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INTRODGCTION

Rabbi Jacob Reischer, who lived from approximately

1660 to 1733 C.E., was a prominent Talmudist, Respondent, Rabbi

and Headmaster of several Talmudic Academies. He was the

author of many books. His best known work is the three-volume

esponsa collection, Shebut Ya'akob, from which Relscher pe-

eived his fame and name in Rabbinic circles, THE SHEBUT

Our Rabbil's importance is emphasized by the fact that
e represents an important link in the Rabbinic chain of the
ost-Chmielnicki uprising of 1648, which had become very thin
cause of the. destruction of the Polish Talmudlc centre.
here were not too meny great and important Jewish scholars

nd leaders, from the activities of the famous TaZ and ShakK--
avid ben Samuel Halevi (TaZ) and Shabbethai Ha-Kohen (Shak)--
the world-renowned Gaon of Vilna and Ezekiel Landau,*

Rabbi Jacob Reischer was one of the few luminaries on
h§ otherwise dark horizon of Jewish learning, and by his con-
tant writing and teaching of Talmudic subjects he assisted

1s generation to replenish its Talmudic scholarship and learn-

Rabbi Reischer was one of the most outstanding professors

* 17a%--David ben Samuel Halevi of Lemberg, 1586-1667;
ShaK--Shabb

“ ethai Ha-Kohen of Vilna, 1621-1662; Gaon of Vilna--
u%iga? ben Solomon, 1720-1797; Ezekiel Landau--Rabbi of Prague,
-1793.
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jéﬁish studies, at a time when few Talmudic academles were
existence.

Another reason why Relscher 1s an lmportant figure in

wish history is the fact that during the period under our
végtigation, only a handful of large and important Jewish
mmﬁnities existed in Central XBurope. There were the commun-
1§s of Prague, Nikolsburg, Vienna, Hamburg, Berlin, Frank-
urﬁ o/M, Amsterdam, Fuerth, Worms, and Metz. Rabbl Relscher

rved in three of these communities for half a century.

Taking these facts Into consideration, and the knowledge
t Relscher was requested by the greatest Talmudic authori-

s of his time to glve his opinion on questions of law and
wish l1ife, and that all subsequent rabbis and teachers in
s¥ael have made use of his books and opinions, it is strange

hat we know so little about his life. No complete biography

as ever been written. Most of the brief blographical notes

n existence are too sketchy or seem confusing.?

© “A.Cshan, Le Rabbinat de Metz Pendant la Periode

ancaise, 1567-1817, p.52 writes: "Jacob Backofen or Bak for
hort, better known under the name of Jacob Reische or Reischer.

hese two names came to him, the latter from the place of his
1rth, the former from the first position he held and in which

¢ made himself known by the publication of some very well

thought of works. Before coming to Metz, he Wwas successively
13sistant Judge of Prague, Rabbi at Reische, at Anspach, and

at Worms. He came to Metz in 1716."

Wininger, S, Juedische Natlonal biographie: M"Reischer Jacob b.

Joseph Bak, born 1660 Prague, died January 2L, 1733 Metz.

Bakofen, Grandfather Jacob learned man in Frankfurt o/M.

Father Joseph died February 2, 1731 Dayyan in Prague., Teacher

Aaron Simon Spira." '

Fuerst, Bibl. Jud.IIT, 148-149; Carmoly, in Jost's Apnalen,
1840, p. 96: '"Reischer served in Prague, Bamberg, Anspach,

Reische, Worms, and Metz."

‘Dr. M, Weinberger, Die Memorbuecher der Jud Gemeinde in Bayern
1937, p. 223: "Man fragte Jacob Reischer, Wohnhath 1n rag, ’
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?fior to this investigation we have no accurate informa-

;g'to Reischer's date and place of birth. We do not know

aﬁéher or teachers, the places where he served as Rabbi

_osh'Yeshiva. We should know why he moved from position

osition, why he had many enemies, who they were, why

re}ﬁas fierce controversy about hils books, and why he

'agﬁéd his contemporaries.

. Jacob Reischer was related to both David Oppenheimer
,ﬁlijah Spira, influential and important Rabbis and authors.
hﬁuld know more about that relationship. Our author had
'fﬁhily names, Relscher and Backofen. What was the reason
his? The Reischer family played an important part in the

ofic controversy of Eybeschutz and Emden.3 What part did

During this period there were Jewlsh movements of great
mportance, dividing the Jewlish communlties, such as Shabbethal
‘i;Messianism and Cabbalah influence.LL What was Relscher's
nd on these issues?

. Finally, we are dealing here with a period in Jewish
tory which is partially documented by a book written by a

iner und Lehrhavsvorsteher in Rzeszov, ernannte ihn zum
rabbiner. In dem Vorwort zum Shevut Jacob in 1709 sagt
Er Wollte in Prag bleiben, ein anderer Rabbiner wurde
~eérnannt,

3This controversy raged most furiously between 1750
1755, A good account can be found in Yekutiel Judah
enwald's book, Rabbi Jonathan Eybeschutz, New York, 195k.

 Ushabbethai Zebi, pseudo-Messiah, 1626-1676, His
vement was continued by Nehemiah Hayun, d. 1726,



'fﬁusinesswoman and housewife, the well-known Memoirs of

5

el of Hameln. A complete biography of Jacob Reischer
:;gupplement this account and add a Rabbi's point of view,
_ﬁould be of utmost importance to the historian. In
'i§n, since the Memoirs end with the events of the year
:and since Relscher came to the same city of Metz in

we will have a continuatlon of the history of the Jewish
11;3- of Jletz until Relscher's death in 1733.

In the following pages an endeavor will be made to
_biography of Jacob Relscher based upon his works and
"itings of his contemporaries.6 Correspondence with

al record keepers and historians from the cities in

b@r Rabbi flourished7 has helped to make this account
”ﬁﬁlete.

;SThe first edition of the Memoirs was by David Kaufman,
kfurt o/M, 1896,

r German edition by A. Fellchenfeld, Berlin, 1913 came

3  %§h_trans1ation was prepared by Marvin Lowenthal,
moirs of Gluckel of Hameln, New York, 1932, Gluckel was a
t'relative of Reischer. Her sister-in~law was the aunt

néﬁ%?éﬂ first wife of David Oppenheimer. She died in

-The writings of:

L&pPTN® nB3a Ezeklel Katzenellenbogen
a7an neap Gershon Coblenz

“Archives at Metz, Nueremberg, and Ansbach.



CHAPTER T.
HARLY YEARS

A. The Reischer Family

‘In this chapter an endeavor will be made to trace the
cher family-name, and the reason for the second family-
Back or Backofen which 1s also used. Since we have no
ent:giving the exact date of birth for Jacob Reischer,
rt mist be made to pinpoint the date as closely as
;eLthrough other means. The sources of the exact date
death will be dlscussed, although no tombstone inscrip-
s as yet been dlscovered.

he first member of the Reischer family known to us
b's grandfather also one éalled Jacob Relscher, Very
1s recorded or known about him, except that he was a
ed man, that he lived for some time in Frankfurt o/M

that he was buried ther-e.8 Mention must also be made of

~Uncle of Jacob whose name was Zanvil Reisha and who

See introduction by Joseph Reischer to Volume I
it Yalakob by Jacob Reischer:

D gk ata bUr oqwen apy® n“a1p Tan a4n 12 ADIT PR oM°9

9 SRZ, 1VDT RAMPIITY PUPR YIR 31K 702
See Reischer's introduction to Minhat Ya'akob:

A3 qovr Manip oprvnn [IREn KYEY (2 2p¥° ‘PR a°vIn bk
0. DD T3n %w 17nR HEEY q@os 2p¥Y q"4qaid gP9nnt 3vsiph aan
g LS 3 BN AR LY




ith regards to the name Reischer and his connection with
~off Relsha it should be noted here, that since the name
‘er was used two generations before our Jacob Reischer, it
necessary to assume that our Jacob Reischer received his
'Edause of hisg residence in the community of Reisha, Poland.
:iy:indication that he accepted a position in Relsha is (1)
ter's note in the Wilhelmsdorf and Halle edition of the
atakob and (2) an appended note to an endorsement given

cher to Moses Hagiz's book Leket Hakemah.lo

ased on this evidence a cautious conclusion would sug-
hat Jacob Reischer accepted the position of'Rabbi and
shiva of Reisha without actually establishing residence
or else he did reside there for a brief period only,
ﬁg,himself or hls close relatives never mentioned Reisha
ﬁéction with his rabbinical posts.

#;is felt, therefore, that since no further proof has
:light on Jacob Reischer in Reisha and since we do khow
en his grandfather was known as Reischer, additional evi-
would be required to establish that he lived in the city
§ﬁé_for any length of time,

The ¢ity of Reisha or Rzeszov with which Relscher has been

ated is situated in Southern Poland, between Cracow and

10The printer Zevi Hirsch Ben Hayim of Fuerth says that
Helscher was a Chief Judge in Prague, the Rabbi of Reisha,
rms and Metz,

-t

ppended note in brackets reads as Follows:

13T 1¥T*Y 3py¥? pnh nYpbEn nvinT apy? nndn B0 Yya xian )
3 11K30 {hn htUpD ApY NIYITCY pEEDY (van by apy® *vown q1%b
D 73%% pqann nbyba JI0KT PUT RRRAD [IRIT 12 1M1 KIYHT RLRM
D198 wnTvse reraY bapnat (RYRIRY RWUY PUPAV TYARY IRYMER pUpav
LJE¥? ARTD 1200 JNORT JAWIR navn Po2

e
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" Yevov. Among a general population of 25,000 there were
:.1é;000 Jews. It was a flourishing and well-organized Jewish
comminlty and among its Raﬁbis were great personalities,
Aaron Sl Keldanover and Samuel Halevi, son-in=-law of Isaac
of Poznan, the teacher of the Magen Abraham, to mention Jjust
a few.. Jacob Relscher isgsaid to have been the Headmaster of
the local Talmudic Academy, L1

A little¢more is known about the second generation of
the Relscher family, Jacob's father, Joseph Reischer. PFirst,
he wrote very fine introductions to Jacob's books. Secondly,
Joseph was himself an author of a book called Giblot Olam,
'which however 1s no longer available, 12 Finally, Jacob
mentions‘his father in his responsa literature,13 and informs
us of his death which occurred in 1?31.1u

Joseph Reischer 1s important to this investigation for
the light he sheds on the second family name of our author,
Backofen or Back. In his introduction to the Minhat Yalakob

‘ 1llsee article on Reisha by A.Apfelbaum, in Ozer Yigrael,
Vol, IX, David Eisenstein, editor, New York, 1913.

12Phe book Giblot Olam is mentioned by Jacob Relscher,
Shebut Ya'akob, Volume I, Teshubah #102.
In the catalogue of Bodlein Library it carried #172F copy of
manuscript, Oxford. However, upon inguiring there in 1957,
it could not be found.

13shebut Ya'akob, Volume I, Teshubah #102.

PP ATD AUYD ¥R INTANZ *D°2@ M3 R0 1YAIIR A"DRD nyawd
L2y BUaaD T3 vanY% wSibpInm

Wrp1d., Volume III, Teshubah #100.

sTRT nqwy n%D3D A4 niw2 *L wans prab TRIn 11wRT 7R ‘v 810D

39 9 pI*a phon bezy ART® PUPL ™7 qvca yLIY a"in 24n 1Yok nbw
Lhax nwyll baw



oseph Relscher uses the name Backofen in his signature.ls

1t can be assumed that the Backofen family into which

=3

In trylng to establish the birthday of Reischer,
aifficulties arose because none of his early "Questions and

'Seplies" collected in his book Shebubt Ya'akob was dated.

However, some help was available from the date of publication

A
of Reischer's first work, the Minhat Ya'akob, dated 1689,

ﬁFurther assistance was obtained from the earliest endorasement
“(haskamah) which he received for this book which Ls dated
ﬁ168u.17 Two other items were of value in the establishment
‘of the approximate birthdate of Jacob Reischer. One, the
Hfact that Jacob had known Simon Spir'a18 who dled December 3,
1679;19 two, the information that Jacob Reischer taught his

5racob Relscher, Minhat ¥a'akob (Prague), 1689,

PR phEm PeXr 0t apye Masin “na 2497 1tagb (2 501 Tpn yia
16720 3RI5 PUPT PURT mU 12a%p2 ©OR MaaD jAvRD (rIpAn
It was customary at that time to carry two family
hames especlally if wealthy or honored. Thus we know of
Behrend-Cohen, Splra-Fraenkel, and Neumark-Mireles,

; 17Phe endorsement is from Wolf Spira, Jacob's father-
n-law,

1BSee introduction bg Wolf Spira to Jacob's book
Minhat Ya'akob (Prague), 1689,

*nn3 beer LTI AT OR"K K2KT K0T KBADK 2Y2IKY Y3y 909 %3 79
19 « 72 %3y
On life and death of Simon Spira see Simon Hock,

Dle Familien Prags Nach Den %Eitaghien Des Alten Juedischen
_Friedhofs Prag, Pressburg, 1 92, p. 379.
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i1y son SimoM {rom hls own book Minhat Ya'akob at the age of

fifteen.zo

Assuming that Simon was about fifteen at the publica-

tion of Jacob's Minhat Ya'akob, Jacob must have become a

,fg%her about 167l. His approximate wedding date wonld be
:;before-1673 and his birthdate about 1660.21 We also khnow
" that Jacob married a daughter of Wolf Spira of Prague,22 but
'no.reference to his wife could be discovered in his writings,
: nelither her name nor any other information.23

Very little is said about Jacob Reischer's teachers.
Jacob, in his verj early ye;rs, attended the lectures of

Simon Spira of Prague.eh Simon, however, died in 1679, when

20Jacob Reischer's introduction o Solet Lemincha,
edition Dessau, printed at end of Hok Ya!akob.

00T Y2x RAMMIR2 Trnbnb 1w 72 qpo ‘e TI¥2Y U NaS prafn 234 nYn qwRS
1077 ¥DY 2Py npap vmLY ,49%1n *4i3b DROT NN 9502 ARTIY YhIR *hnan

2lgomel Joseph Fuenn, 1819-1891 dates Reischer's
birth at 1660 C.E. in his biographical lexiconh, Keneset
Yisrael, pp. 575-6.

22y401r Spira signed his endorsement to Jacob's book
Minhat Ya'akob (edition Prague), 1689: a4 Pr 1°nm 27any yayn
eesee VT 2P¥T 29 2NDA
Also D. Oppenheiwer in his introduction to Jacob's book
Shebut Ya'skob, Volume II says:

«eo 173 RIPDY RPRN MDD (IRIA TAN @7 M0 NMvavML a4 2 ava

23pbraham Cahan, Le Rabbinat de Metz, 1567-1817, p. 5k
says: "Ten years after Relscher's death in 1733, his wife
Yitel or Gitel was assassinated.”

2uTInree references can be quoted where it appears that
Jacob may have gained information from Simon Spira during his
lifetinme.
(%30 "0 2py® np3b),..90103 NEb....0"908 TUNAD DEX ChUTRY
(.723n o ow ) ...n2p piwn 1D "%hn wMaAn TVman
YK 729 pycucn pYoY AKYD #D 1"NI whIaD TAnn Tan YURYD AR ovany o9
(.¥"8 “n “& po; apy* niaw Je..1%0 TvOR 717232 ains
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, took the place of his father, it is most probable that
ob continued his studies with Wolf Spira. Additional

’3§f fér this opinion can b; adduced from the fact that Wolf
ho had noticed the brilliant Jacob even when attending Simon's
tures, later permitted Jacob to marry one of his daughters,
The Spira family of Prague had so mich influence on

acob Reischer that 1t becomes necessary to add a fuller

ceount of the family and their relationship with Jacob.

B. The Spira Family
{(JTacob Reischer's teacher and father-in-law)

The Spira family plays a significant part in the bio-
raphy of Jacob Relscher, because Jacob's foremost teachers
ere Aaron Simon Spira and his son, Benjamin Wolf Spira,
Relscher's father-in-law. His brother-in-law Elijah Spira,
son of Benjamin Wolf and author of the well-known Eliyahu
ﬁabba-Vesutta is frequently quoted in Jacob Reischer's books,
. A few identifying words should be said about each
member of this Spira family in order to identify them, since
confusion about them seems to be widespresd. Furthermore,

each member had some special relation to Jacob Reischer and

Aaron Simon Spira was first Rabbi 1n Frankfurt, then

:fin Lemberg, Brest, Lublin, Cracow and Vienna, before becoming

25pdditional information on the Spira family is available
in Gruenwald's book as well as Dr., M,H. Friedlander, Das Leben

und Wirken der Hervorragensten Rabbinischen Autoritaeten Prags
Wien), 1902,
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 Rabbi of Bohemia and Prague in 1640. Since Aaron Simon died

in 1679 at Prague, when Relscher was about nineteen years old,

. he could hot have studled with him for too long a time,
.~ Relscher always quoted the opinion of his teacher with great
- réverence and as authoritative for him, particularly in the
~case of the repairing of the Holy name in a Sefer Torah;26
'~ the proper observance of the laws of mourning;27 and in the
 famous case of the Hadasim of Prague, whether or not they
could be used on the festival of Sukkoth.28 In the latter
case, Aaron Simon's opinion is quoted in a similar case where
"he advised that they should not be used.
In another account, Relscher relates a very interest-
'ing story involving a controversy between Aaron Simon Spira
and the ShaK. Spira prohibited the use of grafted Etrogim
while the ShaK, who was visiting Prague at the time, permitted
.ﬁhém. The Cantor in the famous Altneushul of Prague was re-
quired to reclite a blessing over the controversial Etrog
_when he suddenly dropped it and damaged it. This was baken
.88 & bad omen, and it is told that after this the scholars
from Germany and Poland agreed with Spira. Jacob further tells
us that the ShaK also retracted and later, on his deathbed,

25Shebut Yatlakob, Vol. I, Teshubah #81.

27Ibid., Teshubah #88.

P27 guopp wvann “Bpa T 23°Pr BN AL *M27n U3 B¥a 13 9p% hIms

: 28 : <1*N12PNRY DY RN
.~ Ibid., Teshubah #38.

. nUAD 'nca paw BYBYAYY TR 2D D M3 YUaND avn 1enRh o onyaw (ot

CRPY 13 17xx1c oK 1YX9 DYDID Yy 1°1pb 19 IO% DOn n*n BUYY wvaan Coan

- i .wynY v na% ngn
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sked pardon of Rabbl Spira, Reischer states that the son of
he éhaK showed such a letter to Rabbi Aaron Simon Spira.29
WAIf Spira, the son of Aaron Simon, was Jacob Reischer's
_father-in-law. He became also the father=in~law of the well-
_kﬁﬁwn David Oppenheimer whose second wife was Wolf Spira's
aughter, Shifra.3° Wolf was born in 1640 at Prague and died
@fﬁere in 1715. He was Chlef Rabbl of Bohemia for twenty years,

Wolf Spira made an interesting remark linking the name
 Beischer not with'the town Relsha as is usual, but with an

Aramaic word Reishe meaning the first or head, in ah effort

Relscher refers to his father-in-law in his books with
great reverence and admits his Indebtedness to him, especially

: 1n the solution of a difficult divorce case. One such case,

291pig.
TR Pty AWK n3w PYET w"aan “bHon Tan TYmID D2 ARNMBAR DU *hydw)
RPN ATOR-YR bRy At ghw NN 0Y207°00 DPATINR OIRYAA ATPD
3 "an anvhaw nUpbpbna pavhR 194931 1°5 hiapab Dox17 1% YR abRa
PINAY [AWON 0732 (TAS AR IM93R onsphby L 71Phiav 17%a §ad hew
10 310k Yhav avpes b 17130y Yronab nxaesr o 2ipa ynab Prnnvwe
1 oby2 Man Jnaw o anak2 oavhy 19a% kb7 19759 TIOURD D°2ND 1R3 DMK
YRAD NRD ATYTRL wPAT V7Y anda 132% 73%1 1N BIIP 1T AR%In by vanna
L Lores "anm oc3opr peanb 19 ans axan 13

3OAccounts of the 1life of Dawvid Oppenheimer include:

S.H. Lieben, David Oppenheim, in Jarbuch der Juedischen Literatur
Gesellschaft, Vol. 19, 1928,

C. Duschinsky, Rabbi David Oppenheimer (Budapest), 1922.

3lIntroduction by Wolf Spira to Shebut Ya'akob, Vol. T.
: .y 4 RU2TPN an1%a’: RU?7D% RI0N RO91,R0?7 501 2 2p¥°® .4
‘The guestion of Jacob Reischer in Reisha was discussed earlier

on pages 6 and 7. Note also that the Great-Uncle was called
Reisha not Relscher.




13

ted Wednesday, Kislev hith, 1707 involved Reischer in much
;coﬁtroversy.Be
- Elijah Spira, son of Wolf Spira and brother of Reischer's

:Qife, was very famous for his two learned volumes, The Elivahu

sutta33 and the Eliyahu Rabba.3 Elijah was Rabbi ab Tikbin

and then head of a Rabbinical School in Prague where he died

in. 1712, three years prior to his father.3>

. Jacob Relscher held these books and the ritual decisions
qf.his brother-in-law in great esteem and when consulted on
thelr value or correctness, he usually defended E1lijah Spira.36
Another Wolf Spira, a stepbrother of Reischer is mentioned in
Relscher's books. He is further identified as having been the
fson—in—law of Simon Itlich,37

 In the following chapter, Reischer's birth=-place and youth will be

- traced aud Lhe rabbinlcal positions which he held durlng his lifetime

32 shebut falakob, Vol. I., Teshubah #11},

IBT 13w b a1 nx b noneqce NS "3 5%RY qtanen
?03% 101 99y 1% vrw 310 noncq PInT bipna x°

B3R pn>% w5 qwekw 0Ipn antwb 100 90an oy

apn "0 "nno
#7173 win nI*nav peasn
APRT MR Y29P° noR2Y wan

_ 334 commentary on the Orah Hayyim of the Lebush,
Mordecai Jaffe, 1530-1612.

3uEXp1anations on the Orah Hayyvim of Shulhan Aruk
-of Joseph Karo, 14;88-1575,

35see Simon Moses Hones, Toldot Haposkim, p. 18.

30Shebut Yalakob, Vol. I, Teshubah #1138,

: seefl? M1D%2 wwna Y
Ibid., Teshubah #93.

EF 35D B0 nvx Yy gm1r 1nobx DI T30 YDUIT TNATI NOKY 1T nbKw Rid A

++407 2°U37 wob 41 abre bUer nxn brosv n?3nsnn

; 3?Shebu.’c Ya'akob, Vol. ITI, Teshubsh #3h.
Also in addition to Vol. I, #134.

AR yoxpa 1am oaxnsn

2 177y hn vy by By 278 *bBY) f°hnn nnY nip

[ FF 3! TAn qabkn kY10 v3q1n vnx b nopn
w1793 TP 1aybDw qYaynn
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will be described., Since there seems to be some confusion and

perhaps differences of opinion, his movements will be sub-

" stantiated from reliable sources only. A brief report of the
relationship between Reischer and his famous brother-in-law,
_David Oppenheimer, will be given next. Finally, an acecount of
o Relscher's 1life and activities, including the enmity which

~accompanied him, will be commented upon. Thus, 1t is believed

that a clearer understanding of Jacob Reischer and his work

will be obtained.



CHAPTER II

JACOB REISCHER, THE RABBI

A, Jacob Reischer in Prague

Rabbi Jacob ben Joseph Relscher was born in the city
-of Prague as he himself stated in his introduction to the

second volume of his responsa Shebut Ya'akob.3 He received

his early training in Telmudica from his father,39 from Slmon
aaé Wolf Spira,ho and he was eventually appointed Head Judge
Sf.the Court of the Jewish Community of Prague.ul It appears
;hat Relscher's early success in Prague both with his import-
ant Rabbinlc position and his prolific literary activity was
;3§ar£ia11y due to the fact that he had excellent teachers ang

;fﬁéry influential relatives thers,

38 R M3 Sbh nYDE N*AbDY CATRPID 7KDY AR nvan v
R?B)..’n:pr Ny T¥T YIIYID *RAWCY nvDm Y323 anatnm a™na nara pteaY
5 LTI bapd Jraxn 9% 7P 1pxd

< 398ee Jogseph Relscher's introduction to Jacob's book
‘Minhet Yalakob (edition Fuerth):

73%m %% cxn qay xPwv vYN5T A3 XAIYRAADT PADD WIID PR

Teacher Simon, see Jacob's introduction to Shebut
Ya‘akob, Vol. I:

«o¥53 TI13 °N727 N1 e “3non"ip n%ap *nbap qwk>

fTe?cher Wolf, see Introduction by Wolf to Jacob's Minhat
Ia'akob (edit. Fuerth): ‘

Regarding Reischer's teachers see also page

| h%D Oppenheimer, introduction to Jacob's Shebut
Xalakob, Vol. II:

»TRID TE2 127 K3ITT 223 BMATON WKY 3RAD PP 4D $Iap i%In nyo
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It seems that at least three important books had been
completed by Relscher while he served in the cilty of Prague:
(1) the Minhat Ya'akob, (2) the Hok Yal!akob, and (3) the first

volume of the Shebut Ya'akog.he In addition, Relscher was

called upon to assist with answering important questions of
Jewish.law addressed to him from almost every communlty in
_Zéhe Jewlsh world of his day.

% Jacob Reischer remalned in Prague until the plague

- forced him to leave the city for a short time in 1713."LS

+If Relscher had accepted previously a position in Reishs,
Bémbefg, or Anspach, and established his residence there for
any length of time as some scholars claim,uh he certainly
‘would have mentioned it in his introductions or elsewhere in

his blographical notes. Neither Reischer nor his close

- 4 The introductlons by Relscher to Minhst ¥a'akob, Hok

- Xa'akob, and Vol. I Shebut Ya'akob are signed, . .Prague.

