 The
arrival af Hayyun was to bring total upheawval to the Amsterdan

¥ehillok,

133Hakqm <ebi, no. 149,
13&Korzec, 17E3, included in no. 3, p. 5a,

135&raetz, X, Appendizx, LAXXVI,




CHAPTER IIX
THE NEHEMIAH HAYYUN CONTROVERSY

A, The Course of the Dispute

On June 30, 1713, Nehemlah Hlyya Hayyun arrived in

Hayyun's arrival was marked by flerce conten-
tion which developed into

- Amsterdam, 1

a tumultuous feugd ultimately ovepw
whelming the entire community,

Hayyun dispatched his diseiple, El1jah Taragon, to

'precede him to Amsterdam, Taragon may have been the secret

Shabbethaian who gought o print Cordozo's manugscripts in

Amaterdanm ang against whom the pabbis of smyrna had issuad

a warning.a Hayyun himself apparently posed as an emlssary

from the Holy lLang.
difficulties,

From the very ocutset he was beset with

Moses Haglz of Jerusalem, then reslding in

Amsterdam, immediatel§ connected Hayyun with the admonitions

of the inveterate opponent of Shabbethailanism,
Yitzhaki. As early as 1708 Yitzhaki,

Abraham

replding in Jerusalem,

IGraetz, X, Appendix, ILXXXVI,
130, |

Cf. Nadaw, sefunot,
II- IV, 326

SGraetz, loe, glt. Kshana, Toledot ha~Melubbalim,
I, 130; Milhamah Ta~-Shem (Amsterdam, 17i4), p. 314,

105
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had signed an interdict against Hayyun,3 Visiting Amsterdan
in 1?12; Yitz@a?i warned the community that a tertain peraon,
whom he left unnamed, would attenpt to publisn Cordozo's
Writings in that city. He exhorted them to be wary of this
person and also publicly diseredited and defamed Nehemiah
ﬁayyun.4 Mindful of Yitzhakits exhortations, Haglz began a
Campalgn against the 3habbethaian adventurei'.s

Portuguese that the stranger was a man of evil repute ang
that no assistance should be rendered to him, Thereupon,
Hayyun wag denled éntrance to the Portuguese Synagogue, How-

ever, when Nehemiah Hayyun called upen the rabbl of the German

3Emden, Torat ha~Kerfact, p. 30a. Concerning vitzhaki
and his opposition to the‘Shabbsthaian movement vide Frumkin,
Iz, 153-56; Graetz, X, Appendix, LXXVIII*LXXIX, IXYVT,
Emmanuel, Sefunot IX, 214, p, 16, notes that Hayyun himself,
in the Moda's Rahah (Amsterdam, 1714 ) mentions Yitzhaki's
longstanding quarrel with him, .

“uoses Hagtz, Sheber Poshim (London, 171%), p. 8a,
- notes: YT RD130%n1n RN?25w Yy1an RIDY RIp 29pn "V
¥ yeup sxn ?PI0% abng *33% oo bYn T 9T advapa D2aqd

«12¥ 11°n Ry

_Vide also, Milhamah: la-Shem, p. 28a,

SThe Manifesto of the Sephardic Bet Dip--the Kosht
Inre Emet i reprinted in Aaran Frelmann, Inyane Shabbathat
-z {Ber

ebi lin, 1912}, pp. 128-36. The Sephardim describe
Hagiz' early campailgn againat Hayyun, ibid., p, 129,

6Gf. supra, p. 16,
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In
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ted Hayyun'
Ashkenaziﬁa

the matamad 4in order to o

own pakam, Solomen Ayllion,
- that the latter had glven wi

Abraham Cordozo, Tharefore,
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Hakam Zebl realizeg that hia tdentification hag

aceusation,’

the meantime, Hayyun presented his treatiges =o

btain pérmission to sel1 then,

Ag-
Hagiz and Emden,

the Portuguese distrusted their
On account of g lenient declsion

th regard to the writings or

the Portuguess parnasim submig-

& book to the Judgment or Hagilz and 4ebi

After g brief examlnation of the book--tha

}parnasim to 1

£0 accorg patronage to Hayyun,9

slgned to flames,
Zeby Ashkenazi sent a nessenger to the Sephardic

nform them of his verdiet and to warn them not

sThe

nbroduction.

TFreivann, 1oc. elt,

daubts whether 4n dctuality there ¥ag an open clash between
hen Tegarding Cardozo's works,

QFraimann,_;gg..ggg

e, Megilllat Sefer, P. 31,

rdam community

8 writings, ‘Hagiz and Emden
2 that the content of these works was

. €ly the Portuguese PaRrnasim
themselves eongigned the Writings to flames, ﬁil?amah la-3hen,
P. 296; Megillat Sefer, bp. 30-31., Nadav, Sefunct, IIT-IV, 324
Notes the gooad rel

ationship of the malamad towards Ayllion ang

«; ¢f, Hayyun, Ha-Zad Zebl,
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Ayllion was incensed at this deecision ang feit him~
self slighted in the handling of the entire Qaﬁter. He '
prevailed upon the Sephardim--in particular ineiting the
powerful parnas Aaron de Pinto--to rejeat the 1nfluence of
the Ashkenazic rabbi. On 15 Tammuk, the ma tamad commisaioned
Ayllion to investigate the matter and at his request a com-
mlttee consisting of himself and six other reople was formed
to examine Hayyun's book. All members of the commlttee were
sworn to seerecy until aftep pronouncement of the final
verdict. FEach one recelved a copy of the book from the
author on the condition that 1t would be shown to no one, 1In
- addition to Ayllion's two colleagues the aged David Aben~Atar
:(Melc) and Samuel ben Aaron Zarfattl, the Bet Din was composzed
- of David Israel Athiés, Solomon Abrabansl dousa, Solomon de
;MES& and David Mendes da Silva. Tn their Manlfesto the
?Sephardim refer to the council of seven &g having been wige

‘men and seholars, well versed in Torah including 1ts mystic

‘aspects, 10 According to the report of an anonymous member of
iﬁhe Amsterdam community, six of the seven men on the court
Were totally dependent on Ayllion and lacked the requisite
knowledge of Kabbalah essential for a judgment on Hayyun's
:Writings Only one member was competent to deal with the

Problem and this person had joined the committee under dureas.ll

Ypreimann, p. 130.

llGraetz, X, Appendix, XCIII-XCIV,




109

Hagiz too wrote Beathingly about the Ineptitude ap the mem-
bers of Ayllion's Bet pin, 12 However, in his recent atudy,
Emmenuel has polnted out thas 2ach of the seven members of
the couneil hag 0me standing asg a Torah sehgl&r,13

%ﬁile the Partuzuase panel were engaged in thelr de~
1lberationa, Hagiz and Ashienaut Wrote to the rabbis who had
s8igned approbationa to Hayyun's book in order to verify the
authenticlty of these testivmonials, In Shelir letters theay
were able to cite only those Dasgages which they recalied
from their hasty perusgal of the book sinee the Portugueme
‘authoriﬁies were not willing te nake avallable to them a
oDy of Hayyun's baak.la AtCempte to secure the treatise
Sleewhere were at first frultless. Rabps Nathanlel of Cleve

bPossessed the work but refused to send 1t to they. 15 Only
after aome time had elapsed did they obtain & copy of the

book from Hamburg Paying the exorbitant price of sixby guldan.ls
In the Anterim, on the basis of this origical cursory examin-~
atlon of the Mehemnuts and Hayyun's commentaries, lakam Zebi

and Hagla pronounced a sentence of “Acommunication againat

Hayyun and hig writings. The Judgment dnteqd July 23, 173, eng

laﬁagiz, ioc. oit,
13Emmanuel, sefunot, IX, 217,
Y54 1haman 1a-Shem, p. 30b,

[ 2
lﬁﬁreimann, log. eis,

Yhayvun, Ha=Zad Zebl, loe. cit,
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signed by Hakam Zebl, was printed 1n.b6th Hebrew and Spanish
and distributed as a pamphlet.17 The accusers unequivoecally
condemned Hayyun as "this heret%e and.avil person who pasges
among us to entice and lead astray thé people of the I~rd
from thelr Torah and thelr belief. . . ., ¥He has chosen for
nimgelf new gods . . . and has made for them a three-leggzad
support.” All who were in possession of Hayyun's book were
ordered to burn it,38 |

| gagiz atatea that Dr, de Hesa, a memﬁer of the
Sephardlc Bet Din, with maliclous intent persuaded Hakam Zebl
to publicize the decision at an early éata,and that de Mesa
later used this hasty action as a weapon in arousing the
populace against the rabbl of the German gehillah.lg The
precipitate action of the rabbis in publishing the ban before
the Portugusse court had completed its deliberations aroused ;
the ire of the Sephardic authorities and probably strengthened

their resolve to decide the matter in faver of ﬁayyun,eg

17Freimann, loc. eit.

Bmhe text of Hakam Zebi's indictment was subseguently ]
ineluded in Mllhamah la-Shem, pp. 25a~26s8. It is reprinted in
Frelmann, pp. 117-19, Hagiz' declarstion 71wRIT anon oow
in the Sheber Poshim dates from the same period.

194 1hamah la-Shem, P. 32a., Elsewhere Haglz claimed
that at a later date de Mesa went over to the side of Hakam
gebl, Vide J. Sonne, "Halifat Miktabim beyn R. M, Haglez we~R.S,
Morpurgo be+Inyan Nehemlah Hayyun we-Siyhto," Kobez @l Yad
{Jerusalem, 1937), n.s., II, '179, n. 2. '

EOE

mmanuel, Ssfunot, IX, 212.
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Cartainly the Porbuguese felt deeply insulted and were‘eén«
vineed that the honor of their congregation was at stake.
In the Manifesto they later wrote "Who 1s this person who
has come to rule ovsr us and to impose undue awe--not for
the sake of heaven--on the communlty which i3 not under his

Jurisdiction? Bub since we have learned 'Be slow in Judg-

ment' the rabbl of the Sephardim and his Bet Din have nob

g 21

vet complaeted thelr judgmen The ralamad issued a

TR e R A G

proclamation in the synagogue on 29 Tammuz requesting under
penalty of‘ggggg that congregants who were in possession of
the writings against Hayyun in any language whatsoever bring
them to the Bet Din within twe days, Furthermore, no one
was permitted to discuss the matter until the Sephardle Bet
Din reached a final decision.?? Hearing of this proc lama-

tion, Hakam Zebi publicly attacked not only Hayyun and hils

work but also the Sephardim and thelr hakam,®3 Hagiz relates
that Ayllion on his part engaged disreputable people to abuse

and affront both Hakam Zebi and himself (Hagiz) on the public
stpeets. Matbers came to a head on Sgpbbath, 4 Ab, In the
morning serson, Ayllion made several mallicious references to
the disturbers o? the petce. In the afternoon Haglz dellvered

a sharp rejoinder and spoke of the evlil of pride which leads

2lpreimann, p. 130.
EQEmmanuel, Sefunot, IX, 227, ‘5

23Freimann, log, cit.

e ————
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even to heresy. When Haglz zppeared 6n the street Ayllion's
supporters threstened to kill him.24 Haglz ssserts that he
in person made several attempts at reconclliation hut-theae
endeavors were oot succesaful. When Hagiz appeared at a
meebing of the matamad, de Pinto acted 1in a brﬁsque and high

nanded manner constantly lnterrupting the former in hls pre-~

séntation. Invited to 2 session of the councll of seven,
Hagiz apologized to Ayllion, but would not promlse to ceass
denouncing Hayyun &s a heretic,®D |

After several weeks of deliberation (16 Tammuz to 14
Ab) Ayllion hastily recalled to Amsterdam the seventh member
of the pénel, Davlid da Silva, who was absent from the city and
the final sesslions of the committes were.aonvened. In Haglz'
opinion Ayllion feaied"further delay lest hls adversaries
obtain a copy of Hayyun's book and thus be enabled to present

their case more forcefully.26 Graetz suggests that the com-

mlttee wished to forestall the publication of the ban against

Hayyun issued by Leon Briell, the revered rabbl of ﬁantua.ET
The offleial verdiet was announced in the synagogue on 15 Ab,

The Portuguese Bet Din declared Hayyun entlrely guiltless,

They stated that 1t would be advisable not to print matters

2841 hamah la-Shem, pp. 33a-b.

25&2&%«, pp. 342 and 35a.

261p94., p. 3la.

Ap———rg——

27Graetz, X, Appendlx, XCVI,
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of & mysticalrnature. However, they had found "nothing remctely
objectionable in the entire book /of Hayyun/" and they con-
sldered that 1t deserved to be numbered among- other kabbalistic
works.28 The declsion was presented as a gnaﬁimous one,
Addressing a friend in Mantua, an anonymous member of the
Jephardic congregation writes that his son, a member of the
committiee of seven, was opposed to the verdict but woral
pressure was exerted upon him and he was compelled to sign
against his judgment. Hls father--the writer of the lettep--
had also protested against the Sephardie pronouncenment deeclar-
ing that Hayyun's book obviously contalned Shabbethaian
doctrines., To these remonstrations the matamad paid ﬁe heed,
They clrculated the deeision preceding it by a new forward
filled with insults directed against Hakaw 3&51.29

The Sephardim now sought to make amends &to Hayyun.
Two parnasim were delegated to visit him for the purpoge of
tendering a personal apology fqr the Inconveniences he had
suffered. The Sephardim in their Manifesto and Haglz and
Emden in their wriﬁings describe the triumphal reception for
gayyun arranged in the Portuguese synagogue. Psalm T5 was
sung "For God 1s Judge; He putteth down one and lifteth up
another., ., . . All the horns of the wicked also will I cut
off. But the horns of the righteous shall be 1ifted up."

ggFreimann, pp. 130-31., The decislon of the Sephardic
Bet Din is also printed at the beginming of Ha-Zad Zebi.