- Furthermore, his father Joseph in his introduction to Vol. I,
~Shebut Ya'akob mentions these three as Jacob's earliest en-
~deavors. In addition there is proof that the Minhat Ya'akob
"Was written in Prague: It was printed in Prapue, three haskomot
came from Prague, one from his father-in-law who was his teacher
and patron. In his introduction Reischer Says that he tested
his teachings and comments before his teachers and friends.
~These he had only in Prague at that time. Proof that Hok
~ia'lakob was written in Prague: Jacob in his introduction tells
us how he worked on this book in Prague, in a home given to

-him by Wolf Spira, after hls own home was destroyed in the

flre of 1689. Proof that Shebut Y¥a'akob, Vol. I was written

in Prague: Jacob adds to his signature in his introduction:

"I never left my dwelling place Prague.” Also David Oppenheimer

"in his haskomoh mentions that Jacob Reischer is one of the
‘Dayanim of Prague. (Head of Dayanim.)

uBSee Introduction of Reilscher to Iyvun Ya'skob:

IR18% w70 *a% SnaTAY 378 70 wRDT 423 bobp bubob ga9ih *nvan

L L31TRISD
See also pages 6 of this thesis.
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Ynelatives ever did.
; Only David Oppenheimer mentions Jacob Relscher as
Rabbi'of lﬂms;pach,,brS and Relscher himself points out that he
was called Rabbl of Anspach, but adds that he never moved his
residence from Prague. He merely had jurisdiction over the
dlstrict of Anspach while he remained Head Judge in Prague.ué
This situation was possible; (1) as a sign of honor and esteenm
to Reischer, or (2) he accepted temporarily such an arrange-
ment with the community of Anspach.u7

Reischer's fame as an authority in Jewish law, even
in his early years and while still in the community of Prague,
can be demonstrated by many examples. Three illustrations
representing various categories will now be given.

The Jewlsh commnity of Prague was disturbed by a
practice which was considered as a serious violation of the
Sabbath law. It seems that many Jews used to frequent the
restaurants of the city on the éabbath for a cup of coffee and
to while away the day. Reischer's opinion and help was re-
quested in this difficult situation of preserving the sanctity
©of the Sabbath. He opposed the custom vigorously, suggesting

that even week-day attendance at a coff ee-house is perhaps a

45p.oppenheimer introd. to Jacob's Shebut Ya'akob, Vol.ITI

«WT MDY AMIIID 270 12 AYA XYYY JavAR N3I*T83 "% TUax% bapnas

héJacob's introd. Shebut Ya'akob, Vol.T.
PUBY Taawx n3%In P33 BME¥BY 13 ROI? AMAMID ata | 2p2> “pia e
«AKB PUP3 APD® XY *nawry a3y M

u7Dr. M, Weinberger, Die Memorbucher der Jud Gemeinden
‘in Bayern, p. 223 suggests that Relscher refused to move to
Anspach and lost thereupon the position.
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““iolation of the Jewish Z!_amr.u8
-re. Then there 1s the famous controversy of the Hadassim of
Pragu;. This question of using Hadassim or Etrogim whilch may
have been grafted with ahother species, became a controversay
gspreading throughout the Jewish world. All leading responsa
maéters dealt with it during this period. Reischer must have
been a very famous and respected Talmudic scholar to have been
consulted in this important issue.ug
Finally, we are told that the well-known David Oppen-
heimer was involved in a Halakhic controversy with Jonathan
 Eybeschutz, both of whom resided in Prague at this time. It
seems that 1t was not only one case of law, but a conbest of
Who was to be the Jewish authority in the city. The great
reputation of Relscher must again be acknowledged when we
learn that the influential Chief Rabbi of Pragne, David Oppen-
helmer, turned in all humility %o Jacob Reischer and requested
his opiﬁion and support in this contest between the two
“1ions."50

485h ebut Yalakob, Vol. I, Teshubah #12.

o bpea piop fr2 7ORT 4% ninvy on%ab qan 13°% YAn2 R 0 K1° RI0 °p

i X2°% BD°%¥% 2wk QYWD ,,,0T2 NYQUN K@ ©P DYDY
Two contemporary sourtes mention the same problem, The Memoirs
of Gluckel of Hameln, Marvin Lowenthal, introductory chapter,

P.27. Speeches and Comments, S. Wertheimer, in Kohut's
Deutsche Juden, p. 653,

L9sheb
ut ¥a'akob, Vol. I, Teshubah #36.
@127 by Rroin? 137 17X 1°R1IK 13 13AIL 87pIT0A DODIAT BOREIDIVI IR

JOXTTH2 120 D3t % RDYPIT ORIO ORNAY NApT PR oar 1K)

59;9;9., Vol. III, Teshubah #635.
9°nn% KwaTh *2 DYDY {AD 47713 n%A% K% 129 nv2 nyewr % wUw °n PO
B0 onanma 742 PO onab 13Kk (Op9i Py a2bm AT 07188 1D RIAW DK
JAPYT UPH ORTIAN BITONA¥Y 13°%¥1 oin YAt TITR 7R L, ..,BMRlIDIR 719
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¥ However, Reischer's stay in Prague was not altogether
1;m§ppy. In 1689 he lost his home, his library and ﬁany of his

51 If it

unpublished manuseripts in the great fire of Prague,
" had not been for the generosity of his father-in-law, Wolf
~ Spira, Jacob Relscher could never have overcome these diffi-

52

cultles, Again, when Relscher was forced to flee Prague in
'.1713 on account of the plague, he wandered about the country-
 §1de like a lost sou1.53 His misfortune was increased by the
éudden death of his only son Simon in Prague in 171h. It
;éeems that Jacob returned to Prague just to bury and mourn the
jioss of his son, after which he decided to leave the city for
.good.su It further appears that Jacob himself was afflicted
at this time, probably with partial blindness, which later on
_turned into complete blindness, from which he was, however,

.cured a few years 1ater.55

There was also a brighter side to Reischer's 1ife in

SlIbid., Vol. I, Teshubah #5.

~¥IBDY BTAND IR® 8Y NA1Pn INIX °% maws u"bnh haw nsv asawa nywa 1%
%20 DYBOA PY2ab 2pDIYRI q1Ab *h%a pvpd twh3b any TP RS wIp
2 g «07720HT UTIP *2nD Pob Op®1T 013% mUOID h%HY UE nboK

_ Relscher's introd. Hok Ya!akob.
nbn3 nea 3z vwx Az nYPEN A"EID NYA T30 ‘DR *9 by bup *nop Snbe3
' JA3ITRIN D INWRA nc2 HI73 1vniax

53Reischer's introd. to Iyvyun ¥a'akob.
ceee 123 *HapYrn bubpd

5uﬁeischer's Introd. to Shebut Ya'akob, Vol., II.

©@°wA 013 *AYvi,,,00n §32 noxn npba a1kuD 5°01% N¥T {201 hapa
*NYDE 7327 L. RTUDY PP 197w nuy Bhp% onbapniat..,cbax cnra
: LBV T1ayh

55Reischer's introd. to Iyyun Ya'!akob.
«17% Nnn 1%y BYPYY *nODRY ....0731°Y 289 %% x4 %9
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:ymague, one of which was his close association with the famous

.Bébbi David Oppenheimer, who later on became his brother-in~

law.

B. David Oppenheimer

The most famous and best known relative of Jacob Reischer
was David Oppenheimer, Chief Rabbi of Prague and Ji*.oltlenztia.s6 ﬁe
was born in Worms in the year 166) and died in Prague on Sept-
ember 12, 1736. His uncle, Samiel Oppenheimer, left him a
fortune so that he was finsncially independent. Rarthermore
he married, at the age of seventeen, Genendil, the daughter of
Lipman Behrend-Cohn of Hanover, a very influential and wealthy
‘man, a Hof jude.

After having been Rabbi of Nikolsburg since 1690,

David Oppenheimer became Chief Rabbi of Prague in 1702.

During the Prague epldemic in 1714 he lost his wife, at the
same time and in the same plague in which Simon, the only son
of Jacob Reischer died. A year earlier, in 1713, David Oppen-
heimer had been elevated to share the honor of being Rabbi
over half of the province of Bohemia with Wolf Spira, the
father-in-law of Jacob Relscher. When Wolf Spira died in 1718,
David Oppenheimer became Chief Rabbi over all of Bohemia,

known library have appeareg elsewhere, I have confined myself
ﬁo events and references which have direct bearing on Jacob
Relscher. For accounts on David Oppenheimer see ft.nt, #30
on Oppenheimer's library: :

W. Popper, The Censorship of Jewish Books, a Doctor!s Thesis
(New York), 1899,

A, Max, Some Notes on _the List of D, Ovnpenheimer's Library, in
Melanges Offeste A Tsrasel Levy, 1925, . H;B-éo.
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aéginst the opposition of Jonathan E&beschutz.57

"David Oppenheimer took for hils second wife, Shifrah, the
éaughter of Wolf Spira and the widow of Isaac Bondis; thus,
Jacob Relischer became the brother-in-~law of David Oppenhelmer.

iﬁ the responsa of Jacob Reischer this change 1s noticeable

aﬁ the beginning of the Shebut ¥al'akob, Vol. II, where Reischer
' féfers to Oppenheimer as brother-in-law, rather thanh relative
;é was his custom in Vol. 1.58 David Oppenheimer was afflicted
%ith blindness during the last year of his life, and he died

;ﬁ the Seventh day of Tishre, 1736.

A In all correspondence between Oppenheimer and Reischern,

the latter was very humble, acknowledging Oppenheimer!s great

;earning, fame, wealth, and station.59 On the other hand,
bﬁpenheimer respected Reischer's wide range of Talmudie learn-
"iﬁg, and gladly wrote an enthusaistic introduction and recoum-
@endation to Relscher's first volume of responsa, the Shebut

Ya'!akob, Volume I.60 David Oppenheimer occasionally

_ 57Main1y based on sources quoted by S.H. Lieben, David
Op}genheimerE in Jahrbuch der Juedischen Literator Gesellschart,
Vol. 19, 1928, Prague.

58In the Resp. Vol. I, Oppenheimer is referred to as
*3nqne ~-relative, while in Resp. Vol. II and III, it is always
‘spey =-my brother-in-law.

See Shebut Ya'akob, Vol. II, Teshubah #3.

TeXXMB PUPT DUMY TUAX BMAIDAK TUAAD THAN PITAR AN D3 0% ChaVides
Shebut Ya'akob, Vol. IIT, Teshubah #31.

TTN3DW %302 2w 7120 99 .%1%01 7932 70 ta7 B9% wRN 4y X2 7994
3 %03 MI9TR Maeak A%n 72131 7290 2%95 Y 27 11D n15LII 00ITD
60 «THM3 7T qMTINLD Aty 0D *Y3 vayT n3In 92 Tann L1van

’ Introd. by D.Oppenheimer to Jacob Reischer's Shebut
‘Yatakob, Vol. I.

°nT yaspi nv3 snnoa % 123w 71°n xXPBID At T4nsa Tin 243 *anInp avn
T AT MRIN %70 A 123D NN ANTANE [1IPY DA BY MIIDI 17°2 710D
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solicited Jacob Reischer's support for an expert opinion on

3ewiSh 1ore.61 Reischer usually agreed with his brother~in-

62

1aw and supported his oplnions, except on very few occasions,.
. When Rebbl Reischer was asked about permitting an
emergency session of a Jewish court on the Sabbath Day, he
éermitted it, basing his decision on the fact that in a similar
case David Oppenheimer permitted it.63 Again, when asked about
:the use of a Torah sc¢roll improperly repaired, he, at first,

14 not want to glve an opinion in the case, since two of his
3§est friends were on opposite sides, Samson of Duesseldorf and
~Judah Miller of Deltz. Reischer finally did make a decision,
;But sent his reply to David Oppenhelimer for verification.éu

In another correspondence dated Shebat.1l5, 1725, David
.bppenheimer tried to solicit support for his decision to per-
mit the ritual of blessing the new moon (kiddush lebanah), on

'the Sabbath. Although Reischer praised Oppenheimer's erudition

®7 723 DPT2YDA UKD IXH PUP A5 ¥yIap 19T N1 M43 apy® A"vap wia
'Y 240 72 A%n TP YaUIK NICMDA DU TUARY Laphil gMin TN e o
«o o193 ®%0Y HPRN tann T30 jaAnm M3 wr o

LOMN3IBR MaIR “PIp TBbIT mYIRA 12 UphH 17 DR3

6l Shebut Yat akob, Vol.IT, Teshubah #98.

“Ban Tan 0%3b NN K27 R13229 n%bed RT9DRND 10%n ®%a% nbonn nan
.o.'il? THIVHT, .. 0T 2T *N1R PRUT OMIISIR YMunb wrna

21pid., Vol. I, Teshubah #1k.
“91 TIT? PROI 17502 OVA3IHIN T1T TMIAD THDA YININD TPARAT PR KM 191

631114,
“R 1%2%0p 7°XY #7192 9°%7 %P2 T3n vaav by pabnd o1ab gbnv on qx
.
6“Ibid., Teshubah #80. A FEIR LT
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‘ind great station, he differed sharply with him., He was

‘smazed at his opinion seeling that it would violate a custom
.6bserved throughout the Jewlish settlements. According to
Reischer 1t would be contrary to all later authorities of
jewish law, for they all agree, that one must not practice
this ritual on Saturdays or Holidays.65

The most Interesting question involving David Oppen-
heimer and Jacob Relscher was the famous Prague incident in
_j?ZS, which involved the two great rabbis of Prague, Jonathan
_ﬁybeschutz and David Oppenheimer. The ritual question in-
"volved was that of a pin found in the intestine of an animal.
David Oppenhelimer declared the meat as not kosher: Jonathan
Eybeschutz said that it was kosher and could be eaten. The

' §pntroversy developed into a contest for the rabbinic leader-

| ship of the city of Prague, one of the most influential commun-
‘itles at that time,

: David Oppenhelmer in sending his decision to Jacob

: ﬁéischer dated 15 Sivan 1725, solicited his opinion and sup-
fort.66 Reischer in his reply to David Oppenheimer was very

: deeply moved, for he must have realized that David Oppenheimer

: had been humilisted before the entire Prague community.67

®5Shebut Yalakob, Vol. III, Teshubah #31.

S %3 %337 PRIwc nizion Y53 wiesn anan a3 12 nrwy® 2% %y nbyr o na

66 WO 39nRA
| Ibid., Teshubah #65.
&There 1s Tittle doubt that this is a reference to Eybeschutz.
1°hi? ReNTH %2 DDIDY A3 TTII NGAT XY 129 RO2 A¥CIC 1% wow b by
o «1TINA 1D RINE IDYK
67

Ibid.
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L Jacob Reischer, of course, supported his brother-in-law

in his decision against Eybeschutz. This Prague controversy

involved many rabbis of Europe, and the issue can be traced in
other law books and responsa collections of this particular

time.68

C. Relscher in Worms

For a better understanding of Reischer and his activi-
tles, the following questions must be discussed. Why did
: Reischer leave Prague? Why did he accept the poslition in
Wﬁrms? How long did he remain in Worms and why for a brief
period only? What difficulties did he encounter thepe? Why
d1d he accept the position in Metz? And finally, why did his
énemies increase in Metz so that he was in danger of imprison-
ﬁent?
| There were a number of facts and clreumstances respon-
sible for Relscher's decision to leave the city of Prague.
It appears that the plague of 1713 had caused great upheaval
in the Jewish community and perhaps Relscher's position as
Chief Judge was jeopardized. Again, since his only son had
died of the epidemic, and he himself had suffered a great deal,
there was little reason for Reischer to continue his stay, ex-

cept perhaps to remain with his relatives, the Spiras and

Oppenheimers. However, when he received a good offer from the
city of Worms, an old and famous Jewish community, and the

Opportunity to become not only a Judge, but a Chief Rabbi and

——

68see 7. Eybeschutz, "Plelsee," #lL. GQuestion of Nail in
Intestines., Also the account in Tchernovitz, n*pD1Dd natbIn
Vbl‘BﬁIIé P. 239. Yekutiel Greenwald, Rabbi J. Eybegchutz,

pp‘ "'3 .
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‘Headmaster of the local Talmudic Academy, his mind was made up
-a;d he aécepted.

Little did Reischer know that the change for the better
would have 1%s limitations. First of all, the leaders of the
.Worms' community were quarrelsome and did not always accept
the oplnion of their Rabbi in good faith. Secondly, the enemies
which Reischer must have made on account of his books or for
other reasons during this period, attacked him at every possible
opportunity. Finally, the Talmudic Academy which Reischer had
7yisualized as a flourlishing Torah Center, attracted only a
limited number of mediocre students.

Almost immediately upon his arrival in Worms, he was
involved in a fast-day controversy. Reischer tells us that in
fhe month of Kislev (December) 1711;,69 when he became Rabbi of
Worms, he was asked about a specisal fast-day. It seems that
some people had the custom of fasting in case the moon was too

dark for the performance of the mitzvah of Kiddush Lebanah

{prayer for welcoming the new moon), Reischer disagreed ang
refused to sanction such a fast, since 1t would place an addi-
- tional burden upon the community.70

Reischer also informs us that he remained in Worms as
the Rabbi and Headmaster of the Talmudic Academy for about

three years, and that he was promoted after this to the Rabbi's

698nebut_Ya'akob, Vol. TI, Teshubsh #10.
. REMDAN PYP nyi327 nbapbv *ngavs avyn 1%00 wana
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5bsit£;n of the clty of Metz./! Although his position in
. Worms was honorable and the Jewish community one of size and
stature, having had great Rabbis before him, yet from Relscher's
remarks and other evidence, it seems that the rabbinate in
Metz was 8%11l a position of greater honor.72

Worms was a city 1n which Jews had lived for centuries
and thelr right to residence had been guaranteed by law. Worms
was also one of the five main judlcial Jewish districts, to-
gether with Frankfurt, Friedburg, Fulda, and Kinsburg. The
Jews of Worms were permltted complete autonomy in their com-
minal affairs as long as they paid the taxes placed upon then.
However, there were some limltations such as the wearing of the
yellow badge, restrictions on buying and selling, restrictions
In thelr movements, especlially on Christian festivals, and the
drinking of wine and beer with Gentiles at all times, (3

On May 31, 1689 the city of Worms was invaded by the
French, and at that time, the entire Jewish guarter was des-
troyed by fire. The suffering of the Jewlsh community was
alarming, although the city authorities assisted the Jews and

helped them to rebuild their homes a year Ii.ater.?,‘L

" ntroduction by Jacob to his book Iyyun Ya'akob.

0 prp1 2" Teaxy bap% on°bynii mawv whw DD oY *hav®?
T2Introduction by Jacob to his Shebut Ya'akob, Vol. IT.
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« in his introductlon %o

As well as Reischer's term

Ivyun Yatakob. See ft.nt.

. 73G.Wolf, Zur Geschichte der Juden in Worms (Breslau),
1862, pellage #2% and #29.
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% 7 The commmnity of Worms was used to difficulties as can
bé gathered from another question which was placed before
‘Reischer while in this community. Again, it deals with a |
‘question of fasting. The Jewish éommunity of Worms had taken
upon itself to fast every Rosh Chodesh Sivan (the first day of
the month) for half a day. This obligation was accepted to
commemorate the Crusaders! attack upon the Jewish quarters in
.the year 1096. It occurred that in the year 1716 the anni-
versary of that fast day fell on a Friday and the custom had
been to fast uwntil about 3:00 P.M, and then pray Minha and
Kabolat Shabbat together (afternoon and evening prayer).
Relscher was of the opinion that this was wrong, that under
no circumstances can one receive the Sabbath so early in the
day.75

There are many interesating features in this particular
responsum. First of all, the observation by Reischer, that he
tried to stop the custom like other Rabbis before him, but
without suwccess, /0 Secondly, that he refused to pray with them
on that afternoon, to indicate his protest, and that Reischer
Wwas rebuked for this by the congregation with the Rabbiniec
saying: '"one must not exclude oneself from the entire congre-

”'gation."77 Thirdly, Reischer, in his discourse to prove his

75
Responsa, IT, #6. Myv1 Bpava Bnoathav pYeY A%yn 71%0 ntaa
«+871%3 DAEN MWK TY M13nn RUTI DICD XMDAN A5 n13ynn® 1imaw

... 27K ¥R RYY K¥O193D 8T Yy vannrs
TIb1d. n%son anny snbbenn x%1 At 1*3y2 babd *hv4by B3 AR

17392 712730 (2 ©1v9% Uk qpat boeya 133y ar Yy oqK ,,.°9793 nvavy
,0373D




28

.Enint: was very objective and argued that most customs of the
Jéwish comminity of Worms were ancient and worthwhile, but
suggested that in this case, the true custom had been for-
gotten. He repeated a well-known remark here, that a custom
which is against the Torah cannot and must not be honored,
since from minhag 1t fturns into gehinarn.?8

Relscher was called upon to settle another difficult
guestion of law during his stay in Worms., A local judge,
Akiba of wOrms,79 asked Relscher how the Jewish community of
Worms could permit the use of non-Jewish yeast for the baking
of Jewlsh bread. Since this practice was against Jewish law
why did no one object, Akiba complained,

Relscher, in his reply, completely vindicated the
custom of the Worms' community by pointing out that several
Important Rabbis of former generations had permitted this usage,
that there were valid reasons for leniency and that it had been
- anh old established custom.ao |

Finally, we find that Reischer was involved in a 4if-

. flcult Agunah question (deserted woman) while serving in the

78411 quoted by Reischer in Shebut Ya'akob, Vol. II,
‘Teshubah #6. .. ADRAR 733 3N3DA NY3wPy Yuad YR 0w 101 A |y
A5 BANIBY B231wXT *737 naw¥ 13°5Y pi,,0383 NI%NAE ATD 3N3D YaaDAA

L0905 NIRRT 70 %D Dy T01H OARaD 21w BB prp
See Ozer Yisrael, Eisenstein,J.D.,New York 1913,
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79
80

Respondent of Relscher not identified further.

Shebut Ya'akob, Vol. II, Teshubah #188,
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bommuﬁﬁty of Worms, Benjamin Kabri of Trier81 turned to
Reischer with great respect and admiration and was willing to
be guided by his wisdom and knowledge.D2

It 1s not only because of the great recoghition Reischer
recelved while serviné in Worms that we learn of his importance
and stature, but it 1s above all because of Reischer's scholarly
repllies that we are impressed with the importance of this man
to Jewish life at this particular time. So great were the de-
mands made upon him that he had to admit that he was very tired

and overcome by the burden of the Rabbinate.83

D, Reischer in Metz

Rabbl Jacob Reischer left the community of Worms and
accepted a call to Metz in the year 1717. He left Worms be-
cause of his enemiessh and perhaps because Metz was a larger
and more important ecity at this particular tirue.85 There were
about four hundred and eighty Jewish families in Metz and it
continued to grow slowly. The community had always had famous

Rabbinie¢ leadership, although not without some jealousies and

81Respondent, not otherwise identified.

82Shebut Yalakob, Vol. II, Teshubah #115.
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831p1d., Teshuban #85, #1oL.
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Dritte Auflage, p.27.
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? .
-~ %ifficulties in communal life both from professionals as well
as the lalty.

Rabbi Reischer was the successor of the famous Gabriel
Eskeles and Abraham brodie86 and was, in turn, succeeded by
the well-known Rabbi Jacob Joshua Hirsch, author of the P'nei
Yehoshuah.ﬁY In addition to the Rabbinic prestige connected
with the Metz position, Reischer tells us that he was attracted
to Metz by the fact that there were many students who were

willing to enroll in his‘Yeshiva.88

The number and caliber of
Torah students was always a very important factor with Jacob
Helscher,

Jacob Reischer started out in Metz with a difficuls
communal situation, for he had to make peace between two factions.
The community was divided because of loyalty to two previous
Rebbis, Eskeles and Brodie (oroda), none of whom were re-

elected.89 Reischer, who was chosen instead, had to appease

86G.Eskeles--died Nikolsburg, 1718, Dayyvan ot Cracow,
Rabbi of Olkusz, Prague, Metz, and Nikolsburg.
A.Brodie--died Frankfurt, 1717, Rabbi at Lichtenstadt,
Rausnitz, Prague, Metz, and Frankfurt o/M.

8750shua Birsch, P'nei Yehoshua (Novellae on the Talmud
in four parts, published at Frankturt o/M, 1752; Fuerth, 1766,
1780). Died Frankfurt, 1756, Rabbi of Tarli, Lisko, Lemberg,
Berlin, Metz, Worms, and Frankfurt o/M.

885ac0bts 1ntrod. to Shebut_Ya!skob, Vol. IT.
. 85,19nbnn s5133 N13771..077D101 £TRON ARPD MY A7%N QIpDY

Lowenthal, op. cit., p. 267.

~ Rabbi Gabriel Eskeles got one year's leave to attend a wedding,
- but he stayed away for three years. Meanwhile, another group
elected Rabbi Brodie, although now Eskeles indicated that he

- Would like to return as their Rabbi. It seems that Reischer
was elected by both parties.
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P
EOth parties, and it appeared that he was successful, probably
because of his outstanding reputation as a Talmudic scholar
and legal authority.

That Reischer's task was not easy, and that his author-
ity was not always accepted without opposition, can be estab-
lished from government records of our period in the city of
_Metz.go A certaln Simon Trenel undermined Reischer!s authority
and when the Rabbi levied sanctions against him, he refused to
comply. Thereupon, the Jewish Community Council of Metz called
the man to the stand and levied a great fine of money against
~him. It is told that his wife sought favor with the district
governor and obtained some concessions, limiting the fine. The
entire episode, however, must have been very unpleasant, danger-
ous, and harmful to all concerned. When, therefore, Reischer
complained of an increase of animosity and enemles in the city
of Metz, so that he was in imminent danger of imprisonment, we
have here circumstances which help to explain some of the dif-
ficulties.