2JGractz, X, Appendix, XCIV and XCVII.
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The erowd cheered Hayyun Jubllantly ang vilifled nis enem-
1es,30 According to the Sephardim, Hayyun now offered to
neet Hakam Ze01l in order to daswer his questions or to appear
With him before any Bet Din; three times Hakanm Zebi declined
Hayyun's advances.al

Meanwhlle, Hakam Zebl finally obtained a copy of
ﬁayyun's book and Tequested the Ashkenazic barnasism to pro-
nounce an anethema against 1¢ 1n thelr Synagogue, Thig they
refused to do, Several explanations have been‘offered rop
the reaction of the Ashkenazim, The 3ephardinm m&intéined
that the German Congregation believed their rabhi to be |
wotivategd by personal hatred and bittarness.32 Bagiz ag~
cused them of having gone over to Hayyun's side;33 Emden's
analysis is cloge to the mark, He underscores thes fact that
Haksw Zebl's adversaries hag been walting for jJust sueh ap
Oceaslon. Until this point the Sephardim had been partisans
of Hakam Zebl, Now they were arrayed against hip and they
were Joined "by the above mentioned opposition faction of the

Ashkenazim who were Joyful at the misfortune, "3% In truth,

3°Freimann, P. 130; Megillat Sefer, p, 32;

Milhaman ia-Shem, p, 36a,
W:
3lpreinann, p. 131.

32Loe. cit,

33u1 thaman la-Shem, loc. cit.,:
LOfn Bryi1aa 1wy 2y QYYVYIdn oy 1239y n 3w m=*a9n bR =]

3Mept11at Sefer, p. 34.
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Hakam Jebi'a relations with the Ashkenazie tongrezation whieh
were alreedy strained now deteriorated even wore., In addi-
tion to their‘longatanding complaints against the rabbi, the
Ashkenazim now resented the clash with their slster cormunity,
De Pinto's influence waa not negligible and the Ashkenazim
were probably concernsd lest business relations with the
Sephardim be adversely affected.35
However, many rabbis outside of Amsterdan conevrred
with the verdict of Hakam Zebi and Hagiz, They sent letters
to the Duteh capital excommunicating Hayyun, gXposing nis
“past history and denouncing hiw as a forger and a liar, Dup-
ing the month of Elul Zebi” Ashkenazl ang Hagiz printed these
documents. Most significant were the communications of Leon
Brieli., fThe aged rabbi of Mantua was consldered to be one
of the foremost scholars of the time and waes held in agreat

4esteem by the Sephapdim,3® He actively supported Hakam Zebi,

35Emmanuel, Sefunot, IX, 216,

36F0r a brief blographical skefeh of Leon Briell,
vide, M. 3. Ghirondl, Toledot Gedole Yisrael we~Geone Italva
Trieste, 1853), p. 127 and Gractz, X, Appendix, XCVI. Graestz
eltes Hayyun's accusations agalnst Brieli:
RIT ees 5101%291 71708% ne1pa P77 N2IP 1Iyrea avets 4% i id

?Y 1M32v 33 ... xn1 an 1192w "9 1398w anitn »v91a wrnon
502 TPTR OX D1 UK wIR L,,. AwR xw3 R?1 3w pryaw

On the otherp hand, most of Eriéli's contemporariea speak of
him with vespect and admiration. Cf. Nieto, Esh Dat {London,

1715), pp. la-b and his description of Brieli’s willitant op=
o8ition to Hayyun:

TY N3 X%1 vpw k%7 vy RP1 1R3p Soyns Bys3 ~?701 171° Ty
«T3AMDN PYY qm0n Yy nodpoy IIRIT 2327 P32 1217 K2 wx
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wrlting a total o7 elght letiers régardimg the mattep; two
to Hakam ?ebi, three to Ayllion, two to tﬁe matanad (4n
Italien) and one to Benjam%n Finzl {(slso iﬂ Itzlian), 1In
his first letter {dated 10~15 4b) Brieli expfesseé his
conplote zgreement with Hakam debl's position,37 In thein
raply to a aubsequent lettep from Brieli, the Sephardic
Parnasins reprimanded him for relylng aolely on Hakam Zebilg
opinion and not examining the book himeelf,  Brielil. apolo-
glzed but would not reverse his decision. The Portuguese
“Indleated to Bricli that they considered the question of a
-verdiet concerning Hayyun's belisfs to be a matter under

the Jurisdiction of their Kehlllah and warmed hinm not to
interfere in th@ir‘private concerns. Brieli drew up an
elght-point list of queations on Hayyun's book and Ayllion
and his ocourt sent him an explieit answer. In thelr rejoindar
they pointed out that the rabbig cutside of Amsterdam had
accepted in good faith éverything thatHakamnm Zebl and Hagiz
had written. The latter had not been acgurate in their
¢harges, They had misquobted bassages, citing them out of
context and they had dccused Hayyun of expresalng ideas which

Were not present in his writings,35

37ﬁilham&h da-3hewm, pp. 43a-p; Freimann, pp, 126-28,

_ jaﬁmmanuel, Sefunot, IX, 228-35, zives the texts of
the ma‘amad’s answers fo Brieli, or, ibid., ». 213, n. 1z,
for other references to Brilelits arguments in the writlinga
of Hagiz and Hayyun.
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gakam ?ebi also received & letter dated 5 Rlul from
Gabriel Zskeles of Nikolsbury., Eskeles declarad his appro-
bation to be a forgery. He had not signed the haskamah
nor had hls seribes written such a document. Hayyun had how-
ever reezived from him a letter of recommendation,>? The
Sephardin countered thaﬁ‘many individuals who hsd geen the
slgnature on the document testified that 1t was indeed in the
handwriting of Zskeles,40

A lengthy epiatle from Naphtali Cohen, also dated 5
Elul, denounced Hayyun and told in detail of Cohen's disg-
enchantment and disappointment in him, Cohen averred that
gayyun had shown him only a few peges of his book, To these

he had originally glven the seal of his approval, but upon

dlscovering the rature of Hayyun's character and convietions,
he had sought to retract the haskamah.qz

On behalf of the rabbis of Venice, Jacob Aboab ad-
dressed a letter to Hakam Zebi dated 13 Elul, The Venetian
rabbls expressed their agreement with Halkam ;gbi's interdict
against gayyun. They declared that at no time had they given
Hayyun a ietter of approbation to the_Mehamnuta‘qa In this

[

393epr1nted by Kaufwann, "Iggerot R. Qabriel Rskeles
We~-R, Ya'akob Avoab," Ha~Hoker {Vienna, 1894), pp. 13-14 with
emendations, p, 66, T

qoﬁreimann, y. 131,

“lgaurrann, REI, w00V, 275 Freiwann, pp. 123-26.

quaufmann, Ha-Hoker, pp. 14-15 and 66-67.
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Ca8e as well the sephardin Tesponded that the handwriting of

the document contalning the haskarah was publialy

recogni zed
a8 that of the officla} seribe of the Venetlan %ghillah.ag
The position taken in this I1ssue by David Oppenhein

of Prague 1s not clear., To the documents which ha Publisheq

during the nonth of Kiul Hakam Zebl added a notation stating

that Oppenhein nad writcen to him declaring that he hag

granted the haskamah Lo gayyun on the basis of only one Dage

In their Manifesto,
later asserted that they knew

of the Dibre Ne@amiah. the Sephardin

af another communication of

Oppenhelr to g memder of the Ashkenazie congregation in which

kan Zebl vehesm

the Pormer attacked Ha ently for inelting quar-

uneing a ban on Hayyun?
Ehorougn confrontation with

rels and rop prono S book prier 0 a

the author.gﬂ In support of

43Fre1mann,'p. 132,

ivid., p. 133 ¢fs ibid., p. 138,
45¢racta x, Appendix, XOVITT

s ¢ites Hagig:
2PIRN 1D 13Rsw vpd

23 ‘fn by aoyvnns (o22n3x 799 ‘1) nrow
o .¥3nnn onw R11°7paw onix vs o’nnw
However, or, M1 ihamah la-Shem, p, 30a:
1707 %135 avraoux 027Ny iy
R?1 X171 Yow byn N°2 ORY wrsn ox yapqs 33
B2 1773 7700 n2anyy CITIP?ORY 212 mnn

T?2RA7 72X bDann
na%% 1nprn Taxe

O1°wr on
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with the Sephardic stand on this issue. He reports that his
father wet Oppenheim in Poland and reprimanded him in public
for supporting Hayyun.%® A letter of Oppenhelnm to Leib
Hamburger, a member of the Ashkenazic cammgniﬁy, has recently
been published throwing light on Ogﬁenheim'a posltion 1n the
quarrel and on his attempt, by virtue of his contaect with
" Ashkenazic leaders, to arbitrate in the dispute and to restore
peace to the conflicting parties.aT

With the publication of these letters the quarrel
became increasingly heated. "The hearts of children were set
against parents, and those of parents against thelr children,"45
On Elul 20 the matlamad ordered sll congregante to surrender
to the Bet Din all pamphlets against Hayyun found in thelr
posaession and prohiblted sending such pamphlets outside of
Holland.*9 Agitation was mounting elsewhere and in Breslau
Naphtall Cohen placed a formal ban on Hayyun and his writings.5g
During this period Hakam Zebi printed a short polemle entitled
Eres Ha@ash delineating Hayyun's heresy and denouncing the

Mehemnuta as a Shabbethaian work.ol

H6yact11at Sefer, p. 37.

_ uTI. %. Kahana, "Peshubat R, Dawid Cppenheim,” Sinal,
XXT (1947}, 327-34. -

48pretimann, p. 132. Cf. Meglllat Jefer, p. 30.
ug?reimann, loc. cit.; Emmanuel, Sefunot, IX, 212.

50kaufmann, REJ, XXXVII, 274,

5lgraetz, X%, Appendlx, XCVIII.
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The Sephardim, meanwhile, sought to subdue thelr
antagonlsts. On October 29, they dispatehed two messengers
to invite Hakam Zabi ﬁo appear before thelr tribunal. He
responded that the 3ephardim should submit khe matter to
Naphtall (ohen;, Brieli and Eskeles for adjudication., The
Sephardim were uniwllling to act on_this_sugge&tian. Among
the reasons for thelr refusal they wention that they were not
certain as to the authenticlty of the sfatements printed in
the nawme of the above rabbia.52 Twlice more the ma'amad sent
delegates to Zebl Ashkenazl requesting him to appear before
thelr court, On these oceasions a8 well he did not snswer
thelr swmmonses. The Portuguese then turned to the Ashkenazic
authorlities, On November 2, the Ashkenazlc parnasim sent a
report to the Portuguese stating that thelyr medlation had
been of no avail. They had lmportuned Hakam Zebl to accede
t0 the demands of the Sephardim, even providing him with =
carriage to transport him to the Sephardi¢ Bet Din. Eakam
Zebl at first equivocated giving as excuse the pretext that
1t was night and that he was not well enough to leave the
house, The next morning they agaln besought him to appear
before the 3ephardic committee, but he remained adaman€.53

SgFreimann, p. 134, With regard to this argument of
the Sephardin Graetz, X, Appendix XCIX, points out that at
the time of the printing of the Manifesto the 3ephardic
ma'tamad had themselvea alresady recelved letters from Brieli
indleating beyond a doubt his stand on the matter,

5331“‘:}'3, Beelden, 9- 35'




Matters'haﬁ gone £oo fay fopr the Sephardip to yield,
then summoneqd Hakam Zebi formally through a notary, They
accused him o stirring strife in the elty ana castin

£ ag~
persions on the sephardig

Bet Din ang rebuked him for pPlacing

& herem on Hayyun desplte the Taet that the latter wag not

tiona they vere st113 strl

ving for peace,
Zebl that

They warned Hakam
within three days he mugt

revoke the ban agalnat

Hayyun 1in Wrlting or by a Publie deelaration in the Bynagomue,
he wag to send letters recanting his verdiet on
Hayyun to the rabbls whosge decisions he hag

Furthermcre,

published and he
do likewige 54 To thig
Hakam Zebi did not respond,

was to instruct them to summone glag
Accorﬁingly, on 20 Heshwan,

strict injunction wag proclalmed in the Portuguese Bynagogus

The Ccongregants wepe %o dissociate

them~
Zebl and Hagiz,

They were not t0 intergede

or them, 55 However, thig neasure too did not produce the
ey ST

: » Sefunot, Ix, 236~238, gives the text of
Summons which was a 30 proclaimed in

55Emmanuel, Jefunot, IX, 213, n. 13.