Reischer's tasks and responsibilities within the com-
manity organization in Metz are reflected in hls Responsa.

Thus he had to deal with the re-crganization of the court. It
was customary in Metz not to have a permanent Law Court, Bet
:.Qig. Instead, the two parties would elect thelr advocate and
the Rabbi of the city would act as the third judge. Reischer
was asked about the establishment of a Bet Din oh a hew basis,

namely a permanent Bet Din with the Rabbi. Reischer believed

———

994 .cahan, op. clt., pp. 52-5i.
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#
| Yhat the 0ld arrangement had 1ts merit, since in the new system

the leaders might appolnt their own friends, thus, making an
"~ impartial judgment guite difficult.gl
As will be pointed out 1ater,92 in detail, Reischer was
nsually lenient with hig replies to ritual ingquiries. He
tried to avoid maklng Jewlish practices burdensome, Confronted
with a question of dietary laws, he permltted the food because

of the great loss which would ensue and because it was a ban-
93

guet celebrating an event in Jewish life--Studat Mitzvah.
On the first day of Sukkoth 1t was considered very im-
portant to make Kiddush in the Sukkah no matter how bad the
weather was, Many people used to hold up the meal for many
hours, waiting for the rain to stop so that Kiddush could be
made. Helscher, while in Metz, was asked regardlng such pro=-
cedure in the year 1723, when rain spolled the first day of
the festival. Reischer was very outspoken on the subject,
declaring that those people go beyond the limits of the Rabbis,
‘that there was no need to walt any such length of time, and
that he saw no reason for such burdens or "wisdom" to g0 beyond

b

the Rabbinic authorities on the subject.

Plshebut Yalakob, Vol. II, Teshubah #1L3.
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92See pages gg.70 ©of thils thesis,

?3Shebut Yal'skob, Vol. II, Teshubah #109.
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Ibid., Vol., III, Teshubah #L5.
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YWhile in the ¢ity of Metz, Reiséheﬁ was involved 1In a
gfeét-legal controversy. He reports that in the month of
Nissan in the year 1723, he was asked in Me%z95 by the commun-
ity leaders whether it was permitted to burn fragments of holy
5 books (Shemot), since no safe place for hiding them ‘could be
found, and since the Gentlles used to desecrate them when
buried in the local cemetery. Reischer answered that it was
- permitted in this case, and brought his proof from the Biblical
story of King Saul, who committed a sin (suicide) in order not

.to fall into the hands of the heathen. Thus, in order to pre-

vent the desecration of the holy fragments, one may burn them,
an act which is normally against the law.96
However, since this was a new inéuiry and the reply
would have far reaching consequences, Reischer sent his reply
to Ezeklel Katzenellenbogen of Hamburg for support. Katzen-
ellenbogen 41id not agree and very politely suggested that it
was better to bury these fragments, even if not on the cemetery
proper, Reischer also very politely suggested that since this

burning was already an established custom in Metz, he saw ho

reason why he should interfere and make it more difficult for

951 s interesting to note that Reischer had been asked
2 simlilar question in Prague, a fact he mentions in his reply.
Relscher does not permit burning of Sifrei Torah, only books,

9%Ipid., Teshubah #10.
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«0B9PY vn°hh 71%%2 3% K2 ®Ywp oivni, . nibxa 13%ER 2 ypARa URD
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Same Responsa is found in Keneset Yecheskel, Altona, 1732 by
Ezekiel B. Abraham Katzenellenbogen, d. 1749, Altona, Rabbi
of Keldani and Altona, Teshubah #37.
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‘fne community. Reischer based his decision upon the fact that
:bﬁrying Just anywhere is as mich a destruction as burning,
'since the rain, wind, and snow would completely destroy these
holy documents.

From this correspondence, we not only see the greaitness
of Reischer, but also how he tried to make it easier for the '
commnity, and that he was sensitive to the problems ard don-
ditions of his time. It seems that very little space was
alloted to Jewish cemeteries at that time in order to keep the
Jewish population at a minimum. Therefore, since there was
hardly sufficient room for the burial of humans, no place could
be found for the burial of Shenmot.

In the begzinning, Reischer was very happy with his

position in Metz, publishing there hils second volume of the
Shebut Ya'lakob in thanksgiving to God.g? However, as time went
on, his difficulties incressed even in that community. The
-enemies, on whose account he had lef't the former commnity of
Worms, became more fierce, so that at one time in 1728 theilr
accusations almost caused him to be sent to prison. Only
Providence, Reischer claims, saved him from this terrible
’fate.ga
Another reason for his unhapplness in Metz was physi-

cal illness, For two years, 1718-1720, Reischer was almost

%TReischer's introd. to Shebut Yatakob, Vol. II,
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Ibid., Vol. III.
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311nd99 and again in 1729 he complained about much illness ang
prolonged ailments.100

In addition to the usual burden of the Rabbinate,

- Reischer was involved in some difficult, unusual and sometimes

- unpleasant cases. There was, for example, a case of a doubtful

_marriage contract, greatly complicated by the participation of
.dishonest Individuals, both laymen as well as Rabbils.

In the town of Ingweiler (Blsasc), we are told,lol a
;ﬁantor by the name of Hershel boarded in the home of Rafael.
:The Gantor clailmed that he had betrothed Rafael's daughter by
‘giving her a silver coln before two witnesses, She claimegd
“that she never received a coin and that the withesses were ly-
ing. However, the parents had promised her to another man who
was a Kohen, of priesfly descent and prohibited from marrying a
divorcee. ‘herefore, if a divorce from Hershel was required,
she could not marry the Kohen afterwards. It appears that the
parents bribed some Rabbi to free their daughter without a
Get--bill of divorcement. Reischer's opinion was that a Get
was necessary. In his Responsum, Relscher complained about all
the irregularities in the case by the parents and the unworthy

Rabbis involved. He concluded that he would not change his

99Retscher's introd. to Iyyun Ya'akob,

veeasol?I%Y aRY % x3 7D

1008hebut Yalakob, Vol T1iT, Teshubah #119.

*® nbe® ‘5 oovp® AYIR YT Py By buin avn *o *ny Y2 cabw AR aan
RES Bk

1011p3q et
« BN BAYTAY Rt A%RD D219 8439 °by 192 4R nYRD DOWARD PN

+R3IMYT RINC ;"b My 1K RIMIT KTAP My bLEan pabinan® ng T Roxnab
cese?@Y DITHY NITIN INITANK K I ONUDR 3R Pax



36

Epinién even if the girl insisted that ;he would never marry
&”;yone but the Kohen or remain single. Reischer remarked,
'Lgt her be that, I heard that she was a loose woman anyways;
e cannot change the law for ner." Reischer finally disen-
tangled himself from this unpleasant situation by stating that
actually he did not need to accept cases outside the official
jurisdiction of his own community of Metz.

Finally, another incident may indicate that Reischer
had a difficult time with his congregants in Metz. He tells
s that in the month of Adar 1731, he received notice of his
~father's death. TImmediately, the leaders of the community

“argued regarding his observance of mourning. They believed

that since it was Purim Koton he ought not to mourn for his
father. Relscher, in his Responsa, felt that some mourning

was permitted on Purim Koton, and he acted according to his
102

own oplnion.
In spite of all these difficulties--illness, enemies,
and the burden of the Rabbinate--Reischer could boast of a

first-class Talmudical College with many famous students and

disciples who became leaders in various communities.lc3

1021p1d,, Teshubah #100.

It seems that more than disagreement on a point of law was in-
volved. It was a time of a Rabbi's personal loss and he should
have been permitted to use nis own discretion. Again Reischerts

Phrase Ba'ale Tereigin seems to indicate some sarcasm or dis-
Satisfaction.

Pi0%%n f°R1..499%7 01 “3ib 349 RYR nbw,, "REN 1IURT MR ‘0 bava

103 o UE TR Y12 1%y Yaxnab 1va%ax *K jYoan °hya yc2
Two of the important disciples were Gershon Koblenz

and Judah Miller who are discussed later in the thesis, pp. 128-133

v
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ﬁ;rthermora, Jacob Relscher continued his llterary activity in
Metz. He not only completed Volumes II gnd III of his Shebut
yatakob, but also concluded his lengthy aggadic commentary,
wmrunYa'atkol:a.lo,‘L Relscher completed the latter in the year

+

1720,105 while the last correspondence in his Shebut Ya'akob
6

Responsa ig from 1731.10
Two years later Relscher passed on and was burigd in

the city of Metz according to the testimony of his great-grand-
son, Zalman Relscher, who published the final volume of
Relsgcher's Responssa posthumously.lo? The date of Reilscher's
death is further established by a note in the records of the

Burial Soclety of Metz.l08 The 1isting reads as follows:

¥
P"7 DY%2 WH3 IKIDD OANAK IP¥Y AYAID JIKAN 13°URY hU0Y Aol
"ixn wav ®iv K 01°2 IntvndY qapIt anan angd

In the next chapter an endeavor will be made to explain
the scope of Reiacher's literary activity, the reasons for

Wworking on the particular subjects which he selected, and

10h, commentary on the En Ya'lakob of Jacob Ibn Habib,
died Salonica, 1516.
First volumes published in 1516 at Salonica.

105

Relscher's introd. to Iyyun Ya'akob.

cssesdPF? 17%Y DR "NRY "RBN~"bHNR h3wWa9

106shebut Ya!akob, Vol. TII, Teshubsh #100.
The date Adar, 1731 i1s mentioned.

lOTIntrod. by Zalman Relscher to Shebut Ya'akob, Vol.
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lOSA.Cahan, op. cit., p. 5. Jacob Reischer died on Sundayp
Shebat 15,1733,




38

above all the Filerce controversy surrounding his books, the
1séues invelved and which side was in the right must be deter-
mined. Did Jacob Relscher really ignore Acharonim {(later
authorities) and treat them lightly as accused? Did his
antagonists insult Relscher so that he was justified in mak-
ing those rierce personal attacks upon them?

In order to find answers to these problems, all of
Reischer's books and remarks must be carefu'lly examined.
In addition, cong%mporary colleagnes as well as the volumes
written by the three Rabbls who opposed Reischer, namely
Zevl Katz, Johanan of Mezeritz, and Joseph Moses of Breslau

mast be consulted-.lo9

109Rabbi Zevi Hirsch ben R. Ezriel--author of Ateret
%?2;)(3 commentary on Shulhan Aruk, Hoshen Mishpot, Jesnitz,
Johanan of Mezeritz, Poland~--author of Orah Mishor, a commen-
tary on Isserles! "Remoh," Darke Moshe; also author of books
by same name on tractate Nazir. ee ft.nt. :
Joseph Moses ben David of Breslau (Not Premislov)--son-in-law
of Rabbi Abraham Broda, author of Hok Yoseph (a commentary on
Shulhan Aruk, laws of Passover, Amsterdam: 1730).




CHAPTER ITI

TEACHER AND AUTHOR

A, His Literary Activity

A ]

Jacob Reischer's fame is due mainly to the Tfact thatb
he wrote outstanding books both on the legal aspects of Jewish
life, Halakah, as well as on the theological and legendary,
Aggadah. He was equally at home in matters of Halakah as well
as in the intricacles of Aggadah. In the Rabbinic world,

Reischer 1s best known for his Responsa Shebut Yatakob and is

referred to as THE SHEsU'!' YA'AKOB., However, it mast be em-

phasized that onyone studying the laws of Pesach (Passover)

of the Shulhan Aruk would also not omli Relscher's commentary,

the Hok Ya'akob. Finally, the student who is interested in
110

the Aggadah of the Talmud and refers to the En Ya'akob,

the classic on that subject, will automatically make use of

another commentary by Reischer, the Iyyun ¥Ya'akob, which
accompanies it, -

As will pe seen latel, Jacob Relscher wrote many other
commentaries, but not all were published and some were not pre-
served. In spite of his frultful literary contribution,

Reischer himself wag not satisfied with his accomplishments

—

110
Jacob Ibn Habib of Zamora, 1lL60-1516. See £t.nt, 10L.

39
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111

and complained of having had too little time. In addition,

+the burden of the rabbinate,112 and his troubles due to ill=~

' ne33113 and jealous enemiesllu

caused the curtailment of some
~of his literary efforts. He implied that 1f he had had more
peace of mind, his productivity would have been much greater,
- Mentlion must also pe made again in this connection of the ,
great fire which destroyed Relscher's 1ibrar§ and mich of his
correspondence as well as comments on various tractates of the
Talmud.llS

- Lastly, there occurred the death of hils only son,

Simon, in the year 171&116 which affected Reischer and his
works temporarily. There-was, however, a strange contradiction
in Reischer's pehavior with regard to adversity and his literary
work. On the one hand, he was unable to continue his efforts

at the moment of deep sorrow and afflietlon; on the other hand,

as he recovered, he felt so grateful to the Almighty, that he

Illsnebut Yalakob, Vol. I, Teshubah #70.
teeeT3NITY DIYEN YEY 2°WE TRADN DHR %351

1127p13., Teshubah #159.
11 v eeea 2% DYRLABA NIVITY NYTTR v3BBN
3Reischer's introd. to ngun Ya'lakob as well as
Sheout Ya'akob, Vol. I, Teshubsh #1109,
e B%3°Y 2RYS TR KO D

11hReiscnér‘s introd. to Shebut Ya'akob, Vol. II.
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1 5ketscherts introd. Shebut Ya'lakob, Vol. I, as well
as Teshubah #1ll in same volume.
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110petscherts introd. Shebut Ya'akob, Vol. II.
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'92% out, more determined than ever before, to complete his

Jgooks.ll7

1., The Minhat Yat'akob

Let us treat Jacob Reischer's books chronologically,

Séginning with the Minhat Ya'akob, which was hié first volume

ébcording to the testimony of his-:father, Joseph.ll8 Ihe

book was published for the first time in Prague, in the year
1689.119 The Minhat Ya'akob 1s a commentary to the Torat

Hatat of Moses Isserles of Gracowlao who fashioned his work

,iaccording to the system of the Shaarei Duralzl and his order

6f 96 Klalim or se'ifim (paragraphs). Isserles, however,

~brings a lengthy discussion of all main legal asuthorities,
Rishonim and Acharonim, and finally adds his own opinion,

E''part1<31:Lla::’13r for special clrcumstances, as in cases of need

S or urgenoy.122

ll?Reischer's introd. to Iyyun Ya'akob.

1177130 Dr¥wab >713 0YUY NIDE OUY,.ATPR ATAX NN 2AIDK
Reischer!s introd. to Shebut Ya'akob, Vol. I.
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ffbAif}of Reischer'splooks were published by himself
8xcept the last one Shebut Ya'akob, Vol, III which was published
by his great-grandson. :

ve..13DR BOYTEY ®32X NON DT DIAPRA
120Mo5es Isserles 1530-1572 of Cracow.
12113aac A. Reuben of Dura, author of Shaarei Dura,

‘Cracow, 153L. Others called him Isaac ben Melr and Bot beh
Reuben. He was student of Isserlein, author of Trumat Hadeshen.

12214 1g believed that the Torat Hatat was written by
Isserles before he began his famous commentary on the Shulhan
Aruk, the Mappah, and that it served ag a basis for the Ma ah,
‘See Tchernovitz, Yoldot Haposkim, Vol. ITT, New York, 1947,

P.6L, note 6.
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In his introduction to the Minhat Ya'akob, Reischer

-

praised Moses Isserles, but voiced his apprehension that the

Torat Hatat might be neglected in favor of the Shulhan Aruk

5ecause of the famous commentaries upon it by the TaZ and ShaK. -
ﬁeischer then explained that he was writing a new commentary on
the book in order to restore it to its former popularity.l23 ~

It seems that the main objective of the Minhat Ya'akob

tas to lndicate the opinion of the more popular TaZ and ShakK

with regard to the questions raised in the Torat Hatat, so that

t could compete successfully with the commentaries on the more

opular Shulhan Aruk of Caro., This desire on the part of

elscher 1ndicates not only the great respect which he had for
Isserles, but it also reveals the deep impression which the

‘Shulhan Aruk had made, even at that early time, on European

N b
Jewry. Another reason for Reischer's respect for the Torat
_Hatat was the fact that it contained a fﬁller discussion of

-each law based on Talmud and Rishonim which Caro!s Shulhan Arulk

‘omitted. Reilscher was against all brief summaries of law and

upheld the fuller treatment of Isserles.lah

Reischer gives the ilmpression as if he felt that Isserles!

Torat Hatat was a more valuable book than Caro's Shulhan Aruk.l25

123Reischer's introd. to Minhat Ya'skob.
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Agthough he admits that the Shulhan Aruk was greatly improved
5& later commentaries, especially by the TaZ and Shaﬂ,lgq its
value, according to Relscher, was not increased to such an

extent that the Torat Hatat could be permitted to be Torgotten

entirely.127 Furthermore, 1f a brlef and concise code of law

so greatly improved by elaborate commentaries, how much more

ha 8
successfully could the already well-documented Torat Hatat of

- Isserles! be brought up to date by additional comments.
¥Reischer felt, that in spite of his youth, he should undertake
" this work, 128  1p addition to his great erudition, despite his
‘young age, he brought %o this task the zeal of opposing all
lcollections of law without documentation and the profound desire
to strengthen the hands of those authors who carefully referred

to Rishonim and Talmudic sources.l?? Added to the Minhat Ya'skob

like the Shulhan Aruk, which omitted sources entirely, could be -

‘is a section referred to as both Torat Hashlamim and Shalme

Ya'lakob. The work includes a commentary on Hilhot Niddah of

1261144
=='"Dbn by 0%73337 Q7317 0%9%2°N 1VTHAI SNYT Tab 18
2% 9% YYD h1D10K *H¥a 23724 SSuR YIn N109I5YT OYS 09 aARES:
: L0 ¥hwi
1271p14,
TOPITIN YD 702a% n31wR9a AIWODT MaNOn bwanv nor oty
«o13WI37 0NLY OTART 19331 *1891 73991 Y D%Anine bonyw Oy

128
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129Jacob Reischer does not enter nor even mention the
disagreements and difficulties between Isgserles and the Maharshal
a8 well as between Isserles and Hayim ben Bezalel in his introd.
Or comments to the Torat Hatat,

See also page 141 of this thesis.
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jtﬁe Shulhan Aruk, Yore Deah, sections 183-197; a commentany .

 and original additions to the Kuntres Hasfeikot of the ShakK. ~

Finally, at the end of the Minhat Ya'akob we find 18 Responsa -

1]

of Jacob Helscher, with many difficult and intricate questions,w
gome from well-knownh Rabbis and far-away dommunities. It -
appears that even at this early age, Jacob Reischer's fame ag

a Halakist had been established. He certainly proves his

great skill in Responsa work by his later work the Shebut

Ya'lakob in three volumes.
Although the Torat Hashlamim was published together with

the Minhat Ya'akob in Prague, 1689, yet it should be considered

as a separate volume, especlally, since Relscher referred to it

130

as such. In his introduction to this book, Relscher ex-

plaing hils reasons for adding 1t to the Minnat Ya'akob in the

following words: "Since we £ind in similar books of prohibited

foods the subject of Niddah (family purity), combined with the

W131

dietary law, I shall do the same. He then gives the Torat

- Habayit of the Rashba132 and the Shaare Dura of Isasc Dura133

as examples.l3u

130Hok Ya'akob, paragraph I33,note 20; paragraph L0,

'“note 13,

131Reischer's introd. to his Torat Hashlamim (Prague,1689)
132 o113 “P0p ¥Uwa f102% 0TI nMA *add oaw
3 Rabbi Solomon ben Aderet, 1236-1310-~author of Torat

??a2§§1t Haaruk (Venice,1607) and Torat Habaylt Hakazir (Cremona,

133see t.nt. 121.
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+N1110K niborn®

IBuReiscner's introd. to TPorat Hashlamim.
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Relacher also explained his ressons for adding a commen-

-

ary on Sefiekot, doubtful mixtures and circumstances, namely,

ecause of the Torat Hatat, upon which he wrote his notes and

fcommentary, dealt with this subject in almost every instance.
“However, since the ShaK had already made a fine collection of
-these rules, he would be satisfled to add only a few more cases
:and just comment on the rest.135

The laws of Sefeikot which the ShaK had gathered were

printed with the Shulhan Aruk, Yore Deah, section 110. There,

thirty-six cases are listed to which Jacob Reischer added six-
-teen others, which he‘gleaned from Rishonlm and Acharonim. In
addition, all fifty-two rules were analyzed, commented upon

and examples for each were cited ff@m various Talmudlc tractates.

Reischer called his book Torat Hashlamim, since it makes the

¥,
Torat Hatat of Isserles complete.136 In addition to the com-

- bined endorsements {(haskamot) to the Minhat Ya'akob,137 there

is also a poem by hils father Joseph and a letter (or additional
- haskamah) from his father-in-law Wolf Spira., Joseph commented
on the fact that although his son was quite young, he was wiser
than some older and more experienced Sages. Joseph also

pointed out that his son was #ery studious, that he studied

o

#° 1351bid.
Su3 YanY NN, A1P%D0 23T B3 SMen P¥a nox 123

8% 1™y T0R 0TIvIv RIPPY *hK®? D3..AY D07 1°w RApURLD 7T v¥°p
, WTMEN 79271 K27

1361444,

137Tne combined endorsement is signed by Wolf Spira,
Samuel Hilman and Menahem Mendel, son of Solomon Bachrsh
Ashkenazi. ‘''here is also a lengthy endorsement by Gershon
Ashkenazi, author of the well-known Abodat Hagershuni.
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;y}and night, that he investigated all commentaries and came
fﬁf with the best. God was also kind to him, vindicating him
over his enemies, preventing him from disgrace and assisting
bhim in his rise to halachik recognition.na

Wolf Spira in hls special recomméndation expressed
similar sentiments, also mentioning Jacob's early start on the
road to distingulished Talmudic scholarship, but adding the
fact that ne, Wolf, was happy to have had some portion in his
success. Wolf Spira assured him continued support in all his
endeavors., 139

A super-commentary and additional notes on both sections
of the Minhat Ya'!akob were later composed by Reischer and added

£

to the first edition of the Hok Ya'akob. These notes were

~called Solet Le'minha, also Clat Le'minha Belulah Bashemen.
Finally Reischer's sop Simon commented on -this material and
_ iy

tried to vindicate his father in face of opposition to the

" Minhat Ya'akob. Simon's notes, which are included with his

- fathers, were printed together for the first time at the end
of the Hok Ya'skob, edition Dessau, 1696, 40
As an example of the accomplishments of Reischer in higt

Minhat Ya'akob, the following digest of one of his comments

will be given, Minhat Ya'lakob--Section (K'lal) #5.

138 japenin N1 031D RAWY ADDHD KDY DYILR MCYE $io

*POIbN @ %5231 4y *210,.i73%wa ab*hn ven Y2y ®Yw wybdl L, .0?3°Pp7

1OPRY LL.2P¥? wI2° K? 191¥a ‘0 L .o°pnbd 13n abyal oopoypa bRyl g
eeel.1718% D%27

139
> ATy D'HIY YT TinPhA DYR Jha3 L. .14 v (EY KPR wIn [pap
L12¥D 3703 DYIBD HYDIAC 1Y 15n ?TYY IZDRN ¥IIT AR L .13°nh3

lhOSee p. 64  in this thesis,
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Regarding the law of meat which was salted without having been
washed previously as required by Jewish law:

Torat Hatat :

Such meat 1s prohibited, as pointed out in Shatare -
Dura.ld4l Even after the fact (m'diabad) and also ac-
cording to the Stmak,ll2 Maharitil3 and Isur V'heter,lll
But the Bet Yosepnll5 writes, that the Maharamlhbé and
Roshll7 permit it and that the law is to rely on those
who permit 1t in case of great loss, Fridays or any
other time when no other meat could be prepared. This
is agreeable, but un%er normal circumstances, it is
pronibited. The Isur Vtheter notes that even %o roast
such meat over the open fire is prohlbited., This is
also agreeable, even though the Spa'are Dura brings
both opinions, those who permit roastling and those who
prohlblt it.

o
&
Minhat Ya!akob
1)Meat salted without previous washing is prohilbited

because 1t 1s believed that washing is reguired to pre-
vent the blood from entering the meat., Thus, if salted
without washlng the blood will enter the meat with the
salt and can never be drawn out again either through
other salt or by reoasting. However, the Rosh and his
followers hold that salt cannot remove blood without
the meat having been washed {irst, elther because the
water did not soften the meat or because the blood
made the salt impotent. All this is explained in de-
tail by the Bah,1l48 ShakKlh9 and TazZl50 and therefore,

1u18ee ft.nt.123 in this thesis.

1u2Isaac ben Joseph of Corbéil, Publ. 1277,
1h3Josepn oen Moses of Trani, Venice, 16L5G.
lhlisee tt.nt. 19t in tnis thesis.,

1u5Josepn Caro, 1L88-1575,

46Rabbi Meir of Rothenburg, 1215-1293.

1h7Rabbi Asher oen Jehiel, 1250-1327.
1485ee £t.nt.161 1n this thesis.
149see rt.nt. ¥  in this thesis.
150see rt.nt. 1 in this thesis.
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* Yone may permit tne meat by means of a second washing

" and salting. Therefore, when Caro and Isserles rely
in special cases on those who permit the ‘meat, they
must require a second washing and salting of the
meat. This 1s_glso the opinion of the SheK. Bus
the Maharshall®! and the 0lat Shabbatl52 pronipit
such meat even if tnere is a great loss, and the Ban
also agrees with this. Thne ShaK, however, writes
that their words are not the accepted opinion and
not law.