The text of the
n is found ibid,., pp. 238-39,
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desired results, Apparently, individual eongregants pepr-
sisted 1n sending thelr children to study under gégiz; Con-
sequently, on 2 Kislew the malamad pronounced a ban agéinsé
Hakam Zebl and Hagiz: )

No individual of our nation shall be permiﬁted to

agsoclate with the aforementioned Zebi and Hagiz or
to address /fthem/ or permit, upon any pretext, their

children to do so. Neither /shall they be permitted/
to speak or communicate with them in writing or in
any manner w?ataaever, without any subterfgge,ﬁgir&ctly
or indirectlg,_all under tha penalty of_ggggg.
j This‘ggggg remained in force until the departure of Hakam
Zebl and Hagiz from Amsterdam.5T

A few individuals remained ataunchly on the side of
' Hakam Zebl. Three members of the Ashkenazie kehillah signed
a letter of protest in which they described the behavier of
~ the Sépharﬂim as wmost unjust. They clalmed that the matamad
wizhed Hakam Zebl not only to retract the ban but even to
;supply Hayyun with letters of recommendation. There was little
- that they could do in the face of the peweriul opposition to
Hakam Zebi. "It 1s not in our power to prevent /This in-
~Justice/, but for the zeal of the I~rd of Hosts we have
written this as a2 sign . . . and a8 a memorial to eatablish
the matter in a certified document until such time when the

word of G-d shall be fulfillad.”® Hayyun's supporters

55Ibid., pp. 239-41. Cf. Freimamn, p. 135;
Milhameh ha-Shem, p. 4ha,

5?Emmanuel, Sefunoct, IX, 21i4,

586raetz,,;gg.,g;§.
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,G&tnuméarad his adversaries. A s%rias of persecutions en-
Sved and Hakawm Zebi and Haglz were openly insulted ang
abtacked. David Nunesz Torres,rhakam of the Sephardie aom~
wunlty of Hague, wrote "as the party of seven rabbls was
stronger, the other two rabbis /Hakam Zebl and Eégié? were
perseeubed terridly there and were finally obliged ta move
elsewnere, 99 Moses Haglz eopecially was adversely affentad
by the Sephardie interdics, A stranger in the ¢ity, his sole
#means of support had been tutorial fees and the favors of the
wealthy Portuguese. When these averues of sustenance were
¢losed to him, Hagiz was compelled o leave Amsterdam. He
travelled to London and from there wigrated to Altona where
he resided until 1738,60 |
| The 3ephardim gave Hayyun free relgn in calummisting

his foes. He published a work entitled HarZad Zebl in which

he attacked Hakam Zebi as "singular in his generation in
haughtiness and evil dcing.”61 Seon thereafter feeling im-
pelled to Justify their actions, the Sephafdim lssued a mani~
festo entitleqd ﬁcshtv;mre Zuet presenting thelr side of the

Case. Wnile the Portuguese in Holland were attacking Hakam

*Jcited by Graetz, los. cit.
€0
Hagiz remained fop a short peried in London as can be meen

Trom hig correspondence with Horpurge. From Altona Haglz
returned to Palestine where he dled in 3afad.

Sorne, ¥ohez'zl fad, n.s. II, 159, points out that

l4a-2aa zev1, Introduction.
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Zebl numerous rabbis ln Italy were publishing bans agalinst

Hayyun,®2 Auong the rabbls outside of Amsterdam, Judah Leib

pen Simon Frankfurter of Mainz ralsed a sollitary volce in

favor of the controverslal Kabbalist, pralsing Hayyun's
accomplishments and eriticizing him only for publiclzing
Kabbalistic mysteries whereby mlsunderstanding might arise.53
.In Aﬁsterdémwﬁthe cenber of the conflieﬁ*~3ayyun'a
supporters sought bto depose Hakam Zebl and to banlsh him
- from the eity., The Sephardinm influenced the eivie authorities

- %o place the rabdbl of the German congregation under house

arrest, The queation of nis incumbency as rabbli was once
again brought befuore the magistrates and several professors

were consulted regarding the matter.0% Huden later wrote that

o GQThe texts of many of these are included in the
Milhamah la-Shem. The letter against Hayyun senb by Abrahawm
- Segre, rabbl of Kassel, 1s aleo found ibid., pp. 136~176,
‘A, Berliner reprintaed this lebter from a manuserlpt in the
Magazin flr das Wissenschaft des Judenthums, XVII (1890),
15-20, without mention of previous publication. The letter
- is identical with the document published in the Milhamah
A-Shaw -except for an additional brief closing paragraph.

53&?&@@3, X, Appendix, C.

Gkﬁulder, Jaarboekte, p. 43. The Ashkenazie Parnasim

“had not desisted from thelr atiempis to secure a reversal of
the deecislon of the Dutch magistrates with regard to the dis-
~ilasal of Hakam Zebil, It was the Ashkenazim themselves who
“sought the opinion of a Gentile professor--Wilhelwmus van
“Surenhuysen--hoping that the authority of sueh a scholar
might carry welght with the burgomasters. Sluys, Beelden, p. 31,
- Subsequently, the maglstrates consulted other professors,
Cf. Vredenburg, Jewlsh Eneyeleopedia, IX, 203; 3igmund
Seellgmann, "Amsterdam,” iblid., I, 540. 3Surenhuysen was 2
professor of Hebrale studies who achleved renown for his
§§an31ation of the Mishnah into Latin. Vide Graetz, X,

2""13.

The Ashikenazic parnasim requested Surenhuysen to
malke an official translation of Hakam Zebi's contrect. In
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when the litigation was brought befops the civic courts his

Tather decided to leave Amaterdam lest "the Divine Name be

defamed among the gentiles,"®5 Elgewhers Ziden adds thas

his father feared that he might be compelled "to show in a

book publisheq by an author known az g scholar in Isrgel,

with the approbations orf wlse wen, great scholars of the

géneration, matters forelgn and bitter to the Jewligh faith.“66
Indeed, scorned and hindred on every side, Hakam Zebi

found conditions in Amsterdam intolerabls, It is important

to note that his bitter adversaries, Aaron Abrahamsz. Polak

and Samuel Cohen de Jonge, were once more 2leoted to the

Surenhuysent's oplnion the provisions of the contract stipulated
only & three-year term of office. He conszidered the phrase
"unto eternity may nhe lead us” to be merely an expression of
sentiment which “did not eonstitute a law or g contract bind-
ing for more years." To his translation of the conbract
Sureniuysen appended several questions which were subsequently
Posed to Profegssors Johannes Meyer of Harderwylk, Adrianus
Reland or Utrecht, Johannes Heymans and Carolus Schaaf of
 Leiden, Thesa dcholars expressed thelrp agreement wpith _
- Surenhuvsen's conelusions. Deasplite this the burgomasters did
not, at the time, veconsider thelir Judgment. They -continued

to support Hakam Zebi in his position and once more instructed
“%he Ashkenazle aubhoribles to pay the rabhi'p salary. Further-
Wore Hakam Zebi's allies wepe able to persuade Johsaf to
retract the statement in which he had concurved wlth Burenhuysen
917 the question of the rabbi's tenure. Sluys, Beglden, pp, 31~
'33. Por another instanee in which the Ashitenazim themmelves
-eonsulted the Gentile professors of Lelden, Harderuwyk and
VUtreeht--in this case regarding a purely halakle questiopn--
ef. B, Sliiper, "Een nerkvaardlg proees annc 2752," Bijdragen

&n Hedeedeliggen Iy {1g24}, 130-148,
65£mden, Torat hawﬁenbgg, P. 33p.
&6

Meglllat Sefer, v. 34.
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Ashkenazic‘couneil of Farnasim, An attempt on the part or
Hakam Zebl's allies to upset the eléctien by means of gov-
grnment intervention was unsuccessful, In December, Zebi
Ashkenazl sent a lebter to the burgomssbters sketohing the
¢ondltions ;nder which he had accepted the rabhinical poail-
tion and the difficulties he had encounbered during his
Incumbency. He requested bhe maglstrates to order the
synagogue authorities to maxe payment of hls salary arvears
and to provide him with the expenses of the Journsy in eon-
Juncetion with his ﬁéparture from Amsterdam. On December 20,
the eivil authorities summoned the Ashkenszlc parnasinm to
appear before them but & final declaion waa not iasued.ﬁ?
Meanwhile Hakawm Zebl sent hias wife and fanily to the oity

- of Emdenﬁﬂ and nimgelfl prepared to leave Holland. In his
eorrespondence with Haken Zebi, Naphtall Cohen notes his
friend's intention to depart and commsnts, "I was extremely
distressed at the exile of a scholar such as yoursely, 69
Before the question of a salary was settled, Hakam Zebi fled

- from Amsterdam, perhaps secretly, with the aid of Solomon

77 .
JfSluys, Beelden, p. 35,

68Kaufmann,.§§§, KXKVII, 280; Meglllat Sefer, loc.

1cit.

69Kaufmann, REJ, loc., cit,.
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Levl Norden and a few friends.’® oOn Jamiary 3, he went by

boat to Rotterdan and from there he repaired to London, 1

B. Nehemiah Hayyun and Hig Writinga

1. Background and Events Prior to Arrivel in Amsterdan

At the center ;? the controveray that raged across
thie Buropean continent from the Netherlands to Germany, Italy
and England and spread to tne Orlent and the Holy land stands
the figure of Nehemlah Hayyun. Hayyun waz a powerful person-
ality who attracted Jevobad friends snd furious enemies, He
has been deseribed as & base hypoerite and an unsecrupulous
adventurer, a charlatan who lived 2 1ifa of dlasimulation and
imposture.?g it 1z not our purpose here to determine Ghe
validity of such a charactsrization. However, a brief sketeh
of the couvse of hls caveer prior to 1713 iz necessary for a

proper underabanding of the siftuatlion ag 1t developed in Amsterdam.

"% redeuburg, Jewish Encyclopedia, II, 203; Hulder,

daarboekje, p. #43. JAmong thoge whno accompanied Hakanm Zebi %o
the boat two have been identified az Marcus van Praagh and
3clomon Isacqga Cohen., The latter paid the fare for Hakanm
Zebi's journey by boat to Rotterdam. 3luys, Beelden, p. 35.

: 71L0u‘ ¢it. In Rotterdam, on January 5, in the pres-
ence of a notary -+ naned Johan Verme, Hakam Zebl named Solomon
Isacqs Cohen and Abraham Jadick as his sxeeutors, to make
claima for his saiayy arrsears. On Webruar 1, the burgo-
masters awardsed Hakam Zebl a sum of TET 1/9 gulden for salary
arrvears and 200 gulden for rent. Therwugcn %he parnazim made
& ¢ountar claiwm. Exactly how the matter was setiled is nob
clear frnm the documents,

T2Gractz, X, 343; David Kmhana, Toledot ha-Hekubbslim,

I, 124,



Of Sephardic descent, Nehemiah Hlyya ben Moses
Hayyun was born sbout the year 1650. He came from a family
that hailed,frOm 3alonica but had later sattled in Sarajavo.?B

It is probably in this city tb&t Hayyun was born although he
posed as a native of Safed. In one of his works he wrote
that he waa born in Alexandria whilst his parents were en
route to settle in the Holy Land. He claimed that he grew

up in Palestine and only in his 19th year did he return to
3arajevo where he married the daughter of Samuel Almoli, The
testimony of the rabble of Smyrna conflicts with Hayyun'as
aasertians. They state that'Hayyun‘s blrthplace wasg Sarajevo
and that he had spent his youth 1n that eity. PFurthermore,
they report that in Sgrajevo he had on one Jabbath day ab-
ducted the maid servant of & certain Abraham Molirs but had
afterwards been capbured.”™ No matter which version of bhe
atory of Hayyun's youth ie the aubthentic one, 1t appears that

4t some time Hayyun resided in the Holy ILand.T5 Upon his
departure from Paleatine he received a high recommendation

 from Rabbl Aharon Perahya ha-Cohen of Salonical® and was {or

73Rosaneﬁ; Iv, 48p,

7agagiz, Sheber Poshlm; Emden, Torat ha-Keriaot, pp,

?16 and 326. In their haskamah to Hayyun's Raza di-¥ihudah
Venice, 1711) the Venetian rabbis refer to Hayyun as

08X §9°%vn brhaa wripn oy T201ND

i 75ﬁaaanes, IV, 483, c¢r, Scholem, Shabbethal Zebi
Weha-Teffun, I, 288, n, 3, .

7sacsanes, loe. eit,
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a short period appointed rabbl of the communlty of Uskup.
Hagiz relates that at this early stage of Hayyun's career
111 rumors already eirculated regarding his behavior,77
After leaving Uskup Hayyun led a wandering 1life as a teachern,
preaehar and merchant, He stayed briefly in Belgrade where
he was ostensibdly engaged in commerce.7a Brieli states that
in 1691 Hayyun was in Leghorn, Here his queatianable cone-
duet attracted much unfavorable attention., It was salg that
he was wont to chant a laseivious song entitled "Ia Bella
Margarita, "3 .

Hayyun himself confesses to having relations with
Shabbethatans, He admits that on several occasions he at-
tempted to discover thelr theories of the myssery of the
godhead, but claims that the Shabbethaian Kabbalists “with
one volce answerad that they had been foresworn not to re-
veal‘this secret/ to any persan, "50 Elsewhere he refers to
his disagreement with a disciple of Cardozia. Years latep
Hayyun's documents wepe seized in Hanover. From the con~
tents of some of. the letters then found we know of his contact

with Samuel Primo, 51

"araets, X, Appendix, ILXXVI.
T8%ayyun, Ha- =Zad Zebi, p. 376.

79Graetz, X, loeg. cit.
ae}{ayyun, Ha-Zag Zebi, P. 31la,

81Emden, Torat ha-genaot, Pp. 40b-42b; Gragtz, X,
Appendix, XXII ang LXXVI; ﬁosanea, doe. ¢it,
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Hayyun writes that from 1698 to 1702 hne sojourned

in 8hehem., Thes rabbis of Constantinople refer to his stay
there, describing 1t in 2 most derogatory manner.ga Hig -

travels then took him to Egypt where he was reputed to have

pragtliced witcheraft and magie.83 Thence, he made his way

to Smyrna in whiceh ¢ity he began to propagate his teachings

openly. He had already composed the 0z le-Elohim and the

Bet XKodesh ha~Kodshim., These treatises he showed to members
T TSR e .

of the populace, among whom he scon acquired a group of ad-

mirers. Several affluent Portuguese were willing to assiat

him in the publication of these writings and to establish on

 hls behalf a Bet Midrash in one of the cities of the Holy
 Lang, B4 However,

he alsc encountered oppoesition in 3Smyrna.