2)Tnose who pronibit nold that the meat cannot pe
eaten in any form and this can be deducted from the
words of the Résh and Tur. In the Responsa of Joseph
ﬂalevy153 however, 18 written that from the words of
the Hosh and Tur it seems that those who prohibit the
meat would restrict it to cooking but not roasting
over fire and such an opinion is quite logical, bpe-
cause meat for roasting does not require washing off,
even I1f blood is found on it. However, if one stud-
les the comments of Rosh and Tur carefully (Reischer)
one will find that those who pronibit the meat will
also not permit its roasting., As to the logic to
permit it, I just cannot understand this reasoning
of Joseph Halevy, for toe prohibition is based on the
fact that the meat was salted without washing and not
because 1t was merely not washed. ‘his blood, enter-
ing the meat with the salt cannot be removed even by
roasting.
3)0nly if the meat was already cooked should one

apply the lenient opinion (s'diabad),15lt but not be-
fore 1t was cooked, since in that case the meat can
still pe washed and salted a second time. However,
the SheK holds, that the words or Isserles seem to
indicate that even if the meat had not been cooked,
the leniency of B!'diabad could be applied, and no
second washing and salting would be required. I
cannot deduct this from the text (Reischer) and it
also seems illogical; 1t requires, therefore, further
consideration and study.

1518010mon Iuria, 1510-1573.
1528amuel ben Joseph of Cracow.

153Josepn ben Hayim Ha-Levi, author of Mateh Joseph,
Constant,, 1f17-1726. .

154y technical term meaning "after it has been done' and
Since one must deal with these circumstances as they are now,
leniency is usually suggested.
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2. Hok Ya'akob

The third book of Reischer's was the Hok Yalakob, a

commentary on the Shulhan Aruk, Orsh Heyim, sectlons 29 to

;89 dealing with the laws of Passover, This book was Ffirst
Vprinted in Dessau in the year 1696, other editlons appeared in
172L, at Jessnitz and in 1757 at Berlin. There can be ho
_doubt that this commentary made a great impression on all
students of Halakah at that particular time, because of its
thoroughness, its profound acquaintance with the sources, and
its authoritative conclusions. Reischer always returned to
the Talmadic sources,155 quoting various readings in case of
dou‘nt‘,,ls6 and writing in clear and concise language with care-
ful and correct quotations.157

However, publication of the book met with a very mixed
reception. Reischer made himself enemies, as well as friends,
but in the end he was vindicated, for his commentary became a

constant companion to the famous Jewish code of law, the

Shulhan Aruk.158 pere aré some of the facts which surrounded ék

the creation of the Hok Ya'sakob.

Jacob Relscher contemplated a commentary on the entire

volume of the QOrah Havim of the Shulhan Aruk. He worked on

15540k Yalakob, paragraph 72, section 1.
T HT 172797 OH0Y K310 prayab cnovzin ooTIn bua 1778 793% Tran
Shebut Ya'akob, Vol. I, Teshubah #13.
PINIB2 KNOKT XAD 2173 NTKT R°20%B P35 RY 8B KT MR MY Gy nx

156 S0 a7

Hok Ya'akob, paragraph 172, section 1.

.. 1323070 X072 [5K TBDANAY CLRIAD KOYIA RIN ]9
ls?lyyun'Ya‘akob, Berachot page 55.

158 o0 BT JR2IVIT DYDT NUERIY A7)
Laws of Passover, sections L29-49},
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'it, it before 1t was ready for publication another commentary
appeared, similar to the one which he himself was about to pub-

159

lish. It was the now famous commentary Magen Abraham, which

ﬁas published together with the already popular TaZ.léO Reischer
realized that he was in a dilemma, He then concentrated all his
efforts on the laws of Fassover and his labours were rewarded.
ﬁe s3t11ll faced much opposition even to this limited treaties

for the following reasons:

Firstly, a number of commentarles on the Orah Hayim had

been in the process of preparation at the same time; some had

been printed, others remained unpublished. The Nachlat Zebi

and Ateret Zebi on Orah Havim, by R. Zebi Katz,lél appeared in

162

1646, The Eliyahu RBabba and Zutta by Eliyahu Spira, brother-

in-law of Reischer came next, followed by the Olat Tamid and

- 0lat Shabbat by Samuel ben Joseph of Cracow in 1681. There-

after, the son of the Magen Abraham published his father's work
together with the TaZ and with the permission of the Vaad Arba
Arazot (Council of the Four Lands), in 1692. The unprinted
commentaries of Relscher!'s contemporaries included a book called

163 .

B!'er Mayim Hayim by the author of the Havot, Yair, nd

159Author Abraham Gumbiner of Kalish, d. 1683.
160p,5viq Halevi, 1586-1667.

161He was a student of the Bach, Joel Sirkes, and must
not be confused with Reischer's enemy Zebl Hirsch ben Ezriel.

162566 chapter on Spira family in this thesis.
»
163Rabbi Yair-Hayim Bacharach, author of Havot Yair

and Hut Hashanee, 1628-1702, d. Worms, Rabbi of Mainz, Frank-
furt, and Worms. |
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ol Yehuda by Judsh Judel.1Ok
Kol Yehuda .

Secondly, éach author above mentioned followed his
;téachers somewhat blindly, opposing anyone who tried to minimize
;their importénce. In addition, Reischer made it a habit to
:opp09e new books, especially those which were of a summar; type
‘and which appeared during his lifetime. He was very outspoken
-oﬁ this subject as can be clearly observed from the following
remarks: ‘ <

| However, just recently a book, called B'er Heiteb,

Was printed, a commentary on the Shulhan Aruk. A4S &

rule, if you see in these brief commentaries any de-

clsion against the Shulhan Aruk, do not rely on them -
because they are not reliable. 6

At another occaslion, Reischer points out:

. . . and recently a book Kizzur Sheloh was
printed, in which the author writes that one must
not go to the river (for the ritual of Tashlich on
Rosh Hashono) on the Sabbath., This is without rea-
Son and proof; a pure invention. But certain ill-
informed Jews, when they see such statements printed
in a new book, even if one should not rely on it,
they will accept it as %aw. However, they-are not
doing the right thing.l166

Although Reischer was not a boastful man, he made con-
stant references to his own works in preference to other con-

temporaries.l67 It appears that he honestly believed his own

16u8ee K'lilat Yofee, Hayim Nathan Dembitzer, Cracow,
1888, p. 68. The money set aside for the printing of this book
Wwas used to print the Divreil David of the Ta?.

165shebut Ya'akob, Vol. III, Teshubah #41.

BrTUIpLa 7902 AKIN DR M2TH PR3 ?ID02,,,20%R KD 27372 b5 neiwn :xw
O Ropbo va k% > ontvy qanon by yten 31 pos BT I17RD

| 1661bid., Teshubah #12. :

B °ba pnawn 0172 nan PR Y% pURy .ov andw,, Yabw q13%p 0972 :1:pn1

TI00% *9KT 1RV 5K oI 1008 0573 2D JIRIWO KUY ATTRT..7P2 avgy

L2y 1°BY 1K%Y nabab 1y (20BN 1Ry
167388 Lyyun Ya'akob, Berahot pages 10,21 and 23,
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works %o be more authoritative than those of others and he dis-
:missed many Acharonim as just another collection of laws with-
out having consulted the Talmudic sources carefully as né
deemed necessary.

The first edition of the Hok Ya'akob was printed in

Dessau in 1696. Tt has an introduction by Jacob Reischer and .
haskamot from Wolf Spira and Josgpn Reischer. No other people
added endorsements to tne work. Added as a second part of this
first editlon, also printed in Dessau and at the same timé, are

the Solet Leminha and Shemen Leminha, the former by Jacob

Reischer, the latter by nis son Simon. These notes and comments

are actually additions %o the Minhat Ya'akob and Torat Hashlamin,

~ Which had appeared in 1689 and which had been attacked by other
“scholars. Relscher and his son defended these early works and
'printed these remarks at thelr earliest convenlence, namely at

the publication of Relscher's next book, the Hok Yd'akob in

'1696. Tnere is no connection in content between these two. parts

of the Dessan edition of the Hok Ya'akob and Solet Leminha.

There is also a separate introduction to the Solet Leminna by

Jacob Reischer, as well as an intwodictory remark called
'Hitnatzlut—-vindication--by his son Simon.

In his introduction to the Hok Ya'akob, Reilscher remarked

fabout the great fire in Prague 1n 1689 how all his books and
otes were burned and now Wolf Spira assisted him and permitted
;him to live in his peautiful home. Because Reischer was able
to study quietly in such a fine atmosphere, he was able to work

.00 hls comments to the Shulhan Aruk, beginning with the QOrah

3N

-
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;Eéiiﬁ section. However, when Reischér realized that Elijah
:ﬁfira, the TaZ2 and the Magen Apraham were Wworking on the same
‘endeavor, he decided to restrict his remarks to the Laws of
fgssover. He emphasized the need for elaboration there, since

many of these laws were unclear, with one teacher permitting

Reischer also underlined the value or his book by clalming that

of Talmud Bavli, Yerushalmi, as well as Tosfot.l68

Wolf Spira in his haskamah %o the Hok Ya!akob indicated

his closeness to nhis son-in-law and praised him for nis great
erudition. He also implied nis great industriousness by ex-
- plaining that Relscher worked onh the Hok Ya'akob even before the

:'Minhat Ya'akob had been completed. Finally, Wolf Spira recom=-

mended the book because Reischer was an authority on Hilhot

. Pegach and because his decisions were based on a careful study
~of the sources, Talmud and Tosfot. "after having reviewed care-
fully each Halakah," Wolf Spira concluded, "I was convinced of

_ 16
"Reischer's competence 1n this fielg. " ?

His rather Joseph called attention to the fact that his

Son overshadowed many contemporary scholars and that he was

168 70D BY..UTIP YIBL.,,.AVITIPA 77F IRTH2,.2PYPL pUI UK
*on vvr By Sun onnp *nYbi,,.aDThWO INTR ORIYNAIK. .., THRTAN WK B294%an
FPhon »927 qga% ,,.0%F778 N°232 301° Y53KT,, 173 %K% 1"anan ava o van
023 avi IK2 21°pD YRPRIY DD Awibw YIIDIP MRD. . YK..D°718 YIUR 110D
B93% Jip DY¥..207 %710 O°3°XD 3@ 10593 1°UNKY..XD1T 1A°%® 19503 a4n
Y BT AT P71 oa7192 09%0 TR DAPBY 12 Kxp3 KY D 1wLYDY nOSN hpna
hoan qws 02377 *w1YR fa290 vabn..bxawe 7ipn nabobi Tvosab, .nqnn
JN1B0INRAY *hYP177RY DO“UR N1%3M0 A"y
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the other prohibiting, tnus causing waste of money to Israel. "

i1t would include many original comments gleaned from deep study
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plessed with complete integrity. “pecause of his youth, we can
expect mich more of him in the future. Let us only hope," nis
father concluded in his poem, "that those who are jealous of him
will not succeed in causing ahy difficulties, but let there be
peace to the lovers of Poran, "L 10

As one examplg of' Relscher's commentary in hils Hok
Ya'akob, the law of Searching for Homez was selected, Shulhan
Arul, section #}32, subsection #2. Jacob Relscher's comment

here is on the additional note made by Isserles which reads as

follous:

It is customary to place pileces of bread at a place
in the nouse where it can be found, so that the bless-
ing over the search will not be in vain. However, if
one did not provide the bread it does not matter,
since in the minds of the people the blessing is in
any case restricted to the occasion when Homez will be
found.

Reischer in his note #1l} commented on the controversy of placing
bread for this ritual of Searching for Homez, giving the opin-
lons of many scholars and finally his own. He mentioned that
171

the Rabad, in his book Tamim Deim, Section 29, wrote that

it was a custom or tne women. The TaZ also said that one

should not put down Homez anywhere in the house; and the

Manarilez also restricted the custom conslderably. However,

Reischer insisted that it was a good custom, that the reason

17 Q%35 X¥I3 13°K,,.¥X 2PY°® N®2 47778 %331 Hpan anity
>2 11003 1ipbd 1P¥R MY GwK..o°pnob 3n 1°38% ®2Y %Y vy pebiqab
B*P*32 oy ..3%280 %35 8T 9wR bBY737a NRIP 179y nbyr Lxw . ,p0%9 v95
«« 1790 °239RY 2% DY%wY %ans° by

1713abbi Apraham Ipn-David Halevi (1110-1150).

172Jacob Weil, Responsa Hanav, 1610,

\
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was the fact that one would search more carefully in the entire
house, since there was Homez lying about, and above all Reischer
concluded, one must not disregard a custom in Israel.173
| Becanse of his eritical attitude to contemporaries,

Reischer's new book, the Hok Xalakob, was harshly criticized.

There was first Rabbi Joseph ben David of Breslau, who in nis
pook Hok loseph opposed Reischer in almost every decision.lfu
Because of this hostile attitude, Reischer was very angry, es-

pecially since Joseph named nis work in the same manner as

Reischer. Tne Hok Yosepn appeared particularly violent when

Reischer was accused of attacking or dismissing the opinions of

Ban, TaZ, ShaX, and Magen Abraham. Tne second opponent, Rabbi

Zebl Katz, seemed to disagree with Reischer in hig book Ateret
Zebi, for the same reasons. Finally, Rabbi Johanan of Mezeritz,
in his Qrah Mishor consistently disagreed with Jacob Reischer,

Other characteristics of the Hok Ya'akob ecan be noted

with some regularity. He did not use Mysticism (Cabbalan) as

basis for Jewish law as did other authors.l(5 Reischer opposed
Cabbalah and was particularly outspoken on this subject when he

discussed the laws of Counting the Omep, Lo Reischer, many

A —

173see How Ya'lakob, section #132, note #1l,

17hThis vook alse deals with the laws or Passover just
a8 Relscherts, published in 1730 probably ror the sole aim of
Opposing Reischer. -

175E1iatu Rabbs and Magen Abranam,
176, 5
H : :
ok Xalakob, S 3 401959 o5k 182 29%Pn ncwny

Other comments: Ivvun Ya'akob, (1)Becharot 28, (2) becharot 33,
(1) nbnﬁJEgéTTTTTTTHh 12 D2°332 1pann
(2) na%sn Ao nI3w? IRa 219pn mtwans R21,.797 %7 .
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gimes, would oppose tne Qlat Tamid,lr? Magen Abranam and Bet

snemuel.lTB He contended with most Acharonim who attacked the

Shulnan Aruk,l?g but was very polite and careful when Rishonim
180

were involved in the discussions.
The controversy over Reischer's pooks and his many

enemies which may have resulted from this source of rriction,

demands a little more attention and clarification. Yho were

the parties involved? What was the issue? What language and
metnods were used by them?

In evaluating the disagreements betweeﬁ Reischer and
the three Rabbis, the pnrases used and the accusations made must
pe carefully examined. It appears that Reischer was more
violent and less diplomatic both in language and attitude., On
tne other nand, the three Rabbis seemed to have selected Jacob
Reischer for their special target of attack, even if their
language and their mood was less outspoken and less hostile.

Again, as to the malnh criticism levelled against Reischer,
hamely, that he would dismiss Acnaronim {later authorities) and
treat them with mucn less respect than earlier authorities,
this seems to be substantiated from the texts, even if he denied

it.

lY?By Samuel ben Joseph of Cracow (a commentary on the
Shulhan Aruk, Orah Hayim, Amsterdam: 1681},

Hp tgaon apye

pr
Shidlov and

17BSamuel ben Uri Shrago Feibplsh, Rabbiuog

Fuerth (commentary on Snulhan Aruk, Eben Hoezer).

Y1%% ®°bB hy7 Py IRI0A%.."H P"D “nph apy* pn LR PUD “abn apy* En
‘ . LRI N3Aw RYK
lfgSnebut Ya'akob, Vol. I, ‘feshubah #19.
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1801yvun Ya'akob, tractate Sabbath
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However, it was not diffienlt to £ind reasons for

Reischert

S apparent short temper and easlly hurt feelings.

First, his antagonists were younger contemporaries; secondly,

he nad just lost nis only son, Simon, whose book they included

in their attacks and wno had written his comments in defence of

his father. Tnirdly, Jacob Reischer had suffered many losses

during this period, due to tne terrible plague in Prague, tne

fire whnich had destroyed his nome and library, and the many

enemies wno nad made his life difficult for him. Finally, it

appears that Reischer nad physical handicaps to contend with,

- which resulted in g lengtny period of blindness.lﬁl NO wonder

that Reischer was quite irritable under these unfortunate cip-

cumstances,

Relscher replied to nis antagonists in a special

2
pampnlet entitled, "wo Fault 1s 3o pe Found with Jacob."l6

He f'irst took issue with Rabbi Zebi Hirsch Katgz, Relscher

claimed that ne was not an autnority on Jewish law at all and

that it was suspected, that most of nis material had been taken

from the works of nig late Father. Jacob Relscher, in dismiss-

ing Katz's attacks added other accusations elsewhere.l§3

Relscher concluded nis angry remarks oy saying that even

the language of Katz was faulty with mistakes 4in syntax and

; —
ltlSee Chapter > Reischer in Prague.

182First time printed in Shebut Yat
1789, now added to Shebut Ya'akob usugll
of the book, as in Lemberg edition, 1897

183

akob, Vol., ITi, Metz,
y at the very beginning

-

Reischer's introd. Shebut‘Ya'akob, Vol., III.
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'gramﬁars while his own language wss so clear, that even chilldren
would understand it. He also showed his replies to colleagues
and students who praised the work highly. Anyone who saw these
replies and the clear reasoning employed and failed to accept
them, should not be called a judge, Reischer felt.ldu

It must be admitted that Rabbi Zebi ben Ezriel Katsz,
the author of the Ateret Zebi, a commentary on the Hoshen Mishpat -
of the Shulhan Aruk, opposed Reischer in his very first state-

ment to section #L8B2. However, he did it in a mild and accept=-

18
able manner. The Hoshen Mishpat stated: > "Phe Jewish Court

of today does not display a staff, leather stripe or Shofar."

The Ateret Zebi commended:186

In the Responsa Shebut Ya'akob (Reischer) it is
stated that if a court desired to display 1it, 1t was
permitted, based on Rab Hail Gaon's permission. It
appears to me (Ateret Zebi) that 1t is pronibited

and no Court today should be permitted to display
such implements,

The second Rabbi who seemed antagonistic to Reischer and

his works was Johanan of Mezeritz.laY He leveled his criticism

18h141q

St ——

-

R? ®1°% 9gn o9 1*8T 2%% *navwn ngqevw ™7 %o
LRI RINY

185Hosnen Mishvat, Section 32.

186Ateret Zebl, Note 1. .
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187A1s0 known as Johanan ben Meir Kremnitzeér of Kalish,
author of Orah Mishor. He wrote two books by the same name.
One was a commentary on Isserles! Darke Moshe, on Tur Yoreh
Deah, Sulzbach 1692, in which he attacks Reischer,” The other

Orsh Mishor was a comméntary to the Talmudic tractate Nazir,
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. 1868
againSt Jacob Reischer for disagreeing with Moses Isserles,

gnd he was unable to understand how Simon Reischer could accuse
the ShaK of having made a mistake and written carelessly.189
Relscher in his reply was not as polite as his antagonist.
In his pamphlet, "Lo Hibit," he claimed that Johanan's remarks
indicated that he never saw the light of Jewish learning and
scholarship. "I was not certain whether I should answer him at ‘e
all," Heischer asserted, "since King Solomon told us not to
argue with a fool,"190
It seems that Relscher was especially provoked because
Johanan had humiliated Reischer's only son, Simon. Reischer was
obliged to further criticize Johanan for correcting texts in
various books without sufficlent proof. More authorities and
more ancient texts should have been consulted before emendation
should have taken place Reischer asserted, He also remarked
that his son Simon reproached Johanan for having corrected the

text in the Issur Vehetterlgl without sufficient justification.

It is interesting to note in this connection how father

1880rah Mishor, Mahadura Batra, commentary on Darke Moshe
of Yoreh Deah, section 1, paragraph 3.

"R “'0 Upap "o avana 13°2% NYYT wen Yy acwa i pYo vabn up apy* pna
««BRT1 IRI2DY L R0 730% 1°pabenm Y34 nv3aw nepabena pYnni babpad kb9
189 e INTT PTIAR DTANID 1927 10079

Ibid., section 57, paragraph 3. .
qwa van Py apab 1% aPebm o ant® 1%way nTRAN..UAY §Y anminbd jbwa
7y amapna KYw 2nD K19 RIN 15031 AmAwa: RBY D1 16%Y 421 A3wvw
N AS S HEE -4 I &1 4!

190 ' n 1"
Reischert's pamphlet, "Lo Hibit. L.3%0R DX..TDY0D AN

«aan® B2 1% Tvn 7D PR3 Y05 (yn Yr no%w oonn bR (a3

1glbelieved to ve authored by Rabbi Jonah Ashkenazi
(Peraro, 1555). '
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and son, Jacob ang Simon Reischer, worked hand in hand defend-

ing ohe another agalnst Jonanants attacks on both., Jacob wrote®

first his Minhat vat

akob and Solet Leminha and Simon wrote

later his Shemen Leminha in defense of nis father. Finally,

his father defended Simon in nig pamphlet "Lo Hibit." Jacob

-

summerized his wrath at Johanan by stating that ", . ., all his

accusations are haught, a waste of Paper and ink and all his

o}
words are nothingnesg,"1%2

Comparing Reischer! g remarks with those made by Johanan

it becomes clegp that Reischer was more nostile ang outspoken
than Johanan,

Which can only be explained by the fact that the

honor of his late Son had been hurt. Tne seriousness of thne

strife is furthep evidenced by the fact that Johanan requested
David Orpenneimer to intervene with Relscher in nis behalf.193
fhe third Rabpy Wwho entered into violent arguments with

Reischer was Joseph Moshe ben David of Breslau, the auﬁhor of

the Hok Yoseph, This anthor gives the impression as if he

Purposely wrote the book to rernte Reischer's opinions oh the

Same subject of Passover, which Reiscaner had previocusly treated

in his own Hok Ya!akobh.

Josepn became especially hostile when

Jacob disagreed With laterp authorities, such as Isserles, Bah,

192Reiscnept s pamphlet, "Lo pibit " )

1925 193see ¢, Duschinsky, Rappi p. Oppenneimer, Budapest,

°¥2 ab%sann ang 13ninnY pyby
3% HI021 1eD vyqqy 017 %45
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194

‘ghek, and TaZz. Joseph was the son-in-law of the well-known

- ppraham Brodie of Prague,l95 and studied for some time under
'?ﬂthe direction of Rabbil Yom Tov Lipman Heller of Cracow. 190
Reischer, who Immediately nhoticed the hostile attitude
of Joseph and the fact that ne was a special target for all
nis attacks,lgT did not remain silent. In his pamphlet he
stated that there was no need actually to Justify oneself be=-
fore Joseph, who nas hot reached the level of scnolarship. His
low level of achievement was noticeable in the two inquiries
made by him, which were just on a student level, like one who
Was never ordained.l96
As stated previously, Relscher was furious because
Josepn had used the same name for his book, "Hok." He claimed
that it was stolen from him, that hls quotation was Crom
Psalms and made sense, while Joseph's combination, Hok Yoseph,
Wwas nowhere to be found, perhaps sarcastically, with the idol-

astrous priests of Egypt for wnom Joseph made lawg of Passg-

over.l99 Jacob added another accusation, hamely that ne heard

lghﬂok Yoseph, section LBl, paragrapn 12.

..EF Yooy vnpb., kPp Lusaan 105% TNYIT REDI 002 YRON wend RYY
Ugd sec% 1 .
13k h% > ‘Bafagriph B JETDIN 229D TI1Y RBD. .23 SYa

L]
A ————

195See ft.nt. 86 of tnis thesis.

196Author of Tosfot Yom Tov, 15¢79-16E5L at Cracow.

19Tuok Yoseph, section 460, paragrapn o.
eoBY319mK 29973 By 3cwbw *h nchnt 0rIqanxia P2 By 1°WD tHaw *nYgYn

Q
19%Resscherts pamphlet "io fault . . . ."
Trabnn 1%RD nidbre 'nv *nbRUIV L.1%°0°1 DOPDIBA DTN IR NUIKD axa &Y
o0 IRTITY ¥2A0 RYO

1991p14.
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fhat all the comments and quotations in this book were taken
from other authors.

By comparing the remarks of the two litigants, one must
admit that Josepn consisteqtly attacked Reischer, but that he
was never impolite or pérsonal about it. One reels that only
Reischer attacked on s personal basis and that some of nis
sharp comments and critieism appear unwarranted, unless there
were other reasons that were unknown.