- Rabbl Benjamin Levi states that he saw Hayyun's writings,

- considered them heretical and sought to diseredit theip autho#.
'L@vi attests that Hayyun at first hed a considerable fellowing

but that after some timeé had elapsed his treachery was exposed

to all, Hayyun, on the othep hand, writes that when he de-

parted from 3myrna some 2000 people accompanied him to the

boat and so effusive was thelp farewell to him that non~Jews

‘Present thought that he must be the Messiah., In the same

aceount, Hayyun does however admit that he had mede enemies

—————

82knden, Torat ha=Xedaot, p. 32b,
831p14., p. 31a.

Baaraetz, X, Appendix, LXVII; Rosanes, IV, 484,



in 3Jogyna for he accuses his opponents of having sent
meassnger bearing a slanderous letter againast him to Abrahas

Yitzhaki of Jerusalem,®5
Yitzhakl acted on the intelligence immediately.

Shortly after Hayyun's arrival in Palestine the Jerusaien
rabblnate lssued 2 herem against him and digpatehed 1t %o
Smyrna; They decla%ed that he was a "heretic, a ncn-#elievar
and a sorcerer” and that it was "forbldden to support him,"
The angthema contains no mention of Hayyun's Shabbethalan
Sympathies or of his writings. The purpose of the letter

was to assure that further support be withheld from Nehewmiah
Hayyun and indeed his prospects in Swmyrna were rulned. The
defamatory document addressed to Yitzhakl ineluded sharp
censure of Hayyun's aétivities in Egypt, asserting that in
that ecunfry "all his‘actiens were deeds of aarcery.“85 It
was to Bgypt that Hayyun now repaired once more. From there
he embarked on his travels fhroughout Eurape,ST

In 1710 gayyun agaln appeared in Leghorn. ZErgas pe-
ports, "in the year 1710 this anake‘gﬁhyyng7 came o this
eity /Leghorn/ and we went to.observe his habits.” Ergas

clalms %0 have seen the Mehemnuta and to have identified 1t

£}
as a Shabbethaian treatise.”a The same year Hayyun visited

85Graetz,\"x, Appendix, LXAVIY and LXYIX,
86Emden, Torat ha+lferfant
behavior in Bgypt vide Schblem,
Zion, IIT (192¢), 175, n. 8.

BTaractz, X, Appendix, LXYVIII-LIXIX.
%Jt:rseph Ergas, Ha-Zad Ha’r}aah {London, 1715}, p. 32a.

. loc. eit. For Hayvun's
‘Teudah Je-Toledot ha~Shabbethaut, "
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Venlce and ultimately obtained the permission of three rabbis
of the community--Solomon Nizza, David Altaras and Raphael
da 3ilva--to print a2 small treatise written by him entitled

Razg di~Yi@udah. In Justification of thelr approval of this
wWOrk these.rabbis later wrote that they had ssen only part of
the book. The approbation bearing their signstures that
Hayyun subsequently publizhed in the Dz le~Elohim they declared

t0 be an oubrlght forgery claiming that they had never seen

the Mehemnuta or the commentaries on 1t,°9 The Raza di-

¥Yihudah openly mets forth a doctrine of the Trinity as an
article of Jewish faith., In this work Hayyun asserts that
three persons (Parzufim) are embodled in the godhead: namely.

the Holy Primeval One (Attika Kaddisha) and two emanations,

the Holy King {(Malka Eaddisha) and the Shekhinah.go In pe-

eiting the confession "Hear O Israel, the I~rd our O-d the

I~rd 13 One" every Jew must reflect on this Trinity, Hayyun
writes "from what has been said previocusly it can be inferved
that in zﬁrsnauneing7 the three Dlvine names included in the
Shema--which are the L-rd our G-d the L~rd--one must meditate
on the three bonds of the faith, as can be seen from passages

of the Zonar. . . ."91 At the conclusion of the treatise

Sgﬁraetz;'x, Appendix, LXXIX gives "Salomon Altaras"

as the name of one of the three rabbls who gigned the haskamah,
The signature printed in the Raza di-Y¥ihudah is David b.
Solomon Altaras. :

90Raza éi~Yinhudah, p. 4a.
911vid., p. 6a.
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Hayyun édded a mystical hymn entitled KeterFElxan. Follow-
ing this he appended a poen in which his name. was included in
an acrostic., The posn, to bhe reclied after reading the

Addrah Rahbah and the Zonar, begins as follows:

N Y2 55T a1va ®pttavm knbra kb
LKA ynw K1 173 0132 0K °3

g2
This poem latep occasioned the severe acousatlon of Hakam
Zebl that Hayyun "did not believe in the g=d in whom all 1iy-
ing people believe."93 Others attacked 1t on the grounds of
its allusions to & profane love song "la Bella Margarita, "

In Ha-Zad Zebi Hayyun himself concedes his Intentional usge

of' seenlar Jmi“s@r-a&rmes.91L

From Italy Hayyun Journeyed to the cltles of Germany.
Arriving in Prague in the fall of 1711 he stated his intention
to remain there for two weeks. 3o sympathetic was the recep~
tion with which he was met that he stayed 4in Prague cloge to
a yeap,95 4 cirele of youthful adwirers gathered around him.
He was patronized by Josepn Oppenhelm and acclalimed by
Naphtali Cohen. During this time he composed the Dibre

Nehemiah, & homelitical work,%® and received for 1t the

22101d., p. 45a.

93Freimann, p. 122,

PRaufmann, REJ, IXXVI, 274,
9Hayyun, Didbre Nehemiah (Beriin, 1713), Introduction,
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approvation of David Oppenheim, In his haskamsh Oppenheim
writes, "Even though I recelved only one leafl of nig entirs
book aé a sample andg conaéquently it would have been correct
to withholg Wy support from him, nevertheless s « . the
students of wy yveshiva testify‘that be 18 a great wan,"97
From Prague Hayyun travelled Throughout Moravia and
3ilesla Spreading his teachings and acqulring followers in
the oities of Vienna, Hikolsburg, Frossnits, Breslau, Glogau
and Berlin, 3ecretly, he entered inko & close relationship
with Lebel Prossnitz, 20 The growing Jewlsh community of Beriin
wag aplit nto rival faetions, Hayyun on hig part turned the
dissension to his own advantage and gained the faver of the
small but wealthy party of the court Jewess Liebwann Aaron
Benjanmin Wolf rabbi of Berlin and son-in-law of Liebmann,
Wwlllingly zave his approval of 3ayyun’s works, In his approm~
batlon Wolf declared that he took 1t upen himself to grant a
haskamah to Hayyun although he had no personallkncwledge what-~

soever of mystic subjects, relying in this inatance on the

97Ibid., letter of approbation signed by David Oppenhein,
Later Oppenhiein noted thet he had intended this approbation
only for the Dibre Nehemiah and not for the Uz le-Elohim in
which Hayyun had also included 1%, Oppenheim clalmed that he
had never seen the latter work. I. 2. Kahana, Sinal, XXTI, 332.

o]

¢
“Keufwann, EEJ, XXXVI, 275-76.
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laudatory commendations previously given Lo Hayywn by othsr
rabbis. I At this time, Naptall Cohen was in Berlin but
subsequently claimed that he feared o umnaik Hayyun agd &
charlatan last by 30 dolng hg fan the flames of the lnternal
guarrel in the Berlin community.log The exiles from Vienna

had brought wlith them to Berlin s llvely interest in Xavbalah
and the mond of the communiiy gresentéd a ravoradle eiimate for
101

Shabbethaian Pprovaganda, Tere Hayyun succeeded in print-

ing boih the Dibre Nehemish znd the Dz _le-Elohim. In the end

his books appeared with an lompreaslve array of testimonlals

including letters of approbation from Haphtall Cohen, David |
Oppenhéim and Aaron Woll and Che haskanob~~authentic or

forged?~-~of Gabriel Eskeles of Nikolsburg, Josgph Flamettsa

of Ancona, Judah Leid ben Moses of Glogau and Solomon Nlzas;

David Altaras and 3Solomon da Zilva of Venlce. Armed with

these publieationg and commendations Hehewmlah Hayyun set Torth

for the Duteh metropolis,

99V1de Holf's approbation included in both ths Dz

le-Elohlm and the Dibre Nehemiah: -
nbyna1 g1o02 v nna (n°nvax nb:p:) nyeT? %P [7RW D1 HKI
1275507 Y3127TP WK D¥IIRAD *HIT KPR TP 7R ... D?TOICD
JROIY2INT RMDU PRAT RA2WD

100, ufmann, REJ, XXXVI, 276.

101Kaufmann, Ha-Hoker, p. 67: L. Landshuth, Toledot
Anshe ha-3hen (Berlin, 1883), p. 16.
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2. Hayyun's HMysticisw .

Un different occaslons Hayyun gave three conflieting
accounts of Lhe authorshiny of the Mahemaukza. Onecs he atated
that he had found the ﬁexé‘in-a copy of 2 Zohar In safed, 102
On anoether ofceasion he d&ciéred that 2 maggld In the elty of
Raghid nad dictated the treatise to him and he sesms to have
veiterated this sbory on different occasionsz,l03 ¥hen
Hayyun’é papers were exsmined Iin Hanover, a letier was found
whose contents indicate that Heyyun clalmed that the Mehemnuba

104 ¥hen he printed the work in

was of Shabbethalan origin,
Barlin in 1713 he published the text withoub reference to
author, not nentloning any of thess sources.

His adversaried, however, lmmediately identifiad the

Mehemnuta de Kulla 28 a elearly recognizable Shabbethaian

document., Hakam Zebl wrote "its suthor is the known heretic

Shabbethal Zebl . . ., and Hayyun . , . feared to mention him

for had he mentionsd him explicitly all Isrsel would have &
condenned 1t 1?5@-b0@§7 Lo burning without sesing what was |
written therein."!9 Joseph Ergas declared, "When T opened

the book, I saw its contents ., . . the Mehewnuta de Kulla

and I recognized 1t as the treatige named Raza di~Mehesmnuia

lﬂggayyun, Ha«?ad Zebi, p. 31.

193¢raetz, X, Appendix, XLII; Scholem "Teldan," Zion,
IIr, 172-7T3. .

10hgngen, Torat ha-imrhot, p. 40D,
165?raimann, p. 122,
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which Shabbethal &2l composed alfter he becams 8 Turk while

— 107,
desldingy in Alleum, 7195 There are many HRARUSCIIpE coples

Of the Kazg di-Mehemnuta, In zeveral the pamphlet 1g enw
titled Raza di-Mehemnuta la~Amiran (a pseudonym fop
Shabbethal Zebi), Aslde from a few textual variations the

NMehewmnuta de~Kulila Printed by yayyun in Berlin ig identienl
with this Raza di-Mehemnuta as found in manuserdpt fom,
Hayyun's atary‘regarding the origin of the ®Ork 18 negated
by the earlier testinony of Abraham Cordoze which corpobope
-ates Ergas’.statament, In the Baza de Razin Cordozo de-
tlares, "Whilst I was in Ridosto . , | 1n the yeap 1687 1
recelved a bamphlet Heza di~Hehemnuts wiritten vy a certain
scholar from the words of Shebbothat Zebi in Alkum whieh
| 1s 1n fthe country of/ Arnot, Scholem has identifieq Alcum
a8 Qulcignau»whﬁr& Shabbethai Zebl spent the declining years
of his life«-and conslders the work to have been transeribeg
by an unkndmn Shabbsthaian pupiy, 107

The Raza &1—%@hamn§ﬁa contains the most expilelt pre-
sentatlon of the dhabbethaian doctrine of 35oa Elohug~-the
wystery of the gudhead, Shabbethaiang considered this Becrst
ta be thelr own special revelation. Their theology 13 based
o a fundamental concedt of dualienm, They distinguish be-

tueen the hidden G-d whom they refer to as the Flrst Caugege-

108yn . 2ad Nehash (London, 1715), p. 32a.

1073aho1em, Shabbathal Zebi weha-Tenud, 17, 776; ibid.,
Pe 777, n, 1. Cf. also S¢ Viem's articie rublya, Rosh
ha-3Zhabbethais be~3alonica.” Zion, VI (1941), 181, n. .

t!dg
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Sibah Rishonah--ang the revealeg God who 1g the gog of
=20 s1snonah + aoC
Israel Elohe Yisrael, Malka Kaddisha, The First Cayse has

nothing to do Wlth creation ang with the world ang does not
eXercise Providence, The First.Effeet of the. Fipgt Cause,
the God of Israel, ig the God of Revelation and Sinaj, Thig
God 13 the Creator or everything, a furthep Smanation ofp

ever to be printed,llo Hayyuntg 9y le~Elohin developeqd at
» m“"‘————w

length Cne expoaition of this new Trinity, In Summation

Hayyun writes,

Know ye that the foundation of the raith is to know
and belleve that thers are three bonds of faith ang

the threa Of them are one, , , | And the 5%wo which
Malka Kaddisha_[%he Holy King/ ang his Shekhinsh

are emanations or the one who i3 ‘Attika Kaddisha d'Kol
Keddisng the Primeval One,'Holy of Holiés s« . . In
all our meditations it is necessary to reflect an thesge

. Bhree pongs op the falth ang the entire Torah 1s woven
around this,

———————

;O?schalem, Major Tpends in Jewlgh ﬁzsticism {New
York, 1961 PP. 320-33 hon Shekhinah vide ibid, ) p, 111,
Cf. Scholen fhabbethal zeb) yenso e II, 779-B1; Graetz,
X, Appendix, II-XIV ang LKXKIV%LXKXVI. o
]
1%95cho1en, "Tudah, " zion, 117, 175, n. 7,

llo'se:hole’m, Major, p, 323,

CHRITEEIT o
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anyun cltes numerous Passages of the,ggggg wiich he intep-
prets in a manner demonstrating that the Universe 1s com-
posed of a system of triads, 111
The doctrines propounded in the Mehemnuts ang in

Hayyuntg commentaries clearly conflict with the fundamental
beliéfs of Judaisn, Whatever role bersonal animosity or
ambition played 1n fanning the flames of the feud and in pre-
venting the Ashkenazic ang Sephardic communities from achleve
Iing cooperation and mutual arbitration there ¢an be no
doubt that baslc to the entire Quarrel was a genuine theo~
logiecal dispute that transcended the Jurisdiection of any
Individual gehillah~-a questlion of the purity of the faith.
Writing about the keen opposition to Shabbethaian theologl-
ans in general Scholen states, "The furious reaction of
Orthodoxy and also of' Orthodox Kabbalisn against this attempt
to tear the God of Reason and the Revealed God asunder is
only too comprehensible, " +12 It was in this spirit that Hakam
Zebl attacked Hayyun so flercely, The denlal of the proyi-
deﬁtlal nature of the Fipst Cause and of the unity of @-d
Tuns counter to the mMOSt basic tenets of Orthodox falth,
Hakam Zebi felt duty bound to declare:

It 1z a eiear ahd 8lmple matter that the Pirst Cause,

may He be blessed . , « 13 a simple unity, unparalleleg

and this is the falth of a1l Israel , . , ang that Him
we the people of G-d sepve and /to Him we pray:., . .

-

-and for this prinelple we are obligated To offer oupr

, 1lciteg by Graetz, X, Appendix, LxxxIv. For nyyunts
concept of o Trinity cf. also Nleto, Esh Dat, PP. 13-14 ana
17=-22, Thig trinitarian doetrine became one of the funda-

- Bental beliefs of the Frankists, ¢p, Danon, "Une 8ecte Judeo-
Musulmane en Turquie," REJ, XxXV, 267, n, 3.
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this denies the foundation /of oup Taith/ and nhas
N0 share in Ged the I~rg of Israel nopr in his holy
Torah, , , , Presently thepe came hither , |, |
Nehemiah Hiyya Hayyua , , , bearing a cegrtain book
which he Pudlished in Berlin, . ., . Upon reading
this book I say that he conteats thig great ahovs
mentlonad prineiple , ., Baying that the Flpat
Cause 13 not & S8imple unity without begloming op
end, ., ., I sherefore found myself obligateg by
virtue of oup falth-~the falth of gl1 the seed of
Israel--to arouse theip fearts Jthe rabbis of Israel/
With these brief words, 113

bodies, oup 80uls and gup %éght and whoever denies

Another lmportant iague of contention was Hayyun's
claim that 1¢ was permissible to study,ggbbalah under any
teacher regardless of the man's personal Piety. It wasg
Hayyun's opinion that_ggggggﬁg Was 2 subject of philosophie
investigation rathep than of transmitteq revelation, Hokamn
Zabi, Hagiz and their aliles @G baupieed most sharply with
Hayyun's Interpretation of the Mishnah in Hagigah (2:1)
”Whoaaaver glves his mind to four things, it were bhettep
for him if he had not come into the woprld,"114

His adversaries frequently inveighed agalnat Hayyun's
deportment, In Ha-Zad 2ebl, Hayyun states that Ashkenazi ang
Haglz charged him with having Publicly desecrated the Jabbath

113Fra1mann, Pp. 119-22.

11“Ear # general discusaion vide Grastz, £, Appendix,
LXXXV-Lxtve. 3cholem, "Beruhiya, zlon, VI, 181-8g points
out that Graetz erred in 23¢ribing to Hayyun a theory of
inearnation accepted by some radieal Shabbethaians, notably
the followers of Berublya. pop further details on some of
Ehe points or contentlon vide Hleto, Rash 2at, pp. 3~35;
Fretesnn, op. 119-22; Kaufmann, REJ, XXZVE, 279-80; Hayyin
- Na=-Cohen Rapoport, Zeker Hayyim Ti%ﬁberg, 1865), p. &7,
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and the Day of Atonement.}l3 Naptalt Cohen deseribed Hayyun
a8 ateeped in sensucua pleaaures.llﬁ gayyun was accussd of
travelling in the company of a prostitute in the course of

h1s second journey through Zurope.ll7 Shabbethaian

Kabballsts had developed a doctrine of the holiness of sin

and among some menbers of the seet antinorianisn wag common , 118
These denunclations of Hayyun's behavior clearly constitute

an atfempt on the part of his detractors to identify Hayyun
with the 3habbethatian sectarians,

Emden writes that Ayllion presented the matter to

the Sephardicparnasim as an iassue affecting the prestige and
independence or the Saghardiccemmunity. According to Emden,
Ayllion in person vislted esch member of the valanad to

ﬁrgue his case. He pointed out that the honor of the hakam in-
volved the hohor of the entire community, In ac¢cordance

with the primary of the-ﬁapharﬁi:ccmmunityg 1t was fitting
that the deeision of thetrp hakam be QIVﬁn precedence over

that of the rabbi of the Ashkenazie kehillah, Since the time

llsBayyun,:Hanzad Zebi, Introduction,

lléxaufmann,,ﬁﬁﬁw KXXVI, 275.

U7knden, Torat ha-Ketdaot, p. 350,

IISSehelam "Mibzwah habalah be-Awaerah, " Kﬁaﬁaet IX
(1937), 381-87,; Scﬂolem, Malor, pp. 313-20. 1 !
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of the founding of the Jewish communlty in Amsterdan, the

Ashkenazim had been “subject to and humbled by" the Sephardie
kehlliah. The 3ephardim had been the first Jewish settlers

of Amsterdam. They were wealthy and aristocrats "greatest

in lmportance and number, in riches and honmr,'ancastry and
‘glory.” Now Aylilon argued it was a question of the honor
due the Sephardic community. "To raise the measure of the
stature of the Ashkenazic rabbi over that of the Sephardie
hakan” would be to forfeit the rightful claim of the 3ephardim

to auprﬂmacy.llg

Hagiz too writes that the desire for power-~in pape
ticular, on the part of the Portuguese parnas, Aaron de
Pinto--was & significant factor in intensifying the quarrel,
Ayllien visited de Pinto to plead with hinm and to importune
him to persuade the 3ephardim to uphold the position of their
hakam. He convinced de Pinto that 1t was his duty as parnas
to safeguard the superiority of the Portuguese ecngregaticntlga
Sabsequantly Haglz clalmed that when he wished to make peace
1t was de Pinto who hindered all attempts at reconeiliation 121
Aaron de Pinto, the parnas whom Haglz singles out as & power-
in the community came from an influential fawlly of financlers-~-

a family whose nembers had for generations played a prominent

119ep111at Sefer, p. 32.

1aﬁﬁilhﬁmah la~3hem, p. 30b.

1211p1d., p. 35a.
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role as trustees of ﬁﬁe congregation, TE@ Partuguese parn-
aalm were men of affairs who wielded considerable influence
in the gommunity at large and $o whom She hongr and ?eput&F
tlon of the Saﬁharﬂic kghillah was a matier gf utmoat cuaeern.lg?
There la 2 strong likelihood that the competition
between the two communities did affect the course of the quare
rel, Aas wé nave noted, the balance of power bebween these
two kehillot was gradually changing, The Ashkenasln were
steadily gaining in numbers and wealth,1%3 ¥or the Sephardim
to concede to the opinion of Hakam Zebi and to overrule their
own Bat Din would have gilven the Ashkenazle community yet more
prastigs. At such a time 1t wasm prodbably wore lwmpoptant than
aver for the seghaédim L2 preserve thelr digrity and perhaps
conselously or unconaciously this faetor affected their be -
havior in the Hayyun controveray. Throughout the pProgreas
of the dispute traces of this motive are visible, In a reply
to Brieli, ths Sephardic parnagls wrote, "Your Execelleney
¢ould not have been unaware that thers 1s in this clty g
cﬁmmuﬁitg ol Portuguese, asay the L-rd enhance fitn stasure/
wost noble and oldér than that of the Gerpans, It 1s not
subjeet o anyone whomsoever nor is it obligated in ordinary
affalrs to follow the views of another Bet Din, but vather

Jmust follow/ 1tp own Bet Din, . . . Their nonor /fAyllion and

lagﬁmmanuel,_§efun@t, 14, 22122, Regarding the
wealth of the de Pinto family vide Van Billen,.ﬁeschiegenis,
p. 550.

123,

supre, p. 60,




144

his éouﬁg? 18 the honor of our hoiy angregatian.”lga The
Sephardln emphasized Sthelrp o lectlon to ths Intervention

of an outside authority. 1In a furthsr communicatbion thay
wrote to Briell, "Juab zs we do not desm oursalves to have
the right to intervens in the goverment of other communities
80 do we 0ot permit anyone whomaaosaver to dave o disturb us
or $o disrupt our unity."iR5 e Portuguese authorities were
lparticularly Lppossd to the inﬁerventzam of the Ashlkenmzim,
Thelr feellngs are expressed explieltly in the words of the
Tirst Injunetion against gakam_§ebi proclaimed on 20 Heshwan
"One must prevent the above fHakam Zebi/ from intervening in
the administration of ocur community which has always been
free from the intervention of other communities and one wuszt
attenpt to mainbain this inﬂepenﬁence."126 Again, In the ban
of 2 Klslew, the mewbers of the ratawad asserted the neces-
gity of “andgavaring to achieve our unlty and maintain ourp
independence lest mny person dave to intervene in our gov-

ernment. " 127

2. ZThe Rehtionship betwean Zebl Asnhkenazl snd Solomon Aylilon
An element of personal Jealousy on the part of Solemen

Aylilon towards Hakam Zebl way also have entered into the

“li_
*Qgﬁmmanual, Selfunot, IX, 228-29,

1251p1d., p. 231,
1261p14., p. 238,
1271b1g., p. 240,
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issue., “We have already noted thelr respective stands in the

¢ase of David Nieto and the fact that Aylliion's antipathy

WAy have been aroused, Emden reports that when Hakam Zebi

arrived in Amsterdam, the Sephardin accorded hié unpre-
cedented honors,128 Emden mentions that one of the reasons
for his father's popularity among the Sephardim was the fact
that he spoke their language. Thig 4= slgnificant in light of
Bhe fact that the Sephardim and Ashkenazim had 1o common

language, In general the Sephardim did not spea: Judeo-

German, the Ashkenazim had no knowledge of Spenish op Portuguese
and nelther group was eonversant in Dutch, 129 Perhaps Emden
renders an exaggerated aceount of the adulation of his fathepr ;
on the part of the Sephardim. However, they did show Hakam 5.
Zebl every sign of regard. One sees evidence of their re- |
spectful attitude toward him 4in the stand taken by the natamad
with regard to both the takkanot of 1711 and the question of
Hakam Zebi's incumbeney. In the Koght Imre Zmet, the Sephardim
themselves wention that originally the doors of theirp saynagogues
were closed to Hayyun at tha.beheat of Hakam ?ebi.lBg Thus
Ayllion may well have resented the position of esteenm accorded
Hakam Zebl by the Portuguese congregants, He 1s reported to

have criticized Hakam 4ebi's arrogance and to have expressed

12%eg111at Sefer, p. 25.

lagﬂirsehal, Geschledenls, pp. 456-57: Van Dillen,
ibid., p. 595, , .

130pretmann, p. 129,
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the opinlon that "Hakam Zebi considera himself greater than

Moses, our Teacher, "i31

»

3imilar accusations of pride were repeatedly levellead
against Hakam Zebl by his opponents,

Hayyun writes that the
rabbl of the Ashkenazle tongregation was "known in sll the
world for hia haugh

tiness and pride.32 14 pig study of

the course of the quarrel Graetz, too, interprets Hakam Zebl'ls

behavior as being motivated by pride. Graetz notes that when

asked to transeribe the he

retical passages in Hayyunts works,
Hakam Zebl answered that "to do

80 was not In accordance with
his honor for he was a rabbil who decorses and not & recorder
for houssholders, “133 FPurthermore,

to the sugpgestion that
he join the Sephardic inveatigatory eomnittee,

replled that the slite of Jerusalem

Hakam Zebi

*d1d not seat thenselves
untll they knew who would be seated with th

am and the seating
From the latter statenent Graetsz infers that

arrangement.”

Hakam sebi intimated that he would not sit in a court of which
He werz not the head.B The

Sephardln gave cother reasons for

Y3leractz, X, Appendix, LAXXVIL.
132Rayyun, Ha-Zad Zebi, Introduction.