Despite these three Rabbis and their opposition to the
Hok Ya'akob, Reischer'!s work on Passover became very popular
even during his lifetime. Lnus a second edition was printed
in Jesnitz in 172). There is an interesting introduction by
one called Nahman ben Yeniel Michel,eoo Who praised Reischer
and nis book most bProfoundly. He stated that his students

insisted that ne would reprint the Holk Ya'akob, and although

he intended to publish a book of nis own authorsnip, ne decigded
finally to sacrifice his book for Relscher's, since the latterts
had attained such great popularity.201

Nahman claimed, however, to nave improved the printeg

text of the Hok Yalakob, since Reischer was known never to

have left nis house of study even for the supervision of the

Printing of his own books, while Nahman was skilled with the

———

7 200Rabbi Nahman ben Yehiel Michel of Dessau, Rabbi of
Halle and Dayyan of Leipzig during the "messe.! Sae introd,
%o nok Yalakeb, Jesnitz, 172l,

2Ollntrod. by Nahman.

eesRN2 APYR MDRY °39°%7 vaivep n*1*2bnh NIMEBAY n1anyn a1by

kD32 1nw noa41vanpa bya T1X27 27 107p ?4927 BTa%3nM0 SnYRa twsa Dinx
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pen.202 Finally, Nahman assured the reader that ne added some
new material to the book and that those places were carefully

marked by him,<03

g) Sefer Solet Leminha and Shemen Leminhas--

-

At the end of the Hok Ya'akob another book ot Reischer's

i1s added, which is actually two books in one. Tne first,

Solet Leminna, by Jacob Reischer, elaborates and defends his

earlier work the Minhat Ya'skob and Torat ﬁashiamim; the

second, Shemen TLeminha, by Simon Reischer, is intended to

support hils father and assist in his vindication over his
adversaries. In the first edition, Dessau, 1696, the remarks
of Jacob are in ordinary print, while nis son's are in bold

print, added to eacn sectlion of the Solet Leminha where Simon

had something to add. Thus it gives the appearance of a come
plete unis.
In his introduction,eoh Jacob remarked that after the

Minhat Ya!akob had appeared, other books containing similar

information (Isur Venetter) were published, such as the

works, Bet Hillel, Shaar Epnraim and Pipri n‘adasn.ao5 Some of

these Reischer ascertained, did not see his book Minhat Ya'akob,

and thus made statements which Reischer revealed long bpefore

2021p44.
eseeses TNYID 2°T% OPDD RY

2031p14.
204Reischer's introd. to Soleb Leminna, Dessau, 1696,

205Hi11el Ben Naftali Hertz, Denenfurt, 1691,
Ephraim nakonen, Sulzbach, 1688.
Hezekiah Di Silva, Amsterdam, 1710.

(=)
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them; or they had accepted opinions, which Reischer had proved

Wrong énd dismissed long ago. Reischer also indicated that

- 206
Simon nad found some pages of 2 book called Torat Haasham, 0

by Yom Tov Lipman Heller, a relative or Simon's father-in-1law,
Hayim Friedlander. Reiscner relt that this also needed eluci-
dation., Finally, Relscher came to realize that some of nis

own remarks in nis Minhat ¥a'skob were too brief and difficult

for young Rabpis to understand. Above all, Reischer insisted
that ne nad to answer the attacks of the suthor of the Orah
Mishor, who repudiated nis remarks without ever reguesting
Relscher's personal interpretation. TReischer also mentioned

tnat Simon, who had received his early training from nim snd

from his pook Minhat Ya'akob, urged him to defend this work

against the unjust accusations of the Orah Mishor.

Simon Reischer in his introduction to his Shemen
Leminha polnted out that though he was véry young and should
not have entered the controversy of Torah, yet because he re-
ceived his early training from his father and because he had
complete confidence in his teaching, he felt compelled to rise
to his defence.go7 Simon concluded that he had more confi-
dence %oo, because he recited many of -his comments before
important teachers and Rabbis who praised his remarks and

acknowledged them as being correct.

206Gommentary on Isserles! Torat Hatat, 3 vols.

207Reischer's introd. to Shemen Leminha.
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3. The Responsa Collection Shebut Ya'akob

a) Vols. T and IT:--

Reischer's opus magnum was the Shebut Yalakob, a publi-

cation of his correspondence (questions and answers) which he
carried on with all parts of Hurope, and which he collected
and edited very carefully and in detail, before printing it.
An analysis of his style and method of treatment will be given

in the next chapter.208 It will suffice here to say that

Reischer wrote concisely and yet fully, plainly but beautifully,

and that he was generally respectful and considerate of the

opinions of others, but at the same time authoritative., He was
go well oriented in the Talmadic sources and Rishonim thet even
the greatest scholars seldom opposed him.

There are altogether three separate volumes of the

Shebut Ya'akob. The first cne was published in 1710 at Halle,

again in 1719 in Offenbach, and finally in 1789 in Metz.

It is interesting to note that the last dated Responsum in the
first volume is from 1707.209 The book was arranged according
to the four sections of the Shulhan Aruk.zlo

Reischer, in his introduction, gave a paritial suto-

biography, which is a fine description of his own personalilty

208For Some examples in full see Appendix at end of
thesis,

209 hebut Yalakob, Vol. I, Teshubah #97,
Case of widow orf Hamburg, dated Elul 10, 1707.

21oThe four sections are: Orsh Havim, Yoreh Deah,
Eben Hoezer, and Hoshen Mishpat. HRelscher's Responsa is ¢
divided as follows: Teshuvot 1-42; }3-91; 92-132; 133-182.
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and feelings., He said:
I am a humble man and do not publish g{ works for
the sake of honor or self~glorification.<ll T shall
never refute the arguments and opinions of either Rish-
onim or Acharonim, although sometimes I cannot under-
stand them. However, in tgat case I blame myself
rather than accusing them.<le
Relscher also lashed out against the young Rabbls of
his time who must have criticized him for his authoritative
style and his attacks on their beloved masters of Halakah, the
Shek, TaZ, and Bah. He stated that he was not like the young
Rabbis who were filled with pride, who would tell untruths and
were neither learned nor God-fearing.213

The first volume of Reischer's Shebut Ya!akob contalned

182 responsa. He explained the reason for the number 182, be-
cause of its numerical letter-value of the word Ya'akob-~yud,

ayin, kuf, beit, Furthermore, it was named Shebut Yal'akob to

refer %o the sentence "And He will return the captives of Jacob

to Zion in joy."elh

2llApparently he had been accused of this by others.

212peischerts introd. to Shebut Ya'akob, Vol. I.

abelna L., ax%531 ApINN 772 *haYn ®% nbiyn WO, AKX OR3 *2 R9Y
KON Py DbINUR DUDYAYPY AKX AYIN DOITANKI O2I10KT YHIT3 by q39b
213 .o IRTIVA *n¥ya *n*on
Ibid.
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2
1uThis 1s not a Biblical quotation. Some similar
Sentences are found in the Bible as. follows:

Jeremiash 30,18

Ezeki el 39’ 25

Psalms 85,2

It seems that Reischer might refer to some Piyutim either of
Sukkoth-- . 2PY? ?P0R N12V 21wNY 31PA 2PY® LAV NTAW NYRAAS
or Selichot-- o v DT 1¥DY %3¥SLINY APY° AR N2V 2071
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Jacob Relscher received recommendations (Haskamot) to

 his first volume of the Shebut Ya'akob from David Oppenheimer

and Wolf Spira. The former assured the readers that Relscher
was well learned and acguainted with the most intricate parts

of Torah. His responsa volume Shebut:Ya!akob was excellent, .

well organized and ready for use. Oppenhelmer continued say-
ing that although he saw only several of Relscher'!'s responsa
which they had exchanged, he could tell that he was a great
‘man and well versed in his field.215 Wolf Spira noted that
Reischer's responsa were sharp and contained deep Halakic de-
cisions as well as original comments to Talmudic passages.
Splra concluded saying that Jacob Reischer was a great scholar
who was teaching Israel Torah and may he continue to spread

6.216 A further endorsement

Torah with no one to make him afrai
was recelved from Naphtsli Cohen of Frankfurtal? who had great
pralse for all of Reischer's publications.218

As an introduction and recommendation for the Shebut
Ya'akob, Vol. I, Joseph Reischer, Jacob's father, composed a
poem in which he expressed his happiness at having been blessed

with a son who was so well versed in Torsh. In pride and

215Tntrod. to Shebut Ya'akob, Vol. I.
13°p1 7173 °RAD2 A% JI3VT PIOM APDID Ay ibpann . »e%an 240 Inann
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© 1779303 TTMMD ]°RY JAIRDY ©PU 2AP¥* 3w, ,.PIHRY 20D

21 TAuthor of Birkat Adonai, Frankfurt, 1702.
218

Haskamah to Shebut_Ya'akob, Vol. T.
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exnberance Joseph then enumerated all the books whieh his gon

ned coupleted a2t that moment, nsmely, the Hinhat Yu!akob,

yhich cane first, and the others as lMollows: “halme ¥alskob,

Hox Fa'akob, folet Leminha, Shebut Yalakolb Vol, I, Pler ¥Yataskoh,
216

Btep Tolakob, ¥eshuot Talskob, and Mishoet Ye'akob.

Jacob Helzcher in his introduchtion fo the Shehut Yalalkob

Yol. I, pointed out thet he realized his privilese of beins
akle to publish books even before his ordination, und that he
was grakeful that his books were aceepted well., He conbinued
to say that only becsuse hils carlier worke were scclalmed, he
gonbinued with his publications, This he 414 not for his own
glory, but for the slory of His Maker, Finally, Relecher cxe
plained that since 1t was customary to add ericinsl contribuiions
of Talmudle studies and Toslot %o Hesponsa works, he would do
the same, However, most of this maberial wae destroyed in the
tirc of 1689,%70

The commentary on the Talmud appenied to this hook wez

B3 : called P'en Yatakob, a play on the letters aleph, peh, and

relgh which spell pride { "B} o ashes { 798 ) and which should
indicate that these comments ure only those which wepre saved

from the £ire and ashes of 168%, mat of vwhich the author could

21?&9ﬁeph'$ pcem——ihabuﬁ’fa*&kcb, Vol. 1.

b ik 9745, ,9%192%2 B9 oncusa ZUnpEn v q0uavs duUoe goune upre
ABpTY m%av obv,.00°P%0Y hY%18D DOD nRAuM,,.Q°pPnLD 19n DbL O TSNY, . 9vRiben
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“ga“ciacher’" intrvod, Zhebut Ya!akob, Vol. I,

™apvo puprakth 10B%5Y htiany DYN9ah HBUSHT NRTN (928 zr“:a *%%?ﬁ
B30 47717 D9, L 0%0RT3 N33 ALY MRS TAURG..HRIAnY vhozan b
BIR nova wqa0b ravpe gbr UMOP DIBAYBLY 9% nOn 2Us 0rqvap ir pestna®

"“?%ﬁ fepa% brpiab Pﬁ“?Em‘”?kﬁ PEOIIUMD L.739p TiEnb LB Y Y9IR0T ax
we e BTN Yo ocwumeR Y2 UE NPT N0 UYRLD nIe: fE,,T0banny oUun




oy

69

be proud, nevertheless,.

While the first volume of the Shebut Ya!akob was written
in Prague and published in Halle in 1709, the second volume was
written in Metz and published in Offenbach in 1719. Jacob re=-
marked that he published this second volume out of gratitude to
God for having assisted him in obtaining a fine rabbinic posi-
tlon. The book contained 188 responsa according to the name
Jacob, when written in full with a vow (% ).22l

Jacob Relscher, in his introduction to Vol. II of the

Shebut Ya'akob, eulogized his son Simon as a great scholar ang

pointed out his great personal loss. However, he explained that
in the midst of his mourning, he received a call to Worms, which
he accepted, although it was difficult for him to leave all his
relatives in Prague, Reischer indicated further that he was

not very happy in Worms because of jealous adversaries, and

that he was glad to accept the next position offered to him by
the community of Metz. It was in gratitude of this last posi-
tion that he was publishing this second volume of the Shebut
Ya'akob. Finally, Reischer remarked that he was not calling his
books by his own name, Jacob, because of concelt, but because

1t was traditional and based on the Talmud, Sanhedrin 93B,

It was also a great merit to have books named in ones honor and

through books one could attain an everlasting hame, 222

22lmne Hebrew name Jacob can be written with bhe addi-
tional letter {(waw). The numerical value is then 188.

223Reischer's introd. Shebut ¥Ya!akob, Vol., II.
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Joseph Reischer expressed his great pride in his son's

achievements, in his introduction to the Shebut Ya!akob Vol. 1T,

pointing out that Jacob's seat was among all the wise men of
Israel. Joseph was angry at Jacob's enemies, who sccused hint”
without reason, and he called on God to pay them according to
thelr evil deeds.

At the end of his remarks Joseph stated that his grand-
son, Nehemliah, was now also ready to take his rightful place in
the war of Torah, so as to fulfill the sentence "Torah will not
be wanting from you, your children and children's children for-
ne23

EVEr.,

In this second volume of his Responsa Shebut Ya' akob,

Relscher included some summaries of Halakie principles belong-

ing to the Hoshen Mishpat which he called K'lale V'dine Kim

20
Lee and K'lalei Miggo.” 4 In a brief introduction to these

e v+« 11T NI DT %2 AT L ,N70° K% wR 1% Inx obty ov

223  ..RADINY FTR 8L Y93 19° apnia *R173 7°2 nboIn 1RDOY
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137 @A ACDLHI 1D 75931 (%31 . ,.0b%p® phYLHDY DAY hwyhY onb 1n®
ee o 1VIDY X? %D 932 BOPNYY,,ATI¥AYT A7RY 19D B3 ®in > nnnab

22LLThe word Migeo is made up of two words min go~-from
its midst--see Talmud Babli, Ketubot 111 and Kiddushin LWh., Tt
is usually understood that it is 1ike an alibi for the accused,
Ketubot 22, "The mouth which prohibited, he is the mouth which
can permit." We believe such an individual, because he had the
obportunity to give a better answer or argument. Therefore,
why should he have told an untruth. Since he is using the weak-
°r answer, it seems to prove that he is telling the truth,
This method of Miggo has, however, many restrictions.
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summarles, he mentioned the faet that he intended to write

séparate books on these parts of the Shulhan Aruk, but that

he now finds ‘it impossible.

Seeing that my K'lalei Kim Lee have besn printed
in my name briefly by the Lekat Hakemah225 at the be-
ginning of Hilhot Ribit, I shall reprint them now
with my Responsa in full, as well as the K'lalei .,
Miggo of section 92 of the Hoshen Mishpat.226
k. The Iyyun Yat'akob
In the year 1721 another work by Jacob Reischer was .
published. It was a book on Aggadic passages of the Talmud
which had been collected by Jacob Ibn Habib according to the
Talmudic tractates in whieh they were found.227 Reischer made
a lengthy commentary on this book. Ibn Habib called his volumes

En Ya'akob; Reischer named his commentary Iyvun Ya'akob. He

stated 1n his introduction to the work that he actually began
his commentary as early as 1713 during his period of exile
from Pragne due to the epidemic.

Since I had to travel From town to town without my
books, I did not want to waste my time completely.
Therefore, I concentrated on Aggadah, and what I con-
sidered new, I wrote down.228

One can also notice the apologetic attitude toward Aggadah, the

225Author of Lekat Hakemah, Moses Hagiz, who is dig-
cussed in this thesis, Chapter V.

226

Relscher's introd. at end of Vol. IT, Shebut ¥Ya!zakob,

LiT2Pa h®a%9 niobn w9 9" By nopn wp? M8bA BUR 0BT 1209
.o+D"R2 27D "%DB 132 *PP3 [D%,, N3V 1075TA? TnIpR VY

227Tbn Habib, 1460-1516.
2283eisoher's introd. to his book Iyyun Ya'akob.

*327 Tip%® *a%%a shniv,.q27 XY2 tnrn buwab Roa,, TDIX %% 9D
.« 7173%% *% °"nany *nwInw DY AYIR



72

st@dyﬁof which at that time, was not considered important at
al1.2e9 In his explanations, Reischer avoided being compli-
cated or far-fetched. He made much use of his great knowledge
of Talmid and Midrash in order to explain and to throw light

on difficult passages. He remarked that all his previous books
were well received and this fact encouraged him. Reischer ex-
pressed the hope that he would shortly publish his third volumé

of Responsa, thus dating the Iyyun Yalakob exactly bebtween

Volumes IT and III of the Shebut Ya'akob, 230

The publicatlion of the Iyyun Ya!akob was delayed on

account of Relscher's temporary blindnesd in 1718; as he stated
in hls introduction to the book that he was afraid that it was
perhaps a punishment for the curse he placed upon hils enemies
in the introduction to his second volume of ReSponsa.23l How=-
ever, Jacob was completely cured in 1720, and he was able to
pay his vow (neder) namely to complete his comments on the

En Yalakob, saying "Ayin tahat Ayin, I am paying eye for eye. 23X

229s0lomon Edels-Mahapsha in his introduction o his
Halaklc commentary justifies himself as follows:

"D NIRRT N10%An THE 120 1UYR TInRhn YDOND ANy ORI 2330 NDRaA

nDonY ML YHTT NBLT OwWRE nRIh A0Mn v oawivtea 3% ®Y¥HO NER AN
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EBOReischer's introd. to Ivyun Ya!akob.
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Since God restored his eyesight Reischer named his book eye~
obpener in gratitude to the Almighty. The book was completed
in Metz and published in 1729 at Wilhelmsdorf.

4
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5. Shebut Ya'akob, Vol. III

Relscher's last book was the third volume of his famous

Responsa, Shebut Ya'akob, which he completed before his death,

but which was never published by him. It was published post=-
humonsly by his great-grandson Zalman Reischer of Metz.

Zalman indicated that his father Nehemiah had wanted to pub-
lish this book, but that he died before he could undertake thts
task. He, therefore, was taking the place of his father and
was not going to delay this matter any further. Zalman also
intended to publish two other books written by Jacob, the
Mishpete and Yeshuaﬁ Ya'akob, but never succeeded in doing s0;

these books have never appeared.233

In Jacob's infroduction to the third volume, he com=
plained once again of his enemles and how they had heaped
severe but false accusations upon him. The result of this
bitter onslaught had been the immediate danger of his imprison-
ment. But God saved him from this fate and, in thanksgiving,
he published the third volume of the Responsa. Since he was
getting old, Reischer explained, his replies would not be as
complete and lengthy as before, and he would restrict himself
to short notes only, 1ndicating his previous comments on the

matter or referring to some of his earlier bcac::la:ss.ayfL The last
W8

o

¥

233Introd. by Zalman Reischer to Reischer! s Shebut

Ya'akob, Vol, IIT,

4

23lpeischerts introd. Shebut Ya'akob, Vol. IIT.

1
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dated reply in this book of Responsa was from 1731,235 the yeanr

in which his father died.

Reischer's literary 2etivity would not be complete with-

out a list indicating the most lmportant correspondents with

whom he exchanged information. This 1ist will give the names

of the Rabbis according to the Hebrew alphabet as well as the

o

number and volume of the Responsa,236 thus indicating the widek

extent of Reischer's correspondence,

At the end of Vol. IIT Relscher published %he bPamphlet

"Lo Hibit" a defence against his antagonists.<37

LIST OF NAMES OF CORRESPONDENTS IN RETSCHER'S

SHEBUT YA'AKOB, VOLS, I, II, AND III

Teshubah

Name Vol. Number
Abraham Sascon (or student) I gh
Abraham, Dayyan of Glogo “é%“ 67
Abraham of Gedung 76,100

II 100,155
Aaron of Metz IT 88 '
A, Dayyan of Koeln T 95,127
Aryeh Leib of Cracow T 107
Anshel of Pinchow . I 107
Akiba of Worms IT 188
Baruch, Ab Bet Din of Fuerth IIT 82
Ben Zion Wengrovi I 91
Benjamin Kabri of Trier II 115
Benjamin Katz of Cracow : II 6l
Gershon Koblenz of Metz IT 1h,41,48,105
David Oppenheimer I » 39, 80

11 98

ITI 31,65

235Shebut Yalakob, Vol, ITI, Teshubah #100.

Dealing with question of Reischer's mourning for the death of

his father.

236Many of these respondents are mentioned in the text

of this thesis anhd further ldentified.

237see pages 5Sonéo of this thesis.
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LIST OF NAMES OF CORRESPONDENTS IN REISCHER'S
SHEBUT YA1AKORB, VOLS, I, IT, AND III

--{continued) -
Teskmbah
Name Vol. Number -
David Eibeshitz I 81,173
Heshel of Trier 17T 105
Wolf Setzel, son of R.Hezekish I 112,151 .
Wolf Spira, father~-in-law23 I 11l ~
I1I 3L, 174
Wolf Spira, stepbrother, son- I 134(addition)
in-law of Simon Itlich ITI 3l
Wolf Setzel, son of Ber I 112
Zanvil of Alsace I11 81
Yechezkel Katzenellenbogen
of Hamburg IITX 111
Judah Miller T 46,59,60, 71,
80,132,133
ITI 80
Yisachar Berman Halevi of I gl
Fuerth-Westofen II 185
I1T 137
Joske of Hilsum IT 3
Jospe of Ansbach 11 59
Jacob Segal of Kreiznach , IT 33,161
Judah Leib Katz, son of Nuta )
Rosnitz, Chacham of Prague 11 98
Leib, son of author of I 22,94
Shaar Ephraim IT 18
Leib of Phershei and Schwaben I 99,102
I1T 116
Meir Bun iT h6
Man Dayyan of Worms
{also Menachem Man of Una) TI 10L4,85,138
Moshe Chagiz T 57,87
II 118,148
Moshe Zanz I 107
Meir of Trier I 110
Mendel Ginzberg, Dayyan of Prague II 7
Nathan Eatz, son of R, Zalman II 108
Pinchas of Worms IT 153
Zebi Hirsh, son of Benjamin
of Berlin IIT 17h
Simon of Rosnitz, son of Reischer I 26,66,55,129, 155
Samuel of Fuerth, Bet Shemuel I 70

——

238Wolf Spira-~father-in-law and teacher of Reischer.
Elijah Spira, Reischer's brother-in-law did not seem to have
Corresponded with him, but is once mentioned advising on Gest
Procedure, Shebut Ya'akob, Vol. II, Teshubah £93.
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LIST OF NAMES OF CORRESPONDENTS IN REISCHER!'S
SHEBUT YA'AXOB, VOLS, I, IT, AND III

~-(continued) -~
- Teshubah
Name Vol. Number
Samson of Duesseldorf I 80 .
IIT 121 3
Simon Spira ‘ I 81, 88
Shotul Apta I 107
Solomon of Rotterdam IT 75
IIT 28
Simon of Bamberg IIT 61
Samaiel Zenvil Weil, Ab Bet Din
of Alsace IIT 119 .

NAMES OF CORRESPONDENTS MENTIONED IN THE
18 TESHUBOT ADDED TO MINHAT YA'!'AKOB

Teshubah
Name Number
Leib, son of Ephraim of Ofen 18
Lipman of Switzerland 3
Menachem Mendel of Hamburg 1
Mendel, son of Rabbi of Tribetch 6




CEAPTER IV
REISCHER'S METHOD OF TREATMENT OF HALAKAH AND AGGADAH

A, Relscher's Method of Treating Halakah -

Relscher's maln field was Halakah. His works became
famous immediately upon their appearance and have continued to
be guides in Jewlsh law to this very day. What was his method
in dealing with problems of Halakah? Why was his approach con-
sidered superior? Did he really ignore completely later author-
ities on Jewish law and ritual as some have charged? Was he
lenient or severe, meikil or mahmir, in his final decisions?

It appears that Reischer had a systematic approach to
his studies. The two outstanding qualities and traits were:

(1) he was not satisfied to accept an opinion unless he himself
had re-examined all the sources; {(2) he felt that study must be
systematic, beginning with the earliest sources available and
then moving forward, maintalning the chain and proper sequence
of the Jewish histori% tradition. Reischer would look first for
a Mishna or a Tosefta, then for the Halakic Midrash. After this
he would turn to Talmud, Maimonides and other early, post-
Talmidic authorities. Finally, he would continue to investigate

the Shulhan Aruk, its commentaries and the responsa literature

and only then make his conclusions. He refused to merely discuss
decisions based on summaries, halr-splitting distinctions, or

77
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sole interpretations of contemporaries.239

Reischer was blessed with the rare combination oi
having been well-read and of a keen and logical mind. He would
win his arguments by employing both of these gifts at the same
time. He could find a Talmudic passage to substantiate his .
point of view which his opponent did not recall or had over- _
looked. Again, he was able to make such fine distinctions in a
given case which his opponent could understand, but was unable
to imitate,

These two important qualities were recognized by his
contemporaries as well as by later authorities to have been
possessed by him, thus, making his works superior to many other
books of this kind. It is for these reasons that Reischer's
books enjoyed popularity among scholars and that they are being
consulted to this very day.

There wWere o&her reasons why Relscher was considered as
one having made special contributions to Jewish jurisprudence;
He was extremely cautious and responsible with regard to final
decisions. For example, onhce he was requested to interpret the
meaning of a local Jewish ordinance (Takanah) and the text ang
circumstances were explained to him. Reischer refused to give
an opinion, until he had seen the text of the ordinance in

black and white.zuo

-

239In order to substantiate my findings three Responsa
summaries are given in full in the Appendix indicating Reischer!'s
application of system and logic.

2h0shebut Ya'akeb, Vol. II, Teshubah #135.
' ABZY RAPNA JI0Y NISYKY NIAD OKSK WE Y A¥YDY °n¥T vebnn% vnvza &Y
\
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Again, we often read in Reischer's Responsa that he fe—
fusedAto give a Tinal opinion, unless he could find another
guthority to share his view in the matter, especially in queso
tions of Niddah,zul Agunah,gue or in a case where other a&thor-
ities held a different point of view.

As to the accusation made especially by the Hok Yoseph2u3

that Relscher treated lightly later authorities and his contem-

N
poraries, and that he only respected the opinion of early masters

of the law up to the Shulhan Aruk this seems to be somewhat exag-

gerated. It can only be said that Relscher respected the early
teachers (Rishonim)more tﬁfn he did the later authorities
(Acharonim), but he did not ighore them. This attitude 1s not
unusual and was accepted by many students of the law. To gener-
alize and to claim that Reischer ignored all later authorities
and that he acted disrespectful toward them, is an exaggeration
and cannot be substantiated.

Reischer did take issue more consistently with the

2ulLaws of menstruation were complicated and severe,
Jewish family 1life and morality were believed to be dependent
on thelr observance. Reischer's careful attitude is expressed
In these words:
‘ees IR 1I¥ vnY n¥*20°0 xYR nq°nnb °a% cax%d &Y bvpe
Shebut Ya'akob, Vol. I, Tesh., #65,
2Q2Laws of the deserted wife, where husband is separated
from her without bill of divorcement; or his whereasbouts are un-
known. Marriage and divorce was considered the cornerstone of
Jewish existence. The laws were strictly upheld even to the
point of harshhess. Rabbis avoided acting as individuals, they
preferred meeting as a group of three, with the jurisdiction of
a court, Inh these difficult cases. As Relscher remarks:
weofI3TAY 23%12 2907 ¥WIR? DMV AR

Shebut Ya'akob, Vol, I, Tesh. #99.

2h35¢e page 61 of this thesis, ft.nt. 197.
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following books: Bet Shemuel, Olat Shabbat and Olat Tamid, Magen

Abraham, Nahlat Shivsh, and Bet Ya'akob.gmL Jacob Reischer
opposed in his writings some younger guthors and especially
those wWho composed summaries, kizzu%im, without sufficlent notes

and sources, He was not in favor of the Perah Mate Aharon,

%
Be!er Heteb and the Kizzur Sheloh.aJrS Relscher was oubspoken

ipn his criticism against younger scholars who published books
withont sufficient knowledge for such undertakings. In his view

they were just bold and irresponsible or many times just looking
for honor and fame.2L¥6

At the same time, however, Reischer sought the opinion
of many contemporaries, and he acknowledged even their superior-
1ty, apologizing and retracting his own opinion when necessary.
Thus, he said for example2LL7 that he would not be ashamed to
admit that he made & mistake,‘if that should be the case.

In most cases, we find a healthy give-and-take attitude
in Reischer's correspondence with his colleagues, where he will

claim victory once and acknowledge defeat in the next case.

Reischer had great respect for the following aubhorities which

zhuFor the names and dates of these authors see page
Author of Bet Ya!akob--Jacob b. Samuel of Zausmir (Sandomierz)
first edition Direnfurt, 1696.

2h5author of Perah Mate Aaron--Aaron ben Chayim Perachya,
published Amsterdam, 1703. Author of Be'er Heteb--Isalah ben
Abraham, book on Orah Hayim, published at Amsterdam, 1708,
Author of Kizzur Sheloh--Yehiel Mihel ben Abraham, Amsterdam,

1707.

EuéReischer's introduction to his Shebut ¥a'akob, Vol.T:

B31qpre 15I0° WK ..037% 23 wdew g%y %p3 1998 0%3nTa WYHN3IT DD %71
...031%pa 23nnv fRIPI ARV

2hTsp ebut var akob, Vol. I, Teshubah #22.
..} RIYR *AABKT D¥12T pIYD 2pyr wHY R? TX DD Pn {17ov DIppAn
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can be classified as Acharonim: Joseph Colon, Chacham Zevi
Ashkenazl, Moses Hagiz, Davlid Oppenheimer, Yair Bacharach,
and Ezekiel KatzeneZLlenbogen.21*8 He criticized the I"Ta]:l-awshalgj‘-tg
occasionally, but on the other hand, he would rely.pn him and
base his opinion upon Turiats decisions.

Reischer kenw only one authorlty, the law of Torah. u

He bluntly remarked that he would refute the word and decision
of even a friend or relative, if a question of Halgkah vere ab
stake. He was true to the law and impartial.zgo He claimed
further, that some contemporaries had taken bribes and that
he, on the other hand, had never succumbed to this temptation.
On the contrary, he used to suggest that law suits should not
be encouraged at all, but that differences between individuals
be settled by reconciliation. He also stated that he always

supported the established court of the city, turning away from

2h8p shkenazi--born 1658, died 1718 at Lemberg, Rabbi at
Altona, Amsterda%k Haq?urg, and Lemberg. e
Hagiz-~see pages 3-le
Oppenheimer--see pages 21-25.
Colon--Joseph ben Solomon, born 1120, died at Padua 1480,
Responsa printed at Venice, 1519,
Bacharach-~see ft.nt. 163
Katzenellenbogen~~see ft.nt.96

2h93010mon ben Jechiel Luria, born 1510 died at Lublin
1573, Rabbi at Ostrog and Lublin.
Shebut Yalakob, Vol. I, Teshubah #179.
hbiTd X A2KRPDA 239 1398 ®In A% Yag BUrq ans wg* L Laang “53 bUpaana
K»T %931 P11 919 anst oty %93 naw 1% (hi3 13°% nivI¥ nomn 1R Ni9cwY
13*a%p &% n°Naabs annan® L13° 7%aP nav Pax n9xbnY YR nav oavw 13°n%y
M7y RPT L,.THIDN 17737 NBR3Y LBMPIAAD 1107 (XD Ty NObEN oK $II0 00T
250 » o 0%3270 TPy % XN D927 RYIT20D pEndu
WX ®%1 927 x%» 2°®AY h1R P54 AY ONc3wp S14a 1NN 2py*e nbya nanxr® oo
This comment is based on Micha 7,20, But references to himself--
Shebut Ya'akob, Vol. I, Teshubah #80.
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any.matter which would increase division or strife.251

} True excellence and superiority of a judge, the Rabbis
of the Talmud said, can be established by the attempt of the
individual in authority to seek the lenient decision in any
given case,252 Reischer doubtlessly qualified for this dis-
tinctlon. He always tried to make the law less difficult ;nd
cumbersome, unless greater authorities before him had made it
impossible.es3

Another reason why Relscher's works were considered

outstanding and more influential than others, was the fact that
he had a sound attltude to the modern problems of his day. He
felt responsible to answer the gquestions of his generation and
was unafraid to delve into new issues and render decisions. He
believed, for example, that a physiclan can be relied upon in
certain guestions of Niddah,asu as well as in matters concerning
the saving of human lives. He permitted the administration of

harmful drugs to humans, if expert doctors considered it a

Tlfty-fifty chance.255 Reischer also permitted animals to be

251lshebut Ya'akob, Vol. I, Teshubah #3963 Vol. ITI,
Teshubah #1110,

....5RTTY2 ApIbHR ha9? Ry 1o L

K22 RY9I2 ATYR IBD YIAM MK ALY 3K JO°R1 2pyCP npkw nav qvan3 1 2

52 LA2%n0

253Perhaps this was another reason why Reischer's books-
were quite popular. This aspect will be further elaborated in
the chapter on Reischer's attitude to Jewish life,

25hshebut Ya'akob, Vol. TT, Teshubah 476, ’
s eeaBAV Y20 ']"IE g*¥Xa8%v1i

2550ther Rabbls did not agree since the drug might hasten
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256

- psed as guinea pigs for sclentific research.

Reischer permitted the innovation of wearing glasses for
the administering of the Halizah ceremony, although most rabbis
required the use of the naked eye.257 For similar reascns
Reischer did not disqualify an aging priest from blessing the
people simply because he was unable to do 1t standing up as was

usually required; in this special circumstance sitting down
2568

-~

seemed to Relscher permissible.
In another ingquiry Reischer permitted the Jews to remove

their hats in the Synagogue out of respect for an important

gentile who had come to visit there.259 This indicated a

modern outlook and an independent judgment of Reischer, making »

his works more valuable., Some of his decisions appear as

current and as courageous today as they must have been two

centurles ago.

Although Halakah was the basic authority for Reischer,

*RIIN JIMTID AR TRIL 1100
- death. But Reischer explained: <. RBUNY *Bax poon 1é0ainn
Shebut Ya'akob, Vol. III, Teshubah #78.

-]
See appendix at end or *tA8s¥E1TT BY ATD T2 minb vaman o gy by

2560 thers objected because of cruelty to animals.
Reischer received such an inquiry from the son of the Dayyan
Una of Worms.

Shebut Yalakob, Vol. III, Teshubah #71.

257shebut Ya'akob, Vol. I, Teshubah #126. )
1°%377 fs2°nn %38 £°201?7 DD BYIPFY D%DAW ApA AKYIN YPYa 214p
«0%1%% *na My
2581114., Vol. II, Teshubah #1. '
MR 7233 WHK TR 0K 2TIH IX 429502 1753 KWIIT wiwh BN 7ab
2591pid., Vol. III, Teshubah #5.

1°% *%T1 17 won %x3°%9 K37 w'Sh DA%3Ioy ¥2150 7%0a% 9393 j°vepn pe
See also appendix at end of thesis. w212 poan
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he 2lso recognized religious acts based on local custome--

minhag,eéo as well as customs based on piety--chasidut.26l

g' However, the [former must never oppose the law and the latter
must not be considered obligatory or ever take the Place of the
law. Reischer was very outspoken on the subject of wrong 'customm=

minhag shetut, and made use of the well~known play on words,

+

262 - )

minhag-gehinam.

The only criticism of Reischer's approach to Torah and
life is perhaps the fact that he based this relationship execlu-

sively on Halakah, without due regard to moral implications, some

{

of which may not be explicitly expressed in the Talmad, but seem
to be implied. For example, he permitted Jews to trade with the
tanned skins of enemy soldiers by basing it on the strict legal

opinion in the case.263 One would expect here some reference to
the moral and aesthetic aspect of the case, which would explain @
that this transaction, although legally permitted, was however

against the spirit of Jewish law. Reischer did not add such

sentiment. Of course it should be realized that the severe

2601114., Vol. IT, Teshubah 6. )
eee RPVDOW ., A%100 BYY T01°D nanin 2147 bag

Ibid., Vol. I, Teshubah #177.

062 JBYPDY %% nivrond bax nbwpb 9% k% X372 Ye73nv qup

If the letters of the Hebrew word MNHG=--custom, are
read from right to left the word GHNM--Gehenna ig formed. This
was used to indicate that from an lmproper custom evil will pe-
sult, Reischer quotes this in Shebut Ya'akob, Vol. I¥, Teshubsh
#6. As to the history of this use sec Opop Yisroel, Davig
Eisenstein, editor, New York, 1913. There we learn that Rabbenu

Tam used it firstae, MK 90INY DT "nw,n%399%% ABDAT AY9 natend
2638hebut Ya'akob, Vol. I, Teshubah #89.

In*%9 RwoY SRAaw*b anvn ox +++DYRIIVAD NIIIPH 0°UHA NIRIKN ‘hyn nep
?y preny L, L.0%3n2 anipa 38 1°ap 1a9% *y3p T3y L. .nvay 1N oy
+7°080 RY %pab ononav

+
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reStriQtions imposed upon Jews in commerce and all other branches

;.of earning a livelihood, particularly in war time, may have
forced Relscher to this harkh attitude. However, the lack of
mentioning any objection on grounds of ethics or aesthetic

feelings is conspicuous in this particular responsum.

B, Reischer's Method of Treating Apgadah

Although Reischer'!s main field of study was Halakah, we
find him deeply lnterested 1n Aggadah as well. What importance
did he assign to the historic, legendary, and fheological dis-

cussions of the Rabbinic literature? What prompted him to con-
tribute fto this special {ield of literature? What new approach
did he bring to i1t? What urged him to write a full commentary

on the Aggadic portion of the Talmud, collected in the En Ya'akob?

After examining a goodly number of examples of Reischer's

' § Aggadic comments in his book Iyyun Ya'akob, certain conclusions

4 can be reached which can assist answering some of the above ques~
tlons. The consistency in his approach, coupled with a clear
‘methodology, seems to display a characteristic all his own., It
was stated <=3.21rlier'2611L that Relscher considered the Aggadic por-

: ? tions of the Talmud of secondary importance. He himself tells

] us, that he indulged in this study only because he lacked suf-
ficient books at the time as well as the tranquility to discuss
265

the more serious legal portions of the Talmud.

This attitude was universal and continues to be held by

20L1In Chapter IIT, Reischer's Literary Activity.

265Reischer‘s introdﬁction to Iyvun Ya'akob.
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Jewlsh Halakic authorities even %o our own day. Reischer, felt,
however, that studying and making contributions so this branch
of Torah would be a pious occupation and a way of serving God.
In his preface he indicated,266 that only significant comments
degserved to be written down and bpublished in a book form, and
he felt a need to justify the publication of his own book: He
stated, therefore, that he would only put down in writing such

267

comments as he felt were new and novel, It is also possible

that Reischer gave weekly instruction in En Ya'akob, and thus the

Halakist became occasionally an Aggadist, although this is not
explicitly indicated by Reischer.

It appears that Reischer did blaze a new path in Aggadic
interpretation in many instances which will now be indicated.
It is quite evident that Reischer, in his commentary Iyyun
Ya'akob, was usually quite rational, clear, and original,

He indicated-that all his comments would be slmple and
plain-~ eshat,268 and that he would refrain From far-fetched
and obscure explanations Wwherever possible.269 However, there
Were some exceptions in Reischer!s comments as far as plain

and rational interpretation is concerned, but these may rather

26 .
7Ib1d. e IHID*TY % vnans ee e TNTINRY MDY

language, idiom or grammar as used in every day speech is callegd
pPeshat." Any other explanation based on hidden meaning, rules

of rabbinic interpretation implied, but not stateg in the text,

is referred to as "derash M

209 Tntroduction to Iyyun Yalakob.

+ .o DTDAY P2UR Y 2IPR P9 n1RY531 n1%3Ti2 snobp X% *3
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prove the rule. The temptation for abandoning the simple ex-
planation vwas too great even for Reischer when he noticed that
the Mishnah teachers (Tannaim) emphasized the importance of the
number three. There had to be some connection between sll such

270 Thus Reischer said rather forcefully that Pesach

saylngs.
and service, Matzah and Torah, Moror and Loving-Kindness were
corresponding one fo the other.271

Reischer in his Aggadic comments relied substantially
on his great store of Talmudic knowledge ang explained most of
the obscure passages by drawing on that source. His method,
most often used, was to illuminate one Talmmdic passage by means
of another, as one of the thirty-two Midoth of Rabbi Eliezer,
son of Habbl Jose Haglili, Suggests.e?z

Jacob Reischer was most skillful in polnting out those

2707 yvun Ya'akob, Pesachim 109.
Based on Mishnah Aboth, Chapter I.

Based on Mishnah Pesachim, Chapter X.

L7907 73D,R08 18 1PTHY AN2IW T KX KD mDbH2 D%4927T awiPw bR RPp PO

271Reischer-suggested that Pesach was the equivalent of
Service (ritual or Temple); Matzah to correspond to poverty
connected with Torah; Moror to point to God's Loving-Kindness
for He redeemed the Israelites from slavery.

In Halakah a connection of two saylings by the same Rabbi is =,
sought even if the subjects are not related. This method 18%

‘khown as Leshitato. This conld have prompted Relscher to apply

it in the field of Aggadah, thus, we see the Halakist adapting
himself to Aggadic matters. Did Reischer believe that the
author of both statements mentioned above was the same?
Relscher is being accused of carelessness with or poor know-
ledge of the history of the Tannaim and Amoraim elsewhere,

See J. Slotnick-Avida.

272 PAGE Lk 9

The rules of Aggadic interpretation are appended to the first
Talmudic Tractate Berachot, the rule guoted is #17.

«TIIX DIFD2 WRBANDYT TDIPR2 WMHND T3IYRW “avDp

210y oRaya ovtvas nwiby b9y

nDIXI,Tin%An n3any Tivbnn by n911$1:11:;
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Talmudic statements which seemed to supplement one another.

Thus we find a passage to the effect: “One who holds a Scroll
2

of the Law naked, will be buried naked." 3 Reischer supplied

the comment which connected it with another passage, “in which

the human body was compared with the Scroll of the Law.gTh

On the Talmudic dictum:

Whosoever partakes of the Wwedding meal of a 5
Bridegroom . . . if he does gladden him, what is his
reward? Rabbi Joshua ben Levi sald; he is privileged
to acquire (the knowledge of) Torsh . . . .

Reischer, after having searched for a connecting link between
Torah and a wedding feast, finally found it.275
Reischer's logical method of interpreting Aggadah was

demonstrated most clearly in the following commentary on Hillel's

famous words: M"What is hateful to you, do not to your neigh-
1276

iR, 2

bor.' Why did Hillel use the negative form in stating the
Golden Rule? Why did he uol say, "Love thy neighbor as thy-
self?", Reischer answered, that this rule is followed more

readily if taken in the negative side.z?7 In commenting on the

273A11 English translations of Talmudic passages are
from the Babylonian Talmud, translated into English by Rabbi
Dr. I. Epstein, Soncino Press, London, 1938. This passage is
frem Shabbath 1LA,

QTuReischer's book, Iyyun Ya'akob, Sabbath LA, .
5 «ooN"DY bURI DIRT §13T BYUA...01TY NYD TRHIRA
27

Ibid., Berachot 6B, ’
Abid., rach «XPR° 73 “D 127 wITD2 XNURID abL nyvpPI 47h

2?6Sabbath 314, eee 7DD Y% NIART IDY TIDDY nzn 8L
e3P0 ¥300

277Ibiqg.
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"y s 278 . n
Talmudic passage: What is (the reason of) Chanukah?",

Reischer suggests that perhaps the eight candles of the festi-
279

val are indicated here, Again, as a comment on the Talmudic
4ex6:280 MHe wno habitually practises (the lighbing of) the
lamp will possess scholarly sons," Reischer quite oriéinally
remarked because his household will be able to study by the
1ight. 281

As an expression of almost modern thinking on the part =
of Reischer, which was typical of his sound attitude to the en-
tire fleld of Aggadah, the following seems to stand out. To
the Talmudic.passage282 "Terusalem was destroyed only because
the Sabbath was desecrated therein . . . the reading of the
Shema was neglected . . . they neglected the education of school
children . . . ." Reischer, in commenting on this passage,283

seems to have implied that the teachers of the Talmud d1d not

disagree as to the reasons for the destruction of the Temple,

2781b1d., Sabbath 21B. o

2790 thers had used the word of Chanukah as an abbrevia-
tion, see Maharsho, Sabbath 21B, who quotes Rabbenu Nissim, who
in turn quotes: "Someone wrote Chanukah means, they rested on
the 25th." Reischer suggested another abbreviation, eight

candles on the 25th. JN193 70 ,n1an cwxRT Yas: I

Iyyun Ya!akob, Sabbath 314,
EBOvaqggXa'akob, Sabbath 23B.

JOUnN 0733 bua 432 Yeatn

-

2811p1g4., «M30 Pr a%e%a yindYy jevI5® nv2 s3aw vvd

28211314., Sabbath 119B.

283
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put everyone emphasized the sin which was most apparent in his
own particular time, in order to teach his generation an import-
ant lesson.

It also§appears that Relscher was particularly inter-
ested in those passages of Agzadah which were relévant to
Halakah, trying to explain the origin or reason for wvarious
commandments. The following examples might be pointed oub:
"Jacob instituted the evening prayer . . _28& is 1% compuigory
or optional?", He replied, "It is optional;”285 upon which

286 that Jacob was free from the duty of

Reischer commented
prayer since he was always occupied with the study of Torah;
hence, his evening prayef was optional. Again on the passage
"Great is knowledge, since it was placed at the beginning of
of the weekday blessings.! Reischer commented288 that this
order of prayer must not be changed as some have suggested
lately.

Reischer demonstrated =zils great skill in harmonizing

h

«eN1%29Y N7DN 1PN 2Py

Based on Genesis 28,11 Qippa ¥inr3
Based on Genesis 25,27 81 UK 2p¥*

ZauBerachot 268,

285Berachot 278 §
. . LAWY NTINY NRTBN

286vaun Ya'akob, Berachot 26B,
LA290 827 Nw7 A°2°Y 12% TRABAR INTIAW APBRA 10 19D 500 apye

287Berachot 334,

.o 210 BWw 1992 NTTRNRY R3NP 85T P12

zaa;gyun la'akob, Berachot 334, Reischer is apparently
alluding to Jonathan Bybeschutz and his followers, thus reflect-
lng some problems of his time.
33nT nPBN 970 hiswh Ax3 2319pn pUwaIns x%4,..03108% D% 7092 nea
oss823909P
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conflicting statements when he was asked by Rabbl Gershon
Coblenz to explain the following paradoxical Sayings:289

A) Had not Israel sinned only the Pentateuch and
the book of Joshua would have been given them.

B) The Holy One blessed be He desired o make
Israel worthy, therefore gave He them the Law
(to study) and many commandments {to do},290

Reischer:

If we had not sinned, all of us would be like
Rabbi Akiba who was able %o deduct all laws just
Trom the passages of the Torah,

e

If we had not transgressed the Law, we would still

be in the Land of Israel and had no need except

for the Five Books of Moses ahd Joshua.

Finally, the Torah compensates for suffering; if we

had fewer sins we would have less suffering and less

need for Torah.<91

Reischer, in his Aggadic commentary, made use not only of
the Babylonian, but also of the Jerusalem Talmud, the Midrashim
and commentaries to the_Talmud.292 He quoted frequently the
Maharsh0293 and he referred often to his own remarks which he

made in his novella on various Tglmudic tra-:tctaaﬁ:es.‘29LF In this

289Makkoth 23B.
«o o110 DAY 0297 79%8% YxAwe nx nioed

PRIY xwp 8% RYnbx
290 cerreceeaa. . YTINTY OO &YX BAY jn3 /Y
Nedarim 22B,

291shebut Yalakob, Vol. IT, Teshubah #182.
292 LTIP 8% nav “o,,,*ab%wiqe
« HT NI2N2 b, RUTAND
«f 87 ni1d73 “p,..0%%5n vaphe

2933amuel Edels, Rabbi in Posen, Lublin, and Ostrog,
died 1631, He also wrote a commentary on the Agsadic portion
of the Talmud, called Chidushe Aggadoth, Frankfort o/, 1682,

29l
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~gonnection it 1s interesting to note that our Rabbi refers some-
times tc;his own collections which are no longer extant. Thus,
he mentioned his commentaries to tractate Sanhedrin, Menachot,
Nedarim, Yebamoth, Abodah Zarah, and Megillah, none of which
cane down to us.295

Jacob Reischer was fully aware of the distinction be-
tveen the literal meaning and the homiletic interpretation of a
Biblical passage. When deviating from the literal meaning, he
stated it clearly and introduced it with the remark:29®  Mang
by way of Derash I said . . . ." %o indicate that this is not
the true meaning of the passage.

It appears that Relscher tried to avoid Cabbalistic
interpretation in his Aggadic commentary. In rare occasions,
where a Talmudic statement would call for mystic exposition,
Reischer tried to lend to it an historical garb only.2?7 on
the other hand where he had the opportunity to speak out agalnst

298 -

Cabbalah, he would do so. To the Talmudic statement: "Keep

ww@.af your children from meditation,” Reischer added gignificantly--

295
«X2 AT n1372 “p..,,.,2°% "ap nv {*q7nab T©eTn

D
«33 87 NI372 ‘b . .,...., "0 §7 nmAD TwIIN
«T3 AT NI072 "2 ...,.. *a3 §T 07993 “wiTn
«73 T NI37M2 “n ,,.10ba° By ka7 nma® ‘wyun

290 1vvun Yalakob, Berachob 55.

' ee s TAOBR VAT 772N
2971bid., Erubin 53.
«« ATIRD NT® 2IUN GAKDTP OTR DR *2°%DY MWDK .. abdonh nayn

298
Berachot 28B. ee.117X00 2 B9%332 %313
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2
Cabbalah! 99

! Reischer tried to be exhaustive in his comments, giving

more than one reason for a ritual or a passage. Thus, he gave
two explanations for the Sabbath meals, 00 four different rea-
sons for the Passover wineBOl and many expositions for the
passage: "Our forefathers instituted prayer."302

One must especially appreciate Reischer's scholastic
honesty when he admitted that he could not explaiﬁ a certain
passage. In such a case he added: "It is better to remain
silent than to add to the spurious comments of others which do
not satisfy."303

Finally, Reischer would always try to teach a moral
lesson related to his own time and needs, while commenting on
Aggadic sayings. Bvery lesson which was applicable to daily
life, Relscher passed on to his generation. While discussing

the Talmidic statement concerning the possible exclusion of the

book of Ezekiel from the Bible Cancn, Reischer was quick to point

299 1yvun Ya'lakob, Berachot 28.

o A72P L..1%7200 {n

I have referred to another attack of Reischer on GCabbalah in
ft.nt. 288, I shall discuss Relscher's attitude to Cabbalah
again in connection with the Eybeschutz controversy, page 118.

300The three Sabbath meals, Shabbat 117.
1IN DTI TAID AUNRT ATIVO PORT AR PRawY, TA2pA,NAT T30 RI1TIVD ©hU

301Four cups of wine, Pesachim 109.

n1ata 1PRA3T L,TY2 hinch T Py apo® ,n109%p 7 Ta3,037 nakn TT T3
302 .71%70 nibw %

Berachot 26.

303Pesachim 5. SNXID K% NTY LYVNNBY BPAYE H2TN CATRY
«771377T0 DY SMPINT 432 K¥1°2 BA GRUDR OMY AR3 ane
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out, that one miust not destroy books today just becaifse sonme

L§

stétement in them was unusual, or difficult to comprehend.d
Reischer admonished his generafion to learn to be cautious
with the remarks of Rishonim and blame their lack of knowledge
rather than the words of their predecessors. He warnhed them
not to imitate some young scholars who condemn quickly.soh

In another remarkable comment Reischer displayed clever~

ness and great insight. To the Talmudic passage:305 "Hillel

gsaid, my son you have asked a great question," Reischer justi-
fied Hillel by stating that if Hillel had not replied in this ’
fashion, this man may never have asked any other question.

Hillel teaches our generation to respect any inquiry, lest
people be afraid to ask a second time.306 Finelly, Reilscher

had a profound statement on the subject of sickness and its
relationship to repentance and spiritual life, whenh he offered
the Tollowing thoughts:307

A) Do not consult a doctor immediately, rather look
at your spiritual condition first.

30hgappath 30. 13°K 30IDA MLIPD 2%1x...710D n1cab 773%1%
++ 7R3 31TPR BPUIR WD NIVITI AM2TD [wra xPe,,,1°773 %Y 1avn yvan

3055abbath 31, the question was very silly, thus Hillel's

reply seemed strange.
Py g e NYRY 1HYT3: abgw v33 LEy
&

3OévaunYa'akob, Sabbath 31.