133Graat3, &, Appendix, CXII, quotes only the Pirat i
Part of the statement attributed to Hakawm Zebi. deen in con~ j

text, Milnamah ia-dhem, p. 308, the Pemark may admit of 3
diffarent interpretation:

DIBZWIN IR?27°w RX?Y DIn3 25yab bwi1q Kb
LPPIVD vowan xYv9 12927 R 11*n0vy

IR TIAY 37 Nn o0
3 13w vpn sT0b

1% should be noted that Hakem Zebl
gaa particularly consclous of his dignity and role as rab

ead of a congregation., <Crf. Megillat Sefer, pp. 66 and 102,
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Hakam Zebl's refusal to appear before thelr BRet Din; they
elaimed that he fearad his argmuments would not stand up before
tha'éepharﬁic court, They charged that Hakam Zebl's sole
intention was "to sow dissension in this city and in the

whole worlg"135 anc that he was moved by personal hatred of

Hayyun rather than by theological conaiderationa, 136

3. Avllion's Shabbethaisn Leanings

Solomon ben Jacob Ayllion was crobably born in 1660
in Salon10al3T ang 1t was there that he spent his youth,
Subsequently, he sottled in Safed whepe he was appointed as
an emissary to'calleet funds in Burope for tﬁe poor of the
Holy L&nﬁ. In 1688, we find him 1n Leghorn, 138 from there
he procesded to Anaterdas and thence to London where he was
appolinted hakam of the Sephardic congregation (19 Siwan 16089),139
His eleven year tenure of office in théa community was troub-
led. 3erious aceusations were made ageinst him and his suth-
ority impugned Ly & ecertain Abraham Fldangue who conducted 2
Private Talmud zchool in that eihy;lag After an investigation

IBSEmuanuei, Sefunot, IX, 228-p9,
135Fre1ﬁann, P, 131,

- BThadav, Sefunct, 1I1-1v, 303, ns. 2, 3.

1336raatz, X, Appendix, XCI.

1396&93@?, P. 23,

laoIbia., PP. 27-28 and 37. Jacob Sasportas, Shelelot
u' Teshubot Chel Yalakeb (Amsterdam, 1737), nos. 67 and 73 men-
tions a Jacob Fidanque, Cf, A, M. Hyamson, The Jephardin of
England (London, 1951), p. 69, who refeps to both Jacob and
Abraham Fidanque, fatherp and son, a8 belng involved in the T
dispute. ' i
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of the charges against Ayllion, the London ma tamad exonerated
tﬁ@ hakan of the allegad offenses but harmony was not TG~
stored to the community, lIn 1701, Ayllion resigned from this
post to accept an appolntment as assoclate rabbi of the
Portuguese congregation ef Amsterdam. The senlor hakam at

the time wéa 3olomen de ﬁliveiﬁa. Ayillon served as head

of the 3ephardic congregation until his death in 1728, There
1a avery evidsnce that he had the respect and honop of hla

own communlty throughout this periocd. Certainly, the great
majority of his congregants supported hinm in his stand on

. the Hayyun question. During nle term of ofTice, the
Portuguese veshiva £z Mayyim flourished. After Ayllion's

'; demize two of his own students~-~David Israel Athias and

. Isaac Hayylm Abendana de Britto--succesded him &8 hakanim of

- the kehlllah. Never before had & native of the community been :
: appointed ﬁakam.lal {

ey e s ey e

During the Hayyun controversy, however, in which

A

ﬁvﬁyllian wes a principal instigator, wmany charges were leve
; elled against him. Moses Hagiz in particular heaped obloguy
b and villification upon the Sephardic hakam. Many of these

; allegations were made in the heat of the battle &nd 1n an

% exaggerated manner, 132 Revertheless, several of them have
E'be&n shown to be founded on facte, Haglz writes that

| Ayllion's wife left her first husband without obtaining a

T

lalﬁfﬁncana,‘ggﬁﬂhiegﬁnl + PP. 293-94 and 297.
Y¥2¢r, Nadav, Sefunot, ITI-IV, 30k and 1bid., n. 4.
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b1ll of divorce and later la’t herp gzcond spouse to marpy
Solaman‘ﬂyillon. Aecording to Haglas, Ayliion, in his &xposi-
tions, identified himself with Klag Devid, his wife variously
wlth mgﬁl,'ﬂéughte:f‘ of Saul and with Buthaneba, her fipst
husbond with the primeval snake and her second husband with
Urlah the Hittlte. There is no evidsnce to substantiate op
refute these contentions of Hagiz. %3 Hautaz' assertion that
Aylilon w23 closely allied with Shabbothalan circles in
Salontcal has veen confirmed by & Shabbethalan

source In which Ayllion 1s mentioned In connection with the
students of Nathan of Gaza. Ve know too of Ayllion's contact
with Sﬁa%?atﬂ 1ians In Leghorn to whom he ¢xpounded his mystic |
dootrinas, 145

n the English capital there were many who gympathized

with the Meszsignie movement, but the guestion &s Lo whether or
not Ayllion sttempted to propagate sectarian teachings there
is 1ar5alg & matter ol supposition., His <habbethalan activi-
ties eould not have been practiced openly {or we find Jacob
Sasportas and Zebl Ashkenazi--both relentless foes of
Shabhethianismw*refarring to blm at the time in a respectfiul

manner, 146 A8 Nadav points out, the transition to Aty lam

1a§;ggg., p. 305; Hagiz, Sheber Paaﬁim, Pp. 33b and aoﬁ.
141p14., p. 9.

YMadav, sefunce, 1T1-1v, 304-30s.

fHakan Zebi, no. 1; Qhel Yatakob, no. 64,
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w43 a pove to a batter position, Haglz reports thas Ayllion
gave his oath never to leave the London commnity but that
he purpeeely invaliidated thie vow by removing the phivlactap..
ies from Lha bag upen which he swore and replaéing them with
two oniongz, fegording to Hagiz, Ayllion alaé claimed that

hia_oaah was null aad vold alnee he swore never teo ageept &«

position at any future time whereas in actuality the ag-
ceplance hag alraa&y ta%en place and henee wWas not covered by
the éatha Maday strezses the Toet thet 3ueh,duﬁlici€y was
Teeognized practice tmong Shabbethaians, iven though there
way ﬁave bean some discord between Ayilion argl his congreganta,
névartheleaa, she also ndes that the stbry 8% marrvated by
Hagiz indicates that there Was & desire on the part of the
London kehtlieh e retalin Ayllion as theiw spiritual 1aaaerila?
When Ayiiien did depart the London matavad presented him with
& grant ol 50 guineas in appreciation of his a&rvﬁeaanlkg
| 0517 ¥as a resident of Amaterdam prior to the arrival
} of Ayllien bﬁt voleed no protest at the appointment of Ayllion
. 28 hakan, Hie later malntained that he was silent regarding
Ayllion's beliefs "in order not to weaken the hand of sincere
Penitents and T said to myself since he has risen /fTo this
POs1t1047 let nim not descend for the sake of the honor of

E—

M Nagav, Sefunct, III-Iv, 306,
48uvamson, p. 69,
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the ¢ . Uity whieh has stunbles 1o ignorance, 149 Cnee the
c@nﬁraversy broks ouk Hegls dtsolosed his infomssion eon-
cerning. Ayiiden's bagkground 820uBing him 1n the cass gt
hand of yar%;ali&; Bo 2 fellow Shabbebhatan,

£ treatlse written by Aylliom has been publisheq Qe
cently With & byder interpretive article arg annobations by
Yael Madav, The ecentra: doctrines of this treatise ave in
the tradition of Hathan of Gaza amnd the Shatbothaian Eabbalists
of Salonics ang the Balkans, fhe nane ef NHathan of Gaza ig
mentlonag éighﬁ Simes in Inltials 4n the mmuuserint and the
treatise q4q tunzeg the ereation ap tha world 1n Lerma orf
Nathan's dooteins of @ dualisn of two prizordial lights,
Nadav Bugzests that She wanifest content of this work of
Ayllion 15 & Sysbolical caver for the trus zubject of the
treatise-~the natues of the Mepsiah, The document certainly
eonfims Ayllionts Shabbethatan leanings, 150

The extent to which fthese belieds wAY have influsnced
hlm in hiz relationghip o Hayyun g open o contecture,
Oraets advances “he . ¢pinion that Ayllion feared that hiz paat
- Connectlons with . Jnabhelhaians wight be revealea Ly Hayyun

'::I? o
- and consequently he falg corpeiled to SUDport him, <024 Hagiz,

oy, ‘ aptnionpy

Ligy,
150

2312, Sheber Posnis, Pe 33p.

Nadav, Sefunot, IIX-1v, 302-347,

151 Graetz, X, 354,
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enfﬂ%g other hand, argues thabt 17 Ayllion wsished to “bury
11s past” he would have reszined neusral in the strugglse.

In Hagiz* aplnion, Ayllion supported Hayyun in an sulirlght
zttanpt o propagats ﬁhﬁbb@ﬁh&%an beli@fa,EBEV Hadav supw
peets that Ayllion'a oun bel iafa did not constitute the only

raason for his support of Havyun. She doas pob conslder

Ayllion's Zhabbethalan views %o have besn close to those of
Heyyun. Nobting the great mumbar of paslamol plven by Solonon

Ayilion, she sdvances the dublious Sugzastion thet the pogi-

tilon he took with regard %o the approbation of the

‘O le-Plohts may have been an expression of his gensral policy

of liberaliﬁv and telarance with peferencs 5o ﬁubl*eaﬁians.l53

4. HMowmes ¥apiw .

Seing the Mrst bo conduct a camgatszn spainst Hayyun

in Ansterdan, Momses ben Jacob Haglz stood by Hakam Zebl

throughout Ths ascurss of the entire dispute, In the Koshi

Xoive Emet the Japhardim 4id not shrdnk fyom glving the

saverast characterization of Hagle, desoribins hinm ar ag invekbe

Frior te the sppearanse of Hayyun, Hagiz had been

invelved in some personal diffieulties wivh the Jephandiec f

authoritiss in Awsterdam. It would howeverp appesy that these

ls“ﬁagia, Shebepr Pesﬁim, Pp. Gb=10a,

153redey, 2efunot, ITI-IV, 300.

15%praimann, p. 129,




SUPPOrt for the

Teestablistment of a pryyate Elaus 1n the Hoyy Land. tUnsye.

eessful in this endeavor ha made hig way to &msﬁarﬁam.lﬁ5
In that eity 45, the yeap 1707, Hagiz Published 8 wopy @n~

titlag Sefat Emet in vhiceh he eriticized the Amsterdan

Portuguese gehillah. In hig opinion the Sephardim Squandered
theiyp roytunes on worldly Pleasupeg, Talking
the weaitn ¢l the éommunity,
of 500~1a90'f19m1na for the poor of the Holy Ia

1nauff1ciant Sutn . &atually;

A ban wag prg.
Nounged o0 readlng op purchasing the S2fat Fmet ang Haglz
was rorbidden to eirculate the wo
Eﬁ dutgide of.Halland;lg?

rh 1n‘ﬁmst&rdam Cr to seng

Eﬁwev&r, when a volume of hia

Ay

; 155Far Hagizm!' 11¢e vide Graetsz, X, ﬁpyendix, EAXXVIT-~

lsﬁﬁmmanuel, Sefunot, 1%, 211,

157Ibid., Pp. 223-24, op, D'Ancona, Ceschiedents, o, 295,
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novellae on the Shulhan Aruk Orah Heyyim and Yoreh Deah
entltled Leket ha-Xeuah wss printed in Amsterdan Haglz
obtalned the approbations of both des Oliveria and Ayllion.

In this work Haziz slighted the communal leaders of Leghorn.
The pﬁrnaaim of that aity complained bitterly to the
kmsterdam matamad for permitting publication of the book, 155
In 1709 the Amsterdam Bet Din sent a response signed by
Solomon Ayllion, David Aben-Atar and Solomon Judah Leon,

to the rabbis of Leghorn defending Hagiz against all charges. 159
The Partaguaaa pammasim, too, wrote te Leghorn that the
complaints against Hagiz were groundless, They wentioned
that Hagiz was prepared to appear before any Bet Din and
that he had given them hia.pramisﬁ to publish no book that
wmight lead to furthérrcamplaint.lée In & letter to Abrahanm
3uleimah, & wealthy congregant of Leghorn the parnasim sgain
refer to the matbtaer stating that they found no fault with
Haglz' works.!0l Fron their forthright defense of Haglz it
1s evident that the Sephardim did net at that time continue
to bear a grudge against him for what he had written in the

sefat Emet.

158718 1etter was subsequently printed in Hayyun

in the Moda'*a Rabah.

 %. 1593&31 included Ayllion's letter at the close of
i the Sheber Poshim.

160gmmanuel, Sefunct, IX, 224-26.

161yp14., p. 212,
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All indlcationa are rather that they exbended
hangd or frlendship ang support o Hagiz., He established
& yeshiva for Sephardim for which purpose he doubtless
required the consent of the hakam and the malamad. Many
wealthy Portuguese sent thelr children to study under his
tutelage. They alse helped finance the publication of the
Wribings of Moses Haglz and hie fatnep, 162

Enmanvel has sugpented that Haglz! deep geated
opposition to Ayllion may have its roots in & personal grudge.
In 1692 Hagia! brother-in-law, Hizkiah da S1lve was offerad
the rabbinate of the Sephardic comunity of Amsterdam, In
the end he did not bzoone hakem and in 1699 Solomon Ayliion
Was appointed to the position, 163 |

Whatever may have‘bean the aituatian bafore the
quarrel gver Nehemilah Hayyun during the foud Hagiz dig indeed
write sharply against Ayllion ang the Portusuess Bet Din,
Consequently, the Sephardim severed a1} relations with him,
0 strong was thelp f&eling'af'resentmént toward him that
1% persisted rop Jaars after the dispute and extended even

into the next genevation, 164

5. Haphtall Conen

One of tﬁe most active participanta in the controvergy,

162114., o. 216.
153;ggg., P, 217,
o%mid., p. 218,



Naphtali Cohen, wes related by marriage to Hakaw ;931,155
Gabriel Egkeles of Nikolsburg, was also related to both

Cohen and Hakam Zedd.366 15 tnoty Mantcesto the Sephardim
stressed the relationship of Eskeles and Cohen to the rabbi

of the German congregation,l67 Hayyun also emphasized this

relationship intending thereby to impugn the wotlives of all
three men. He writes that the altuation "resulted in three
ralaﬁivea,[ﬁébutani@? bearing witness on behalf of one
another."265%  yhen Haglz suggested that the entire case be
brought before a court consisting of Brieli, Eskeles and
Cohen, the Sephardlic ma‘amad objected on the grounds that
they ﬁid not wish to involve rabbiﬂ from outside of
Austerdam in the deliberations and that moveover two of these
three rabbis were related to one another, 69

- The role of Naphtali Cohen is of particular interest.
Having himself once been filled with admiration for gayyun,
Cohen underwent & dramatic reversal and became one of
Hayyun's wost wilitant sntagonists. Following a brief im-
prisonment on eha;gaa of arson (January 14, 1711) Cohen was
forced to leave his rabbinical position in Prankfort am-Main, 3170

i 165Kaufmann. "R, Naftolli Cohen in Kampfe gegen
{ Chajjun,” Jahrbueh fr Jidische Geachichte und Literatur,IT
1 166xautmann, Ha-Hoker, p. 12.

1684ayyun, Ha-Zad Zebl, Introduction.

1695 manuel, 3efuneot, IX, 216,

: 170Regarding Cohen's thaumaturgy ef, Kaufmann, JIGL,II,
1125, n. 3, Lendshuth, ‘Amude ha-fbode (Berlin, 1357), p. 202 agd
Graetz, X, Appendix, LXZ:L




. He moved to Prague where nine monthas later he made the ac- °

; guaintance of Nehemiah Hayyun., It was no difficult matter
for Hayyun to gain the confidence of Coheén. The lattar

 f possessad a oradulous nature, had a keen interest 1in gabbalah
and an affinity for Sephérﬂic achglars.l?l The former chiefl
rabbi of Prankfort soon cams te be enchanted by the Sephardic
wystic and gladly gave him a glowing letter of approbation:
%, ., Nehemish Hayyun, 2 trusted dlvime mystic. . . . Two
sparks of light proceed from the Bet Kodesh §g~§odahim .« 1.4
it is called by nﬁma . « . 6ind the other . . . he called its

 name ‘0z le-Elohlwm . . . and both are squally good . . « I
have read 2 large portion of them and they wers very sweet

v172 1 the letters that Cohen later addressed

to my palate.
to Hakam Zebi he reveals the initial appeal of Hayyun--an
“?_ attraction to whilgh others were not immune--and glves a de-
tailed deacription of ﬁayyan'a activities in Prague, HMany

: residents of Prague shared Naphtall Cohen's enthusiasm for
'i‘ the Sephardic visitor. Hayyun and Taragon were quartered in

the homes of prominent corpmunal leaders; the chlef rabbl's

17lgaufmann, REJ, XXXVI, 274, For other instances of
Cohen's credulousness vide Kaufmann, JIGL, 11, 127 and D.
Kahana, Toledot ha-Mekhbbalim, I, 128, n. 2.

l?ﬁaayyun, Lz le-Elohld, lstter of approbatilon. The
haskamah was also reprinted by Kaufmann, REJ, XXAVI, 272.

m
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8on, Joseph Oppenhein, accorded them wapmy vatronage,

iT3 At
first, Hayyun declareg himaselyp loath towite Any amulets oug=-
8ide of the Holy Land ang expressed his intention of remain-

ing 1in Prague butg fourteen ﬁayé.-'ﬂomavar he tarrieq in the
8 demsancoy
He let 1t pe kNown that the heaven)
inte nhis room,

ity ang gradually g change in hi W83 perceptible.
¥ ¢hariot hag descendeq

Shakhiggg,

angels of the I~rg deferred ¢o him as Servants to a magter

Hayyun steeped him#elr in worldly Pleasures and ocoupled his

173;§;g,, P. 274, Hayyun, ggg;k_g@hgmiah, Intraducalen,
writes: - )

121 1910m 71232 P2rnon x%pyan b iy ]
297 fdon »b A2 An%2 ax qux

1" 3 ¢ N7023 11299%4
<. 11327 K3y e+ BP27351% fpqs

174K&ufmann,

. 1?3";@. eit.; Emg

REJ, xxxvI, 275,

34b; Kaufmann,
s L Regarding

.212!31 II. 1?“4 1’3. a-

Jayyun's amulets ef', 8

"

in person he had spoken with the
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Naphtaly Cohen now realizeg
his errop, ﬁuap&cuiﬁg thag Hayyu &g Tarago: Were
Shabbethaiaﬁ sympathjzeva, he Sought
ha

) reirieve his

sﬁaﬁdiﬁg Wheregg
1nr1uentia1 ahristian
and hag obtaineq EOvernme s

Cohen

» he would Probably
OPpositiey, 176 '

He
@ serioys pestilence i

Campeg Qutside the
ate reply to Aahkenazi t

aking a flrm Stand ang advocating

there Wag

that nig family wag oy [
177 Hevertheleas, he 3ent an immedi-

0 Pregue and
elty,

the
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Severest punishment for Hayyun, Cohen wrote that he had seen
only selected bages of the bz le~Elohim and that he hag nevep

eammentariea.l?ﬁ"ln the subsequent eorrespondénca Hayyun
threw himself into the fray attacking Ayllion and the
Sephardic B;ﬁ Qin,l?g On Oetober 20, 1713, he Pronounced a
herem againgt Hayyun in the‘aynagngua of Rabbi Eliezer Segal
in Breslau.180 31, pureren communications to Amsterdam Cohen
answered some of the eriticianms contained in the ﬂa~3a§ Zebhi,

Pevealed Hayyun's admission that he wrote amulets to obtain
money Sl ang relayed the testimony of » Jerusalemite on
ﬁayyuﬁ'$1?1teheraft in Egypt,lgaeahen's letters glve avery
indication of genuine disillusianmane. Having himsels once
glven his approval to the bg lewﬁgghimf*“sinae the stumbling
block wasg caused by myself, to m& great sin, fopr with my
slgnature I absolved the guiley" 183 o oore morally obligated
to Jjoin battle againat Hayyun,

I?SKaufmann,ﬂggia XXXVI, 276, Cf. Graetz' criticisp
of Cohen, X, Appendix, LXXXTI-LXXXTIT and Kaufmannt's defense,
J16L, 1T, 136,

1?9kaufmann,,£§£, XLXVI, 278.
1801p4gq., XXXVII, 274-75,
Iglfhidu pp' 2?8 &ﬁd 281‘

1521114, PP." 279 and 282,
183144, XXXVI, 277.
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;ﬁ 14 . David Nieto
N AS has been mentioned, David Nieto, the hakam op

London, was indebteq to Hakam Zebi for the latter's inter-

vention on his behalf several years previous to ‘the feug

Over Hayyun. At the same time, on the other hang, Nieto

had obtained no aupport from the Ansterdan Court of which

3olemon Ayllion was a merber. That Niete should now become

e i e

He had at aly |
times been active ang Ooutapoken in his defense op tradition

and most 1mpnrﬁant among his numerous Works 1s the gg;eah

2an or Kugzapi Helek Sheni which ¢ontains a vigorous defensge
of the Oral Law against unbelievers, 154

It has been bPointed out that the London ang Amsterdam

Communities were in congtant Communication and that there was

8ome Shabbethaian activity in the English eapitalw-prabably

¥ Pesult of the influence of Nieto's predecessor, Solomon
1 Avlllon, fThe possibility nas been advanced that the early
antagonism that Nigto encountered atenmed from the secret
adherents to the Shabbethalan movement,

It has gven begn

Buggested that one of the ressans that the London Sephardic

laaTha H&gteg Dan (Londan, 1714) 18 the only work of
Nieto that galined opularity and was frequently reprinted.
Vide 30lemons, Transactions, X1I, 2528,

1
3
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and resetivats 8yupathetie Eroups within the London eongresa-
tion, Seeking £0 prevent "the Pernicious Consequences ufr
thisig¢hism,”18é Nieto became a militant membep of the opposi-
tlon to Hayyun, He authored g devastating eritique of

and demonstrates that 1f Properly understoog there 13 ne
diehatcmy betwesn the Pevealead ang Wystie aspects of the Torah,
In the 3pecial preface to the Spanish edition-=not includeq

in the Hebpey verslon--Nieto wpites that the Zpanish transla-
tlon 1 intended fop the bﬁnefit of the Maranos in order to
fortify Eﬁem against Sectarian doctrines, In thisg Preface
N¥ieto mentioned that ne had written more extensiye writings

1553010mana, Iransactiong, XII, 31, eiting Nieto's
@
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Preface to the Puego iegal., In 1g Nleto dencunces Hayyun's
ﬁe&chinga and deplores the abuse to which gakém Z8bl ang
gtherarha?e been subjeeted, He prays that hias brethren wili
‘refuse, ahha? and detest the ney €948 and new ritualg which
wé\ﬁm not know nop our fathers, hut in falth unite vuraelvea
With the one and tpuc G-d,"187

| in the preface Lo the Fuero Legal, Nieto refers to
Cordozoty Boker Abraham, Jeveral manusceripts op Cordozots

Wrltings wepe at the time ¢ireulating in the London eommunity , 158
Howayep, Hieto's polenics pProved effective in quelling the
3habbaﬁha1an Lovement in London and in alimin&ting ”any Sup-

POrt which the friends of that heretieai Party in Amsterdam

wight have 6htained among the members of the eongregation, " 159
London became 2 eenter or literary agtivity to combat the

danger, In 1714 Baglz printed the Sheber Peoshim there, The

fellowing year Joseph Ergasns bolemical Writings, the Tbkahat

Meruliah againstg éhe‘Oz ie-Blohim &nd Hu-Znd Hahash, an answerp
; M - i o

to Shalhebet - Yan wers also published 1in London, & pamphlet

against Hayyun Written by Naphtalj Cohen and probably entitled

8y
&g«‘g* > PR. 31-33,

ganten, p. 109,

114, p, 118




164

Hereb Pipivot may also have been printed in London, 1580 The

vigorous apposition of the London congregation se

rved as g
final blow

to the Amstardam Sephardlim,

R R
i cp R

f
|

L m——

11 1939raatz, X, Appendix amor. Furst, Judaica,




BPILOGUE

Following the departure of Hakam Zebi and Hagiz the
Sephardim graﬁtaa amneaty to individuals who 1in viclation
of the herem had previously associated with these rabbis but
the prohibition against communicating with them or reading
thelr writings remained in effect.l The Portuguese later
pronounced another ban to include Haglz' Sheber Poshim.2
Influenced by the Portuguese the Ashkenaziwm followed sult,
On August 16 and 19, 1715, they pronounced 2 ban in the syna-
gogue agalinst Moses Hagiz and all his works; any congregant
in possession of these ﬁaaka wag to bring them within two days
to the president of the Counecil of Parnasim, Aaron Abrahamsz,
Polak.3 It appesred that in Amsterdam Hayyun and his advocates
were victorious. Thelrs, however, was 2 dublious trivmph,
Within the Sephardic kehillah itaa;t there had been
stirrings of discontent. In protest Abraham Senior Joined
the Ashkenszie congregation., On 27 Shebat 5474 the Sephardin
placed Senior under the ban but he begged pardon and on 6

lﬁumanuel, sefunot, IX, 219.
%Loc. ott.

351uys, Beelden, p. 36.
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retract hia eritictan, oy sty .

 l5 | Accufﬁi 1,
rr  P e o ng y,;thf Bet Din Placed nip

Blul,3 q, Ansterdan

reg ; :
alved » lettap agai —— o

repliad that they

N 8¢ Hayenp Lrom Abranam Yitzhaky
1ad found Ha 's b : ety
hlamel@sa-and that i — .

3
Soon, however,

&
)
o
ba o
3
e
o
fves
oY
@
g
o
&
°
&
2
b3
&
o
]
£
b |

P e e o Tt e

et
o
£
o
e
bt
]
e
&
(o]
e
£
e
=
I
oy
b
L
O
e

o i e e
i i b e ok ot s L e s
i TR R FL T Sty SR N D

4, |
Emmanuel Se ' | |
¥ s f n(}t Ix : | |
5 . “=Lunet, » 219 and 2434 |
Ibidi} pﬁo 218*19- él 42- |

51 d
bi ®y ppn 2&3*#’#.

-- i . F 2 Jip : . r » '

IEEQE_HE:§§§§25¢ P

b, |4 o s i 5

B i sk



<

::..._w-iw-w;} s i

i can be ipiimaic oi
s

167

Abraham Yitzhak1.® Althougn banished from Amsterdam

did not Cease in his efforts to distripy
ingih

later appendaa'ﬁe the Sheber Poshim) 1n whien he openly ertiti-
eized Hayyun and his Sephardic supp

Hagiz

orters., In an ettempt to

silence the &rowing clamor of his erities, Hayyun wrote a

small apologetic pamphlet entitled Modata Rabah which was
printed in Austerdam in the wonth of Nissan, 5474,
Hayyun Presented a brier autobiogra
Brielyr

Therein

phy answeriny sope of
8 accusations and in retalia

and his own court hagd declared these ve

Yy charges to be en=-
tively unjustifried,?