JPANTR ANIK ANT® XY Y52 Ab ¥ B®YM2% TUBR QTR YRIVED nTp Tinbb wo

3071p14., Berachot SA.
1°0¥02 ©BER® 0%y 1°x2 1°710°7 07X AK11 BR

3OSGeneral practitioners claimed that 50 per cent of
thelr patients had no physical ailment.
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' B) Learn from the ph%sician, just as he must seek
the cause of the illness, so must you seek the &
reason for God's dissatisfaction with you.

C) However, do not look for any significance in

an ailment brought on by obvious human causes,
overeating, or exhaustion.309

309 vEwBY PI,.8517 °X 1 o nbwry napd 772 2490 abhv RY
170yD2 vATHY ¥BIN NKYI21 DX ,,PBR% 79% KDIIAT 102..71°w¥D2 nbYnn
27T272K "12°7 NOB 7*7I0° IbDxy Py xvanw x%1,.771¥ OYCED

Text in Iyyun Ya'!akob, Berachot GA,
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CHAPTER V
JAGOB REISGHER AND COMMUNAL LIFE

A. Reparding Jewish Leadership

It geems that a flerce struggle was in progress in the
communal life of Reischer's period, regarding the powérs of

the rabbinate and lay leadership. How far-reaching was the in-
fluence of the Rabbl in a community? What was the authority of
the lay leader in relation %o the Rabbi?

Reischer entered the céntroversy by trying to uphold ¢
the dignity of the rabbinéte,310 by insisting on the abso%yte
aﬁthority of Jewlish law as expounded by experts3ll and by
. iiﬁ underlining the unquestionable right of the local Rabbi to be
i;g the only one to declde all questions involving Jewish 1aw.312
’ A% the same time, however, he recognized the need and place for

313

lay leadership, but he pleaded for an intelligent and learned

3lOShebut Ya'akob, Vol. I, Tesh. #87.

BNPONTA BY3°77 OK1IA 173¥2 PO 121% 1?1K% ]°K AFR (nTaw D°019H Pak
Tesh. #11, *"9°732 71¥y2% 27871 837 *3pa #9%0 nivanb pYIRTn Ao
77097902 HA3179 8% *RY 07BOR T nbn Tiad 1wyany %P niarTn anha

LUUD k% ntn THRT
3Ml1p14., Tesh. #87. Relscher reminded the lay leaders

of the Talmudic opinion (Sabbath 1144),
e e 1220 Y39 MNIR JUPRIVE AT N12%R PP D3ITD INIK 1?2DDY AL 1A7OK

3121014,

313 ...039 Y382 7327 nhihin® 0TI2°T0 fbY Dhprnul
Thid., Tesh. #T7h. Reischer also mentioned that he
discussed this question in his Torat Hashlamim.
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Relscher fought relentlessly agalnst

31k

gny form of intimidation of Rabbis by rich and influential

Jews.3l5 At the same time Reischer was also critical towards

. Rebbis and he urged them to lncrease their knowledge and improve

thelr actions.316

Jacob Relscher was convinced that the dignity and res-
pect for the rabbinate should be upheld under all circumstances,
even by means of the rabbinic excommunication, the Herem, if
necessary.317 This did not'mean; however, that he endorsed
high-handedness of Raﬁbis or false pride., On the contrary,
there is sufficient proof that Reischer himselfl was a very
humble man, respecting most of his colleagues and fellow Rabbis.318

One is also able to detect, on the part of Relscher, a
jealous guarding of the Rabbi's position vis-a-vis other religious

functionaries, He insisted that a Hebrew teacher (melamed) should

3lh1pig
1°%x10w T 1230 Py 0343 1% *aRqim n%h oarex (9P naw) oYwa 3%
n11p £17 DYDYK DDR "WE RUHT RK 0 AR DIpD PO 1:51 127 1NIR
ee29%2? n%o%n 3 nNg ®Rpnat “qrabnn Yo%

3151pid., Vol. III, Tesh. #1L1.

Wi qpD 78° TUa qnk ey npe P9an avanoan “3290 P OnIREA 1RIRY
¥3% TRYT ONYI®Y woRe AYAY XIAY 71D I01DD D IR RTRICD PUPT VAR
ees 7N YT WnUDRY 77770
3161bid., Vol, I, Tesh. #l6. ,,.%7pa% auiay nqcnpiaw 2"3 3%
Reischer criticized Rabbis who gave decisions in law suits with-
out proper learning and qualification.
Tesh, # 19 e+« 70K [133020D7XIIND D231I0F DIX°23 Sap TR I19R
L2959 D12 BYTHARAD 217727 7R

3171pid., Vol. III, Tesh. #99.
.. A%onD 33nh TPA®Y n'Ab o“DUw TY 1D*INAPI 1nT3Y 099
3181p14., Vol. I, Tesh. #107.
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319 Th%g was only to be done by a Rabbi.

not perform marrisges.

Furthermore, a ritual slaughterer (shohet), who was unﬁilling to
k'

show his knife to a Rabbi, or anyone who challenged the authori?y
of a Rabbil, should be removed.Beo At the same time, he cau-

tioned the Rabbis not to abuse their powers and not to suspect

all shohtim of disloyalty to the rabbinate.321

Finally, Reischer made it clear that the position of =

Rabbli must receive public recognition. Thus, a learned man was

322

entitled to preference in a -law suit, a ftalmid haham should

refuse to sit together in a Bet Din with unworthy or simple
members.323 He also suggested that a permanent court of Rabbis
be established in every community and be in charge of legal

matters wherever possible.32LL Relscher attempted to restrict

~

3191pid., Vol. ITI, Tesh. #121,
1™ aYar kP 1'W23Y 1°wTP 1%3¥2 nvpoynn Y2 yovp poy % a*ac &% 1whp
R T-HR S

MaY 1170 137 TRRY 11P2¥AY AR 02 PIAALY PY3n R nmabpn %29 by a3n
M ! §éﬁibid., ol., I, Tesh. #Si[ elscher insisted omsq *33275%:h
carrying out the Talmudic law of Rabbinic supervision of the
shohet to all questions of religious law.

321 ‘ TBRI IR T¥ UM 19DK 9291
1bid., Vol. II, Te%%'ﬁﬁggun avene YXR 773%D 2171 ]*T107R:

Ibid., Tesh. #55. ,
veo1T3 PBRD Y%L K2 RPT GATY? 92N OXE aANDID BRIPD *hnbapy

3221154., Vol. I, Tesh. #1ll.

*an2 YD “ba RNURT Kab A°KRT ngp LU3 9% ,,.09n 9°bPn nNIdTa qraav pi2nv
" phop /Y
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3231bid., Vol. II, Tesh. #137. Reischer insisted on

5 .
he Talmudic reguirements L33 51 yvainsD

179717 1°7 J¥R RPX (Y2 2wy rbv 123y Bo3 y#y 1ruDND %0 nNyan “py b¥d
eesD?9VY DNW DY avITH °D
32LlE-Iith regard to city of Metz, for example.
Ipid., Tesh. #143.
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the'takanah bylaw against appointing a Rabbl who 1s a relative

by demanding that it must not be construed so as to disqualify
325

even distant relatives who have become candidates.

Reischer also became involved in the question of salar-

326

jes for Rabbis. The negative side had strong support, since

no reward was to be received for instructing in Torah.327
Reischer, when asked about payment fomea Pesak Din (Legal de-
cision) made a very Tine distinction, permitting acceptance of

remaneration for such an effort. He sgid,

. . . since Torah knowledge today has decreased
and we are not completely clear in the true Torah
avplication, therefore, all a Rabbl really does now
is to find a suitable settlement, a compromise, and
for this, one may surely take salary.320

He strengthened rabbinic authority by insisting that the offi-
;f cer of the Bet Din {(Jewish Court) could use force, if necessavry,
i _f and a rich and influential party in a law suit could be required

329

to plead before a court in a neutral town.

oy

3251p34., Vol. III, Tesh. #83.

320Gce S, 0S8F  seeese.. K021 TLUD;TINUND NTIRTN NVTIPY
in Reshumot, A.Droyanov (editor), Vol. II, Tel Aviv, pp. 259-300.

32743 shnah Behorot, Chapter IV, Mishnah 6.

. ; ves1%P%°U2 173%7 TP DU PDYAN
Talmd Bavli Kebubot 1058. ..y 435y 5ax y19% w50 bpiiw (™13 a313m

Maimonides, Aboth l who opposes vehemently acceptance of
salaries by Rabbis. However, the TashBaZ (Samson ben Zadok,
first edition, 1556}, permitited it,

32831 cbut Ya'skob, Vol. I, Tesh. #1L2.
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The top lay leaders of the various Jeéwish communitie

guring Reischer's time were frequent subjects of controversies
in his responsa. On the one hand, every Jewish leader whether
learned in Jewlsh lore or not, deserved a certain amount of
honor and recognition. On the other hand, if he was a talmid
haham, addltional recognition was in order. Furthermore, if he
was not learned at all, some Rabbis and laymen refused to
recognize his leadership and would certainly not permit his
interference in matters of ritual, Finallj, there were many
occasions where the lay leaders over-stepped their power and
used their influence and wealth to intimidate rabbinic leader-
ship.

There seems to have been a tradition in the seventeenth
and eighteenth centuries for comminity leaders %to have been
elected by virtue of their ability to contribute large amounts
of taxes,30 Réischer was asked about the valldity of a new
takanah,331 stipulating that elther payments of high taxes or
Jewish learning without such payments be made the pre-requisite
for appointments to the Jewlish Community Souncil, Reischer
anawered that the takanah should be enforced, since it was a

332

common cussom,

3301pid., Vol. I, Tesh. #7.

33}1pid. A Takansh is a regulation adopted by a Jewish
community for the benefit of its members. The text of this par-
ticular regulation was as follows:

R W bowa f319D a*acw ax on® ya1* qo (ncw X% of "nucqn® anpe xbw
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..ealD

332Shebut Ya'akob, Vol. I, Tesh. #7h.
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Reischer was also called upon to give a decision with
regard to honoring poorly educated Jewish officials. Could R
these individuals be given preference in being called to the
Torah 28 wWas the custom with other leaders of Jewlsh communi-
ties?333 Relacher insisted that since the.%gdividual in ques-
tion had attained such high position of Jewlsh lay leadership,
334

he deserved this honor whether learned or not.
Another interesting corre;pondence throws light upon

Reischer's attitude to Jewish lay leadership. Moses Hagiz

addressed a question to Reischer regarding a matter of disin-

terring the dead and re-burial elsewhere, so that another

relative might be buried in the vacant plot. This reguest was

based on a will which was referred to the local Jewish leaders

of the community (Amsterdam). After having asked the Amsterdam

Rabbi (hacham) the leaders permitted removal of the remains

(al tensi) with the stipulation that it be buried in Israel. T~

It seems that this was not accordling to the Rabbi's advice,

for when Moses Hagiz was visiting Amsterdam, he was asked the

game question by the local leaders who were not sure of their

actions, Neither was Hagiz, for he relayed the inquiry to

Jacob Reischer, 1In his reply Reischer had this to say about

his lay leaders:

But the leaders of today are not gualified to
give an oplnion on matters of Jewish law at all,

3335&38d on Talmud Gittin 60a. L. .J.1%%n CDans

33hpesnuban #1 of the "eighteen" responsa printed at the
end of the Minhat Ya'gkob.
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and their silence would@ be better than their speeches
in which they attempt to give ritual decisions in the
very presence of their Rabbis, It is advisable to re-
buke them sharply for this,
He then gave his opinion on the ritual guestion indicating that
no removal should be permitted at any time, except where it was
customary to remove bddies after a certaln period of interment.335
Finally, fhere wag the case where Rabbi Ezekiel Katzen-
ellenbogen of Hamburg (1670-1749) requested the assistance of
Reischer to impress upon a wealthy and influential man the fact
that Jewish law was sﬁyongly opposed to bribe, intimidation, and
influence. A certain Rabbil was afraid to give an opinion locally,

6

in a case involving a rich man.33 His reason was the fact that
all the local 1eaders'were prejudiced in favor of the wealthy
individual. Both Rabbi Ezekiel and Reischer agreed that the
rich person could be forced to stand trial in a neutral place,
so that justice would be done. Reischer agreed to make his

views known to the wealthy individual by letter, as requested.337
Reischer showed courage and sincerity which is greatly demon-
strated In this responsum. He was not a man who could be bought--

he was a true Rabbi in Israel.

3358nebut Ya'skob, Vol. I, Tesh. #87.
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Ibid., Vol. III, Tesh. #1l1.
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B. Regarding Relipious Observances

Tt was mentioned earlier,338 that in his treatment of
Halakah Relscher endeavored to find the more lenient cpinion
if possible. It appears that he continued this trend with
practical questions of ritual observance as well., With restric-
tions pertaining ta mourning Reischer was lenient;339 in laws
and customs referring to priestly families (Kohanim) he eaded
the restrictions preventing defilement because of health rea-

340 .

sons; in laws of soaking meat he showed special consideration

31

in difficult circumstances; and he excluded vermouth wine
from the prohibition of Gentile wine. U2

Relscher tried to make observances easier for the
individual as well as for the community. In special hardship

cases he permitted a widow to marry before the usual period of

waiting, 3 and ne allowed the adding of warm water to bho

-

338888 page 83 of this thesis.

3393eischer made liberal use of the Talmudic tradition
of leniency with laws of mourning in line with the rule:
... AR bponn *n270 adbn
Ibid., Vol. I, Tesh. #90. ¥
tees 1T 7247 %23% b bDTauTgy Q*vin OYIYA 2%
3“°Ibid., Tesh, #85.
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3411p1d., Tesn. #:58.
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ritual bath {mikveh) so that the women would find it more pléas-
ant;Bhﬁ Reischer permitted the painting of the Lulab to make it
look green and fresh at a time when the prices for new ones were
]L:moh.’ﬂoitive.3LLS In case of rain he permitted eating indoors on
Sukkoth, without requiring a lengthy period of wailting for the

rain to stop.Bué

Relscher was also against the introduction of
addltional fast-days because of local misfortunes. He did EOt
believe that one should burden the Jewish commanity with addi-
tlohal fast-days and restrictions, merely for 1oca£’difficﬁ&-
ti«es.y'?7 He permitted the.reading of the newspaper on the Sab-
bath, restricting it, however, to the news part. Any other read-
ing would detract from the holiness of the day.BhB ;
Reischer, however, agreed that there were some categor-
ies in Jewish observance where leniency would be out of place.
(1) When the lenient opinion would be an apparent violation of
a well-founded tradition. (This he made clear in his opposition

to the Prague custom of drinking coffee on the Sabbath in & local

3LhTbid., Vol. III, Tesh. #82.

eee1?8 D%3772 bY3 Sv2nnY {°8v bIwD PU3 yab
U5Tpid., Vol. II, Tesh. #28.
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3H6Many.expressed the opinion that one must wait with
Kiddush and meal even till midnicht. Reischer's opinion, see
Shebut Ya'akob, Vol. III, Tesh. th.
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restaurantg. (2) When the stricter opinion was based on an

old.and well-esfablished custom. (Thus, Reischer held that the

Hadassim of Prague should not be used,BSO and a wedding during
the prohibited perlod of the counting of the Omer should not
take place, even if after the 33rd Day, LagLBe'omer.)351 (3)

Yhen most early authorities (Rishonim) insisted on strictness in
the aase, or when all later authorities (Acharonim) and the current
custom was against the easier way. (It was for these two r;asons
that Reischer was strict with the butchers in Amsterdam who had
neglected laws of Nikkur which early authorities h;é enforced,353
and he prohibited the prayer for the sanctification of the moon

(Kiddush Levanah) on Sabbath and Holidays.) >3

Finally, there was one other category where Reischer re-
fused to be lenient, namely, when the leniency, in his opinion,
- could be abused, thus leading to a deterioration of the entire

law, (For these reasons Reischer remained uncompromising with

349Shebut Ya'akob, Vol. I, Tesh. #12.
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the duestion of Sirhot, and warned butchers and shohtim to
interpret the law of Kashrut as strictly as possible, since

they might be lenient for business purposes.35h He was strict

355

with family purity laws (Niddah), fearing that the family

-would take the matter lightly and finally, he was severe with

carrying a watch on Sabbath, thus preventing the laws of not

i
carrying on the Sabbath from éisappearing.)356 N

C. The Social and General Conditions
of the Jews at His Time

Relscher's Responsa can also assist in the study of
Jewlsh 1life, both religious and social, during his time, They
can assist in answering.the following questlons: How widespread
was Jewlish scholarship and learning at his time%? How strong and
pure was Jewish famlly life? What difficulties were encountered
in social 1life due to gentile environment, influence of Christ-
iaﬁ&ty, wars, persecutions and expulsions?

In addition, how did Jacob Reischer try to alleviate
the suffering and strengthen the hands and minds of the Jewish
masses? In what way &id his decisions and leadership help

stabilize Jewlsh communal life and thereby bring about a certain

3541pi4., Tesh. #105.
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355Responsa #13 of the "Eighteen Responsa" at the end
of Mirnhat ¥Ya'akob,

3508hebut Yalakob, Vol. IIT, Tesh. #£26.
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measure of inner peace and tranquility? -
There is ftestimony to a healthy, religious life in which

the entire community used to share. All of Reischer's male con- -

gregants could not only recite Hebrew prayers, but could chant
_them and act as Gantors.357 Jewish learning was widespread even
among laymen; 1t was appreciated and publicly recognized. Thus,
we are informed in Reischer's Responsa that a w%al&hy man made a
will to increase the share of the inheritance for ohe of his
gons if he would distinguish himself in learning.358

Reischer was always sensitive to Jewish unity and Jewish
securlty and was mindful of his responsibilities of 1eadership.359
In dealing with the government or ruling power, in war or peace,

360 Finally, Reischer acted as protector

he was most cautious,
and champion of Jewish women, defending them against all accusa-

tions.361

3571bid., Vol. I, Tesh. #6,
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at end of this thesis.
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On the negative side of the picture, Reischer indicated
that the iplluence of Galut, war and oppression had begun to;
make inroads in the otherwise peaceful and strictly riligious T
life of the Jewish community. Some religious organizations had *
deteriorated,362 people were plagued by collectors and were
tired of givifg to Wsgmlachin,>°> Occasionally, Jews converted
although returning to the fold from time %o i:ime.?’éj'L Finally,
Reischer's period was not free of the Mosur (the Jewish informer
who spied on his co-religionists for payment).365 The compas-
sionate Reischer pleaded for mercy with respect to the Mosur!s
children, if they were good. They should not suffer just because
their father turned to this contemptible pursuist.

Jewish fémily life was morally sound and of very high
callbre. However, because of constant contact with peoples of
lover wmorals, Jewish family life was also affected adversely.

There were cases of intermarriage,366 wife beating,Bé? light-

3621p14., Tesh. #72.
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Ibid., Vol. III, Tesh. #85,
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Probably while in Metz, See 4. Yaari, Pinkes Shlohei Eretz
Yisroel, Jerusalem, 1951, op. L79 and i93. Reischer's Responsa
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heartedness, such as mock-marriage,36g and illegitimate Jewish

children.369

-

Reischer was asked about s sén who refused to pay fqpéral
expenses for his father and who hadéto be legally forced to make
such payment.37o A brother requesting exhorbitant payments for
performing $he required ritual of Halizah in behalf of his sister-
in~law, had to be brought to court where it wés finally settled.3 1L
Again, there were evil sons of a Kohen who had disgraced their
family., The public demanded not only punishment of the children,
but of the father as well. Reischer suggested that the father
must not suffer further disgrace on account of his sons, but in-
stead he should be accorded all the privileges of the priest-
hood.372

There is evidence in Heischer's Responsa of the hard-
ships of the Jewish communities due %o unfriendly laws, restric-
tions, and even outright persecution at the hands of non-Jews.
One of the best illustrations of the latter is the question of

martyrdom, kiddush hashem. Thus, Reischer was consulted concerning

3681pi4., Vol. II, Tesh. #118.
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a Jewlsh community which was forced %o tranngess a law for
which Jews were required to give thedr lives. Several membérs
of thié commanity had the opportunity to leave quietly. Must
these people fleé and save themselves (so as not be accused of
sulcide), or must they remain in order to share the fate of the
majority in this great sacrifice for Judaism?3?3

Reischer carefully avoided a one-sided reply to this
guestion of gravé responsibility and Tar-reaching consequences.
He stated that the people may leave, since they were able to
avold the terrible transgression and live:; but they were also
permitted to remain and serve as an example of courage %o the
others in performing the holy duty of the sanctification of the
Holy Name. In the latter case, they would not be 'considered as
gullty of suicide. |

Other evidence of outrages committed against Jews during
those days is brought to light by the careful observance of s
fast day in the city of Worms since 1096.374 op May 18 of that
year, the Crusaders sttacked the Jews of that city without mercy.375
This sad memory of 1096, as well as the constant insecurity and

danger of recurrence of such outrages, compelled the Jews of -

3731pid., Tesh. #106.

¥y TPDEAT AX37 DX DD Pk nYaab 1°%93° bx n1Es3 Absn Y971 ORT1y
K77 2387 7107 nawy® BNk 190%° 130w 0v242 nun vIP? 1053 q10DYY
es N¥YTP 1DEY TIRD *MPD xL

3Th1vi4., Tesh. #6.
ses 1930N NITI BN°R KUO%DAN ND N13¥had 13inav

375Siegmund Salfeld, Das Martyrol®sium des Nurnberger

Memorbuches (§vellen, Zur Geschichte der Juden in Deutschlang,

Vol. IITI, Berlin) Leonhard Simion, 1898, pp. 3-12.




| 111
Worms to conbtinue the self-imposed fast day.

t There were also cases of cemetery desecration mentitned
by Reischer,376 and he was force§ to permit the burning of
dilapidated H;ly Books--Sheimot—-,377 lest they be desecrated
by non-~Jdews. A Gentile law restricted not only the building of
synagogues, but also the size of cemeteries for Jews, 8o that
Relscher had to decree that the uvsual required distance between

-~

one grave and the other might be diminished, due to exile

378 In addition %o

(Galnt) and thus accommodate more people.
these peculiar Jewish disadvantages, the Jews were hot immune

to the general adverse conditions of the seventeenth and eight-
eenth century. Two great conflagrations occurred in the city of
Prague in 1689377 and 1713°%° playing havoo with the Jewish
ghetto and causing great suffering and distress. Another fire
destroyed the Jewish ghetto of Worms in the year 1689 during

the French invasion of that city.>or

Reischer, when asked about the ritual of mourning for

378 ebut Yalakob, Vol. II, Tesh. #103.
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the -burned Torah Ycrolls in Prague, tells us in moving words how
he himself witnessed the destruition of untold numbers of Tora
Scrolls, and how he himself carried several to safety. In his
reply he insisted that Keriah (tearing of garments) was not re-
quired, except for the destruction by willful intent.382

The war of the Spanish succession of 1701-1713 caused
very: great economic disfress to the Jews, so thabt some wer;
forced to deal with the skins of the enemy,38? accept teéporary
currency which could become worthless o*vfer'night,381}r and trade in

* i
latter case,

stolen géods.385 Reischer was asked, regarding the
whether a refund could be legally obtained from the thief, where
the rightful owner had claimed his belonsings. Reischer agreed
that no refund was necessary, since the buyer knew that he was
buying stolen goods in the first place.

In the path of poverty and war, followed sickness and
plagues~~epidemics which swept through entire comminities.

Reischer was asked in this connection about the use of chemicals

86
on Jewish bodies3 for the purpose of disinfection; his answer

382ghebut Yalakob, Vol. T, Tesh. #8l.
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was 1n the affirmative, perhaps because he had lost_his only son

during such a pestilence in Prague.

g

It appears further that robbers of zall kinds frequented-
the highways and Jewish merchants were an easy target for prey.
Relscher was asked concerning a wife of a traveling merchant who  _
tried to protect her hﬁsband's life from robbers by giving her-

gelf freely into their hands, relying on their ﬁercy.BS?

Relscher permitted the wife bo return to her husband and con-
E sidered the transgression as forced upon her by the circum-

stances,.

3

3871p14., Tesn. #117.
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THAPTER VI

JACOB REISCHER'S REILATIVES, ASSOCIATHS, AND DISCIPLES -

A, His Son, Grandson, and Great-Grandson

Jacob Relscher had only one son,388 Simon, who enjoyed &
very fine Rabbinic reputation on his own account, who corresponded

389

with his learned father regarding ritual questions, and who

wrote a commentary and notes on his father's books.390 Simon had

great love asnd affection for his father.Bgl

He stated that his
father was humble and even after a clear decision with underlying
proof and documentation, would end his statements with a refer-
ence to further study and varification by other means.

Simon also insisted that the knowledge of his father was
well-known and that 2ll books of Jewish law lay open before him

1ike a2 well-set table.392

388, 5p» »33 Introd. Shebut Yeakob, Vol. IT.

389shebut Yalakob, Vol. I, Tesh. #66.
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3905tmon's notes on his father's Minhat Ya'akob are called
"Shemen Leminha" and added to the Hok Ya'akob. (See p. 52)
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Simon was First Rabbi (Ab Bet Din) of Rosnitz, Poland and

after this, Associate Rabbi (Darshan) in Prague.-?2 He must have
been a very busy Rabbi in-spite of his youth, since he apologized
for his imposing upon his father's time in seeking advice by
stating thet he had no time to give the matter too mich thought.Bgu
Jacobl!s affection for his only son was very great, and he praised
his ability and good judgment in his Rabbinic duties.3%° Jacob
attended Simon's Wedding396 and was heartbroken at the early loss
of his only son in 171&.397 : -

Simonts son, Nehemigh Reischer, was Assistant Rabbi of
Metz and Rabbil of Lothringen.398 He is best Qnown in Jewish
history for the part which he played in the famous Eybeschutz~
Emden controversy.399 The maln issue of the strife, in short,
was whether or not Eybeschutz was sympathetic to the Shabbethai

Zebiuoo movement and whether his denial at various occasions was

393Re1scher's introd. to Shebut Ya'akob, Vol. II.
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Relscher was also Simon's first important teacher.
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genuine. Emdenh and those on his gide believed that Eybeschutz was
a follower of the false Messiah; the friends of Eybeschutz denied
this vigorously and blamed Emden for inventing a myth to disgrace
Eybeschutz, who had been called to serve in the same commuhlty of
Hamburg in which Emden lived.