An Italian Kabbalist, Joseph Ergas of Leghorn, 10 now

Joineq Hayyun'g opponents and authored a polemical work

entitled Tokahat Me llah. To this Hayyun penned an answer

which he called Sgglhabgg ¥ah. Protected by the Portuguese,
he circulated other 1neendiary pamphlets

8, In Ketobet gg‘gg
he attacked Ergag; in Pitka min shemayah, Zebi Ashkenaszi,

E%Ibiga s P 306; £

Igraets, 10¢. eit.; Emmanuel, Sefunot, IX, 224.27,

10Jasegh fErgas alaso wrote a collection of responsa
éntitled Dibre Yoser (Leghorn, 1742) ang

several works on
kabbalah and ethics, Vide Ghirondi, p. 146

v
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Hagiz ang Briell, In Igzevet Shabgg;g he again attackeq

Hagis, Teprinting the incriminating documents from leghorn,
Hawevsr, Hayyun's opponents were not to be 8ilenced, Frum-
Englang théy launched a ney literary offensive, In 1714
Hagiz printed the Sheber Poah'n referring on the title page

£o the "three calamities, Hayyun, Cordozo and Ayllion." fne
book tontains numéroua allusions to Ayliion'sg youthful trang.

fg §, gressions ang Shabbethaian learnings, Soon thereafter Nieto's
'}.}j ggnggz*was Published at the €Xpress order of the London

I ma‘ameg, 12

they promised him an 8nnual stipend on gne condition that he
settle in Palestine, i? Finally, Hayyun was Prevalled upon
£o leave the eigy, The Sephardim Provided hip with letteps
of intreduction to a number op Jews and non-Jews ang he

the Sxcommunication Pronounced by the conaeantinaple Bet Din
rescinded, 13

1}; ‘ 11391amans;zzg§sactians, XII, 30,

laEmmanuel., sefunot, Ix, 2op,

l- ‘ Ligagy 4, Lehighat Sepap (Hanau, 172¢), p. 7a,
b § B
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from the ¢ivil government forbidding him the right of page
8age. Arriving in Constantinople Hayyun found all Joors
barred to hinm, Hayyun aaaerté that he sent the Oz lewﬂlah;m'
and the Ha-zaq Zebl to a Palestinian authority Rabpi Abrahan
Ze’ebl of Hebron ang that the latter sent him a letter ge-
¢laring these worka to be bayond reproach, Hayyun then tray-
elled to Salonica where on the basis op Ze'ebi's Lestimonials
he was able to 8aCure a letter slgned by Joseph Kobo and
éolcmun Amarillo. This letter wag addressed to a rabbi of
Constantinople, Heyylm Kiwhi, ang requested him to persuade
the Constantinople rabbis to annul ﬁhedggggﬁ @gainst Hayyun,

the members of apostate Shabbaﬁhaian geets and only when pe-

~Jected by them did he turn to the Jewisn community . 16 gayiuy

returned to Canstantinaple toward the end of the year 1717.

Naphtall Cohen vas then 1n the ¢ity and Hayyun claimed thas

his former antagonist become Peconciled with hiy, Hegiz ad-
wits that Rabbi Hayyim Alfandpt did intercede with Naphtali

Cohen on Hayyuntg behalf, but he aszserts that Cohen remalned
obdurate and refuaeq to have any dealings with Hayyun.

) ISIBIQ.,.pp. 5a~b, Graetz, loo. ¢it., points out
that Zetepi was the son~in-law of a Shabbethaian aympathil zerp,
named Ahraham-@uanqui.

léﬂhgia, loe. oit. Rosanes, IV, 489, notes that
Hayyun'sg writings are found in the archives of the Donmah in
Saloniea,



of 8 viziep thr@ugh whoae

to give Hayyun 80me means

. ' Trom the han‘l? 31x years after
” ¥ith Naphtait Cohen,

herem against Hayyun ten
was fresgd from the barn solely on

in from writing,
on knhbaliatic suhjeeta.lg

With the

teaching or Preaching

document attesting to his releage from the

lerem Hayyun returned to Central Europe, Disguised ag a

Hayyun
i travelled ¢o Glogau, Berlin apg Hanover, but nowhers was he
| 17$agia, Lehishat Saraf, pp. 6a and fa; Emden,
Torat ha-g. eraot, b, 35b.

; _ laﬂagia,,%gg.,ggg, Rosanes ig the author of the
: E%agﬂeg le~Melek Cons&antinayle, 1731), Commentary on
: “alwonides shneh Torah,

g1 5, Lehishat sapge,
=EHaot, p, 358 ’

99;g1d., P. 428,
2l1pig,, P. 35b.

-

P. 3a; fmden, Tbr&t_h&*

P o Wil e
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waleaﬁé. In Hanover his Papers were taken from him, The doo-
uments foung ineriminated nim 8t1ll more and he Was banished
from the e1ty,22 |

| In Jenuary 1726, Hayyun arrived once nope in Amsterdam,
There, in a final attempt to'reg&inﬁfavor, he published his
last book, Ha-Kolot ¥e§uﬂelug, which containeq the text of
‘the release from the ban granted to him 1n Constantinopye,
Huwevaé@ he no longer found a sympathetie reaponse among his
community record that on 24 Adar 13 5486, the congregation
proﬁiaad.hxmrraur hurndred florins and a yearly stipend on con-
dition that he would never again come to Amsterdam but would

formey friends, Documents 1n the archives op the Portuguese

dwell parmanentlylin Palestine, Rinally, on 3lwan 16 of that
year, he received s sum of 600 floprina fﬂr travel expenses and
took an ocath ﬁafare the hakam updep pPenalty of herem, nevep

to return to Amsterdanm, ¥Whan, however, §h3yun was onee more in
Amsterdanm shortly before Ayllients death, the Sephardic hakamn
refused to see hin,23 prden relates that Ayllion publiely

Persecuted Hakam ?abi,aa
In Elul, 1725, Ezekiel Katzenellenbogen, ravbhi of any

included Hayyun in a ban directed against Lobel Prossnitz, on

226raetz, x, fppendix, ¢IvV,
23 mmmanuel, Sefunot, IX, 222,

hyest1tat Sefer, p. 47. Of, Naday's theory, Sefunot,
III-I¥, 310 and the editorial comment, log. eit., n. 43.
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18 Snebat 1726, one Zeran ben Mordecal of Constantinople gave
witness before the Altona Bet Din that only under duress had
thg rabblas of Constantinople revoked the ggggg agalinst Hayyun.
Unece more R&taan&llenbﬁgen pronounced the ban aéainab Nehemliah
ﬁay§ﬁn. A%t the end of Adar I the rabbls of Frankfort aiaa
lasued a sentence of excommunicatlion against him.25 a4 gpe
beginning of Adar II, Haglz published a final wopk against
Hayyun entitled Lehishat Saraf. Virtvally 1solated Hayyun
was reduced to mendliency. In Berlin he threatened to embrace
Christianity 1f his needs were not raxieved,gé In Prague
e was not granted admittance to the e1ty.27 Porsauen by
2ll his old supporters, Hayyun fled to Africa where, accord-
ing to Wolf, he died in obscurity about 1?33.33 His son
ceﬁvertad to ﬁhristi&niﬁy and endeavored to avenge his fathepr
by‘danunciatiuna of Jewlsh writings befgre'the tr1buna1 of
the Inquisition in Rome, %Y

Alter his departure from Amsterdam, Hakaw Zebl trav-
elled to the English capital at the invitation of the
Sephardie congregation of that city. The London communitioge-

asgagiz, gg%;gﬂat_Sarar, p. Ba,
351bid.,'p. 36; Torat ha-Kenaot, p. 44a.

QTEmden accuses the wife and mother~-in-law of Jonathan
Eybeschiitz of bringing food %o Hayyun outside of Prague.

| Hitabbeiut (Altona. 17€2), p. 109b,
1 anchan Cristoph Wolf, Bibliotheca Hebraca (Hamburg,
1715-33), 1v, 9e9.

“Log. git. Hagls, Mishnat Hakauin (Wandsbeck, 1733),
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both Ashkenazie and $epharaic-~accerded hinm a Princely pe-

ception offering his lavish gifts and showering him with
various cributes.3C puping

in o011,

his visit his pPortrait wag painted
it was completed by & stratagem since for resasons

of modesty ang personal piety Hakem Zebl did not wish to

have his likeness taken. >+ on leaving London, Hakam Zebi
rejoined his family in Bhe clty of Emden, Whilst yeg 1p

Ansterdam, he hag decided to move to Pdand32 ang thither the

Tamily now proceeded, En voute they tarried for a short

Pericd in Hanover whers once more Hakam 4ebl's advice was

};5 Bought in aet%iing the quarrel ovep the estate or Hertz

] Hanover, Then the fanily journeyed to Halberstads, Berlin
‘J?j and Breslau,33 1, Brealau Zebi Ashkenazi et his staunch ally,
| Raphtali Cohen, imden writes that Cohen had "sbundant and

ebir
e ervemitins b e —

tried affection snd communion of spirit with my father, may
his wemery be blessed, especially after the unfortunate inei-

dent with Hayyun, "34 The friendship was closer than ever ang

sy

8 match was arranged between Zebi Ashkenazl's son Jacob

(Emden) ang Naphtali Cohen's granddaughter Rachel, daughtey of

> Ay ST

' 3¢ﬁagill&ﬁ_3ef&r, P. 36; Kaulimann, gggngacﬁigna, IIX, 116~
33ﬁegillat 35?&#, P. 37; Emden, Sheslat Yatabez, I, ne,
170, ’

PMestilat seter, p. 34,
B114., pp. 37-30.

3%;9;&., P. 39. For further Information on the family
of Mordecal Cohen vide Kaufmann, sehriften, III, 13840
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¥ordeeai Cohen, the rabbi of Ungarish-Brod, a marriags date

Was 2ot for the following yeap and the family continued theoip
travels eastward. Fronm the vieinity or Opatow, Polang, Hakam
?ebi'waa sumnoned to Hamburz to sepyve as cne of the Judges in
& complicated legal dispute. Hmden aceompanied hia father to

Hamburg ang later they went to Breslau for the former's wed-

 Zebl Ashkenazi then returned to Poland where for g
Short span of time his famlly wae supported by a8 wealthy ade
©lrer. Upon the death of Simha Cohen Rapoport towards the
end of 1717, Hakam Zebl was called.ta the rabbirate or Lemberg,
In thig city he waa honored by the congregation and was held
in hign repute among the non-Jews a8 well, He Instituted
beneficial reforms particularly witn regard to taxation, eivil
disputes, and the educational systen. His minlstry was, how
ever, very brief., on May 2, 1718, the second day of rosh
hodesh Iyap barely three months after having entepsd upon
this office, his 1ife came £o an end, 36

News of the losn Q¢caslioned publie lamentation and

grisf 1n the Jewlsh Communities of Burope., In London, as wag

35§mésn, Negillat 5§f§r, P. 60, writes that after the
wedding he did not again see 8 fathep,

3°mid., pp. 45-4c; Torat_hangeggae, P. 33b. Witha
reference W the authenticity af a & concerning an
incident alleged to have Sccurred during Hakam {ebi's tenure

a8 rabbi or Lembargw*m&ggioned by Epstein, I, 715-~yide
T
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thelr custon “Pon the demige of one of

their own halasim,
the Sephardin draped the

Synagozue in
a&t&falqu@*37 Arriving in Lemberg fay
Eiden writes that ne

blacic and érected a

eral months later,
found the members of Lhe

SE411 mourning Hakam Zsb1's deatn..

Commnunt oy
Erden erecteg a tompe
8 grave and delivered n ua0r whieh was

T the title gegib Pitggm.33 The eulogy—-

WOrkg~-1a replete with Sxpressions of
whleh Zmden had fop
who viewsq hils fathepts

stone on hig fathep!
publishad latér urdie
as are émden‘& othep
the regapg a2ad adwiration
Ziden,

Qwﬁgsgespeaially singles out fo

Zealousness w

his Tathep,
life as the prototype ropr his
Praise that fea

rlessness and
hich resulted in Hakamn webi’

& departure from
Amsterdan;

That day on which you 3toed before the I=rd your g-g
anﬁ ¥ou endangeved your 1ife ¢

O g0 forth armeq and to
; to avenge the vengeance of the
I~rd of Hoats :

+ . . Very narly the fate was lost
and severed until you aross like a dion, g father 1"&0
8rael, ang returned the erown to 143 Bncleant Slopy,

The resord of Zebl Ashkenas

i's Pour Jearsg in Ansterdan
1s fap from Bplendia,

Haican gebi'g rinlstry wag brief ang

37ggg;;1g§ 3efer, pp. 37 ang 47, :

35Th13 eulogy was Published in Altona 1n 1740 by Exden

in commemoration Of the death of his Son, also named £ebl
gﬁmdan freguently tuoted the Talmuaie di gtum

"13% y9ax axb yIaR"

© deseribe hlmself a3 )

-

s - Introduction)
an Was won ¢

X3P 13 *RIp"
[ .

&92g§ih_£ggg§§ (Kolomea, 188€), p. 18»,
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quisheq, Insulted ang 1solateq by the ban, wag forced to flee
1n'ignom1ny. However, ulti@ately the kehillah wag destineg
to Vindiecate hig menoyy, ﬁhe appointment of Hakan sebl'g
san~in~1aw‘ﬁnyah'beib a8 chief pappy hay be taken 83 a token
of the Ashkenazie Communityt g tontri tion, Aryeh Leip
Temalned 1n 6frice until his death fifteen Jears latep, He
was succeeded by his son, Saul Loewenstamn (1717~1?90) one of
the most popular ¢hief rapbig of Amaterdarm, Known ag "Saul

Loewénatamm. On Jacob Mogeg: demise 1in 1818, nig Son-in-law,
Samuel Bernatain, Was appointeq to the poat of chief rabbi,

The lattep remained 1in thié'poaiticn until his deatn in 183841
Thus, ror close to a tentury, the nenbers of one family stooqg
at the helm of' the Ashkenagie Community ang the namesg of

Hakam Zepy and his descendants were 1nextrieably linked by
history ang destiny with the kehillah of Amsterdam,

.

e grup, Beelden, pp. 38-39, ¢q. Frank, Arjein reyp,
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