Nehemiah Reischer was on the side of Fmden and against
Eybeschutz following the Reischer family tradition in this mat-

ter.uDl

However, a peculiar development resulting in a complete
turnabout of Nehemiah, makes this episode complicated but very
fascinating.

Jacob Reilscher, Jonathan BEybeschutz, and David Oppenheimer
were all well-known Habbis in the city of Prague at the beginning
of the eighteenth century.ho2 In spite of the fact that they be-
came related to‘one another through marriage into the famous Rab-
binic family of Spira,h03 sharp disagreements developed between
David Oppenheimer and Jonathan Eybeschutz, with Jacob Reischer
siding with Oppenheimer Ok

It appears that the initial disagreement had its origin
in the question of final authority in Jewish law in the clty of

Prague. 'David Oppenheimer had been appointed Chief Rabbi and felt

uOIJacob Reischer and his wife were reported to have been
against Eybeschutz. See also Emden's book, Sefat Emet, p. 11.

liOeBeischer remained 1n Prague till 171Lh. D. Oppenheimer
became Thief Rabbi of Prague in 1702, in 1713 over half of Bohemla,
1n 1718 over all of Bohemia. J. Eybeschubtz came to Prague in 1710.

403Both D. Oppenheimer and Jacob Reischer had married
daughters of Wolf Spira. ZEybeschutz married the daughter of Isasc
Spira, a nephew of Wolf Spira.

uouAs for example in the case quoted, see also next
footnote.
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that his decisions in Jewlsh law should be final. Jonathan
Eybeschutz, the younger of the two, thought that at different
times Oppenheimegp's decisions were not legally correct. Since
Eybeschutz was, even at that early time, a recogn}zed Talmadie
genius, a c;ear and sharp teacher, and a very prolific writer,
he had many admirers in spite of his youth anﬁ fhe stature of
his influential opponent. The matter of disagreement came %o a
head when Eybeschutz permitited a certain meat after both Oppen-
helmer afid Relscher had prohibited it.ho5

From this day on, Oppenheimer opposed Eybeschutz in all
matters, particularly in the printing of the Eybeschutz Talmud
edition.ho6 and the question of a Takanah, a stipulation by a com-
minity not to hire a Rabbl who iz related to a member of the con-
gregation.uo?

Jacob Relscher supported Oppenheimer against Eybeschutz
in all these matters for reasons which are nowhere clearly
stated, but which can be conjectured to be the following:

(1) Jacob Relscher was against mysticism (Cabbalah); Eybeschutz

stressed it to such a degree that he must have been considered

4053y ebut Yatakob, Vol. ITT, Tesh. #65.
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See also Tchernovitz, Chaim, Toldot Haposkim, Vol. III, p. 239,
Also Greenwald, Rabbi Jonathan Rybeschutz, pp. 3L=-35.

h06ﬁraetz, op. cit., Vol. 5, p. 251,
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a heretic by Reischer.uo8 (2) There must have been some pro-

fessional jealousy between the two men, and it was aggravated by

the fact that Eybeschutz was elected to the very position which
was vacated because of the sudden and tragic death of Reischer's
promising son, Simon. (3) Jacob Emden, being the son of the
famous Haham Zebi, Ashkenazi of Hamburg, who was greatly respected
by Jacob Reischer as well as belng considered a close friend,uog
had at once Relscher's sympathies in this controversy, particu-
larly since the fight against Cabbalah was Reischer's from the
very beginning. '

It is therefore quite strange that at the beginning
Nehemiah Reischer, Jacob's grandson, should have been on the
side of Eybeséhutz.hlo However, Nehemiah was attracted to
Eybeschutz by his great learning and his new approach to Talmudic
aiscussions.'l In adattion, he was drawn to him by his radlant
personality which won him such great popularity and an unbeliev-
able great number of students and admirers in a short time and

over & wide area.bfl2 Nehemiah Relscher was so impressed with

hosEmden, Sefat ¥met, p. 1l.From Nehemiah's letter to Emden.
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Eybeécﬂutz that Oﬁpenheimer was forced %o warn him not to attend
Tybeschutz!'s lecturestt3 ang Rabbi J. Falk, author of Pehei
Zehoshua, had to warn him bto forsake the cause of Eybeschutz.ulu
Yet Nehemiah campaigned openly for the candidacy of Eybeschutzhl5
to f11l1l the vacant Rabbinic position in Metz, to occupy the place
of Jacob Reischer, his own grandfather, whose opposition to
Eybeschutz was well known %o him.

It may have been the dramatic appeal of Jacob Reischer's
widow to the leaders of Metz and her insistence that Eybeschuizts
election would be an insult to her late husbaﬁd's memory;hl6 that
caused Nehemiah to change camps, or perhaps it was on account of
some reported irregularity of a transaction by Eybeschutz which

occurred at that particular time.4l7 In any case, Nehemiah made

U137p54. wnzonn® *no3n3 qox %y 3 qv: PHEY 91T Yamn jamanv
*2n10% *nRa TR Py N2 R3PRIp2 PUPH nBY LMy tapp FUADK 1°0%1% anoq
see 1N37% 24

Also Graetz, op. eit., p. 341, ft. nt. 15 and P. 394,

uluGreenwald, op._cit., p. 8.

u15Emden, op. c¢it., p. 1l.
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a complete turnabout and became one of the fiercest enemies of

418

Eybeschutz. Perhaps the excommunication of Bybeschutz by the
famous and revered Rabbis, all friends of Jacob Reischer: Arye
Leib of Amsterdam, Samuel Hilman of Metz, and Joshua Falk of
Frankfurt contributed as well to Nehemiah's change of mind.
Whatever the reasons, we find that Nehemish's friendly attitude
to Emden was so intense now, and so well known, that% he was ex-
comminicated as a friend of Emden by a supporter of Eybeschutz,
Hayim of ILublin, together with Emden himself and another supporter,
Moses Majo.ul9

The last member of the Reischer family who is of some im-
portance to ah.account of Jacob Reischer is the son of Nehemiah,
Zalman Relscher, Jacob's great-grandson. He lived in Metz ahd
must have been of means, since he was able to publish the last
volume of Jacob's Responsa,hzo a feat which Nehemish was not able
to accomplish. This book was published in 1789 and contained
also sn introduction by Zalman and a recommendation by the well-

2
known Plrhas Halevi Horvitz, Rabbi of Frankfurt o/’M.h 1 s far

.as the importance of Zalman Reischer to this thesis is concerned,

hlaEmden, Hitavkut, p. 2.
127 9227 nIvcnp and1 #vpn *d% 1°%109p 19730 K% 0B NENV B8°30 YUn a799
= 37RYD RIRIIY, .0°%03 1 InDDD TRy BAbYD ABST HANIT (105 *ha
nI0a% XAV R ARITA AVTIY..I1953% ShTDY HY2 noxd naspy a*Pphipon
eeeil?NND M2AR UK F2AKD

hlgThis information comes from Emden's book Hitbavkut
which was also the source for Graetz's History, Vol. V.

4201 tr0d. o Reischer's Shebut Yo'akob, Vol., IIT.

421 puthor of Book: Sefer Haphlaah, Offenbach, 1787 and
others, died about 1805,
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it is mainly because he disclosed the burial place of Jacob %o
have been in Metz, that Nehemiash died before 1789, and that he
was in the possession of the two manuscripts of Jacob Reischer's
unpublished books, "Mishpetei Ya'akob "<and "Yeshuot Ya'akob,"
which were quoted gquite frequently by Jacob.u22
There were four other people who had a closer contact

wlth Jacob Relscher, They weret: Moses Hagiz, Jﬁdah Lelb ben
Ephraim, Gershon Coblenz, and Judah Miller of Deitz.

B. Moses Hagilw

Moses, the son of Jacob Hagiz, was born in Jerusalem in
1671. His father died while he was still a child, and he lived
a hard life. Moses was a poor but well-educated man and tried
to make a living by teaching and publishing books. He was sent
as an emissary from Jerusalem and wandered through Italy where he
had friends and to Amsterdam where he taught until 171L. Here he
made the acquaintance of the great Rabbi Zebi Ashkenazl, and he
became involved in the Hayyuh controversy.u23 Because of his

zealotry against the Messianic pretender, Moses Hagiz was forced

to leave Amsterdam, He went thereupon to Altona and finally

h222a1man's introd. to Shebut ¥Yatakob, Vol., III.
1981 L L.1925 hRY3ID owy avyb bw a3cweh wpand apwi (wrn Jyen pYp Tvaxn
nwa D*RIPIN R¥R "anba “an *M2%°h qnY HEr RUR ONITLIR2 RERD WR OhRX
es 2P¥? NYITTT 2PY> *BDHYD

Ll23A detalled account of Hayyun and the part which Moses
Hagiz played in this episodé are documented in P. Beer's volume,
Korot Hakitot Beyisrael, I.M. Jost, Toldot Yisrael Hearukh
Vehakazer. Isaac Marcus Jost, Geschichte des Judentums und
seiner oekten, Vol. 2-3, Leipzig, 1857-50.
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. 5
returned to Palestine in 1738, where he died about 1750.}4 g His

most important books are the Leket Hakemah on the Shulhan Aruk

and his Responsa collection, Shetei Halec@gg.qu

The relationship between Jacob Reischer and Moses Hagiz
mist have been very cordlal, since Moses regquested Reischer's
support freely and solicited his opinion regardihg matters of
Jewlsh law. Jacob Relscher, in every case, replied with courtesy
and showed great respect for his erudition, saylng in one case at
least, that®Moses Hagiz need not fely on Jacob!s learning or rea-
gsoning power.‘Jr26 |

Moses Hagiz must have felt that the Amsterdam commnity
was lax 1In some aspects of Jewlsh observance, and that he shguld
try to remedy the situation. In at least two of such cases Hagiz
sought the oplilnion and support of Jacob Reischer. The first case
involved the carelessness of the kosher butchers with regard to

the laws of Nikkur.ha? Reischer heartlly agreed that Hagiz should

try to correct the matter, and he deplored the situation as

uzuSee also A.L. Frumkin, Toldot Hskmei Yisrael, Vol. II,
Chapter on Moses Hagilz.

u25i.ekat Hakemah-=responsa collection on Shulhan Aruk
subjects, Amsterdam, 1695, I% was an addition to an earlier
responsa collection by Isaac ben Abraham Hayim Yeshurun author of

Panim Hadashot, Venice, 1651. Lekat Hakemah, II--a commentary on
H;shnaxot, Wan;beck, 1%26. Shetel Haieqhem: Wansbeck, 1733.

L26shebut Ya'akob, Vol. I, Tesh. #87.
cee £720% ¥%% %177 2TD2% x% 793 %P "2 PRI n3n

L‘27'1']:;9':cufann:n?ral of prohibited fats and veins from meat
to make it kosher, ' '
Shebut Ya'akob, Vol., I, Tesh. #57.
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tervently as Hagiz. The other case was a complaint about the im-
proper use of cemetery lots where the lay leadership tried to
arrogate for themselves the right to make decisions which involved
questions of ritual law.“28 Re?scher again supported Hagiz in the
case and deplored the independent action of the lay leadership.
A ver% interesting inquiry was made by Hagiz with regard to

a betrothal in jest, kiddushin Bitzchok. Moses Hagiz must have

been on one of his many travels, since the question came from the
city of Kassel, Germany. A married man betrothed 2 widow in‘jest
and since there were withesses, Hagiz was afraid that it might be
a valid betrothal and that a divorce would be required., Reischer
did not think so and advised that no divorce was necessary.ueg

In another case where a Kohen had married a Haluzah,uBo
without having had'knowledge of her status, Jacob Reilscher an-
swered the inguiry, but added that since this was a new case for
him and sincé‘he was most cautious in his replies, he would not
rely on hls own decision, unless other Rabbis would agree with
him, 431

Here one can notice Reischer's greatness, seeing that he

was selected by Hagiz to answer such a new and difficult guestion.

4281114, Tesn. #87.
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4291v14., Vol. IT, Tesh. #118.
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MBOBased on Deuterondmy 25,5; A woman released of the
need for levirate marriage through a religious ceremony.

43l1p34., Vol. I, Tesh. #93.
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Therd 18 also a solemn testimony here to Reischer's humility, when
he admitted to Hagiz that he would not entirely rely on his own

decision.
.

€. Judsh Leib ben Tphraim

Another frequent correspondent and friend of Jacob Reischer
was Judah Lelb, son of Ephraim the author of the Bhaar Ephraim.

Judah Leib 1s best known for editing and publishing this volume of

2

Responsa.u3 Judah also added some original responsa under the

title Kuntres Acharon, the last pamphlet. Otherwise a resident of

Jerusalem, Judah came to Europe for the purpose of arranging the
publication of this book.

Judah Leib began his correspondence with Relscher from the
city of Jerusalem,u33 and at the outset, 1t was not in an sltogether
friendly tone, It seems that Relscher's commenbtary on the laws of

Passover, the Hok Ya'akob was criticized by some Palestinian schol-

ars and Judah found also, on his own accord, some irritable habit
in the book,uBh ‘Judah, in his first letter to Relscher, complained
that Relschér dismissed well-known and distinguished Jewish author-
1tles, such as the Magen Abraham, for example, without sufficient
proof and respect. .

Jacob Relscher replied politely, without any signs of

u32Ephra1m ben Jacob Kohn of Wilna, author of Responsa
cgééection Shaar Fphraim with an appendix by Judah Leidb, Sulzbach,
l -

433shebut Yalakob, Vol. I, Tesh. #22.
,.0%°%010%n BYROR YV ‘an qanpdd Ywov32 20% atanan aqnd

uBthid.

f An apparent lack of reverence on the part of Reischer for the
] opinion of well-known Acharonim.
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anger and 1in a very gentle manner.uBS He insisted that his dis-
missal was based on careful considerations and only after having
ascertained that his owh opinion was the correct one in each case.
He added, however, that if he was wrong, he would be the first to
make his apologies, Relscher c;ntinued to say that this has been
his custom always, not to rely or insist on his own good judgment
against the opinion of others. In other words, i1f he be proven
wrong, he certalnly would admit his mistakes.h36

This fir;t frank encounter of the two Rabbis seemed to
have éstablished %ery cordial relations between them for the re-
mainder of their lives. For from then on, the exchange of cor-
respondence was only on a friendly basis, In the next exchange,
Relscher explained that he submitted to Leilb a decision in an
adultery case for support and agreement.h37 Another time, Judsh
Lelb made inquiries about a difficult passage in Malmonides,
which Relscher clarified.hBB Finally, when Judah Leib was about
to have his Tather'!s book published, the Shaar Ephralm, he came

upon a doubiful case regarding a Sefer Torah written improperly.

Judah Leib turned to Reischer for clarification, and he answered

hBEIbid

4361144,
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By the way, Judah Leib asked this question in behalf of another
Palestinlian scholar whose name was omitted.
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to the best of his abili’cy.uB9

et

D. Gershon Coblenz

Rabbl Gegrshon Coblenz, son of Isaac Moses Seligman of
Metz, was a student of Jacodb Reischef and became one of the
Dayyanim of Metz.*'® He lived in the first half of the eighteenth
century and must have died as a fairly young perscn. The corres-
pondence between Coblenz and Relischer began and ended in the
second volume of Reischer's Responsa and indicated that it was for
a comparatively short period only. Again, since Gershon's book
Kiryat Hannah!'!l was printed by his son Jacob in 1785, it is ap-
parent that Gershon Coblenz lived a short life, PFinally, we are
told .that Gershon was very 1ill, so that ‘the name Jacob was added to
his own. However, he soon died of the severe sickness.”ha

In his correspondence,.Gershon addressed Reischer with
great reverence, referring to him as "Man of God,! while referring
to himself as the youﬁgest of his students.uuh Reischer was al-

ways very polite, friendly, and happy to answer all his inguiries,

u39Responsa 18 of the "Eighteen Responsa' printed at the
end of Minhat Yalakob. It involved a gquestion of Haser or Yeter
(with letters Y-?-or without).
DL TIRD YAMDN DYIIBR ¥PY °no3331 HUpa BUr gUnx M50 “0sIR2 YPDLIY NNYA2 AN
: vee DVPPT 79323 hDER HIM

W40sh obut vatakob, Vol. II, Tesh. #131.

uulResponsa collection, Metz, 1785.

hh2gee Chonez, Toldot Haposkim, p. 5654,
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However, it seems that some of the replies were unduly delayed and
Relscher was compelled to excuse himself. Once he remarked that he
was very busy and must be br:!.ef;l‘LL‘l5 another time he blamed the
pressure of the holiday season for his delay.hué

In Gershon CGoblenz's opinion, Reischer rated very highly
as a legal authority in Jewish law. He stated that he had asked
many Rabbis first, before turning to Relscher and that because
they could not answer him satisfactorily, he now inquired with
nim, 447 -

'In addition, three Important questions of Jewish law were
discussed by these two respondepts which are recorded. One was
the question of making use of the public mail on the Sabbath, re~
celving or sending mail which had to be transported on that day.
Relscher was able to permit it.uua Secondly, there was an inqulry
regarding a moveﬁent emphasizing the custom to have midnight ser-
vices, Tikkun Hazot, especially in the city of Metz. It was stated
that the masses were encouraged to come to the synagogue for that
purpose and Gershon was afraid that this was not prober. Gershon's

reason Wwas that no ordinary individual should arrogate for himself

bh51h14., Tesh. #1h.
sae 1XPR BTUD nbdndy

bibyyia., Tesh. #150.
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hMTIbid., Tesh. #1l4 regarding the four cups of wine for
Passover in case of insufficient wine for both Seder nights,
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the importance of a saint, for whom such services were usually
designed. Relscher agreed that such ser¥ices should not be en-
coufaged, but for other reasons, namely that it would adversely
effect attendahce at regular dally services, and it would keep
éeople away from the study of the Torah.ng

Relscher was asked to give a decision on the importance
of all laws classified as "danger" but not "forbidden."hso The
example in this particuiar question was, whether foods or drinks
kept under a bed were permitted. Reischer was lenient and per=-
mitted 1%, makiné a distinction between law and custom. Gershon

Coblenz also addressed a lengthy question of Aggadah to Reischer

which was earlier discussed in detail.usl

E. Judah Miller
Another student and disciple of Jacob Relscher was Judah
Miller of Deutz.'? Like Gershon Goblenz, Judah Miller had the
highest regard for his teacher, Jacob Reischer. In several
Responsa, Judah indicated that this particular guestion was asked

of other Rabbls, but that no satisfactory answer was received,

hthbid., Tesh., #ll. ees X7 M32%°22 nayapa 10 Yhaonnt bax

It appears that Cabbalistic influence encouraged this new custonm
and Reischer opposed any such influence,

MSOThere were a number of prohibitions classified as
Sakanah-~dangerous but not outright prohibited. It appears that
renewed emphasis on these laws was due to Csbbalistic influence
for which Reischer had no respect.

«+ B7PNIBT DML aXI2D PR YD2 P71 729773 MI0°R wER (K3 ]*RT vIwd LM}

451506 page 92 of this thesis.

uSaDeutz 1s near Gologne, Germany. Miller held several
positions in the Rhineland of Germany.
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whefegﬁon he turned to Relscher for guidance.ugé )

Reischert!s remarkable erudition was particularly evident
in a responsum involving a difficult passage in Maimonides.hgh
‘Judah was convinced that there was an error in the text and that
the reading ought to be changed. He asked such permission of
Reischer. However, Jacob Reischer argued that since he had no
books wlth him which to consult, being just on a visit, he did
not feel competent to settle the question from memory. He did
suggest, however),. that it seemed to him that Maimonides was cor-
rect and no textual change was necessary, since Maimonides relied
on a certain Tosefta. After Reischer had returned home, he veri-
fied his opinion and as suspected, Maimonides was based on a
Tosefta and some other sources. 55

Another time, Reischér was called upon %o decide whether
Judah Miller or Samson of Duesseldorf were correct, The inquiry

dealt with a question regarding a Sefer Torsh which had been re-

paired improperly. A%t first, Reischer hesitated to mediate,
seeing that his close associates were involved. In the end, he
assumed his responsibility as Senior Rabbi, but at the same time,
he had his decision verified by David Oppenheimer of Prague.hsé

Judah Miller celled upon Reischer in many other instances,

L53Shebut Ya'akob, Vol. I, Tesh. #16.

hsuThis occurred at a meeting of the two Rabbis at
Duesseldorf where Judah inquired of Reischer.

L55shebut Yatakob, Vol. I, Tesh. #59.

hgéDavid Oppenheimer at the time was visiting his father-
in-law at Hanover, Reischer tells uws., Oppenheimer agreed with
Reischer,
Ibid., Tesh. #80.
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usualf&,to clarify difflcult passages, emphasizing the fact that
the older authors of legal works such as the TaZ, Avodat Hager-

shuni,u57 Mishne La.rue;}:_ec:h,u58 and Keseg_Mgshneusg could not be
easily dismissed, even if they seemed difficult: to comprehend.

Rather than accusing them of mistakes, one mist delve into the

Talmd and earnestly try to find Justification for their state-

ments, With Reischer's vast erudition, it was perhaps easler for

him to follow such a path than for his students or colleagues.
Another very interesting comment in the Reischer-Miller

responsa exchange 1is also worth noting. It regards the reliabil-

ity of an author of the book Yerioth Izim which was supposed to

have been written by a great man according to Miller., Miller in-
quired of Reilscher with regard to a difficult passage in Maimonides

and seems to have suggested that based on the Yerloth Tzim the

Maimonides passage seemed almost impossible. Relscher made this

interesting replyuéo
I never heard of the book or the author, unless you

refer to a book written in the sityle of religious poetry
(paitan) which certainly cannot be sccepted as authori-
tatlve in Jdewish law. PFurthermore, it appears that the
author is never gquoted by any other legal authorities of
importance, he therefore, is certainly not significant
enough to challenge and displace such a legal authority
as our great Maimonldes.

h57ﬁesponsa by Gershon Ashkenazl of Metz, Frankfurt o/M,1699.
See Shebut Ya'akob, Vol., I, Tesh. #T71l.

f 1588 uthor Judah Rosanes--commentary on Maimonides Tode,
; Constantinople, 1731, Hamburg, 1790.
See Shebut ¥atakob, Vol. I, Tesh. #131.

U594uthor Joseph Caro, printed with Maimonides! Code,
Amsterdam, 1702, See Shebut Ya'akob, Vol. I, Tesh. #132.

460shebu b Yalakob, Vol. I, Tesh. #59.
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CHAPTER VII

[
|3

REISGHER'S PLACE AND INFLUENCE IN THE
: JENISH GOMMUNITY OF HIS DAY

All indications, from the primary and secondary sources
which were consulted, point to the concluslon that Jacob Reischer
tried to.be a responsible Jewlsh leader who successfully upheld
the dignity and effectliveness of his high office and important
calling. Although it appears that Relscher did not seek out any
controversies and definitely tried to keep himself removed from
conf'lict, yet in the battle for the dignity and influence of the
Rabbinate, Reischer did not remain silent. In many places we
hear him defend the Rabbinate and rebuke the lay leaders who wWere
encroaching on Rabbinic duties and responsibilities. Over and
over agaln did Relscher stress the fact that communal leaders must
not lnterfere in religious questions, but must uphold the ruling
of the Rabbis and Rabbinic Courts.uél

In another instance when the Rabbis were accused of charg-
ing too much for thelr legal advice, a complaint also voiced in

the Memoirs of Gluckel von Hameln,UY©2 Reischer justified the

Rabbis., Their time and effoért should bs compensated.u63 It seems

uélsheput Ya'!akob, Vol, I, Tesh. #87.
Also in Moses Haglz, Lekat Hakemsh, p. 103.

U624 .o p.30, edite Marvin Towenthal,lew York 51932

463spebut Yatakeb, Vol. I, Tesh, #1L2.
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that‘ﬁeischer realized that there was more at stake than the legal
fees of the Rabbis. It seemed to him, and perhaps rightly so,
that the laymen tried to discredit the reputation of,aii Rabbis,
so as to weaken their position and eventually take over the leader-
ship of the Jewish community. This, our Rabbi could not permit to
happen, for he was dedicated with all his life to the furtherance
of the traditional Rabbinic Judaism of his time.

It appears that Jacob Helscher had most of the tralts of
character and cerfainly the scholarship of a great Rabbi, worthy
to lead the largest and most important community of his day.
Although he did serve Important congregations, yet he was hever
called to the most distinguished ones such as Humburg, Berlln, or
Frankfurt. One suspects that his occasional poor health, his
temporary blindness, and the w;de influence of his enemies, about
whom he complained so often, were probably contributing factors
which prevented Reischer from rising to the very top in communal
Jewish_leadership.

Relscher, over a perlod of years, must have acquired a
reputation not only of profound scholarship, but also of complete
honesty and integrity, comblined with a passion for justice. He
himself complained of the acceptance of bribes by some colleagues,
which he considered outrageous, It seems that he had many oppor-
tunities to succumb to such temptations., Jacob Reilscher was asked
many times to settle or assist in the settlement of inheritance

cases, some probably involving large fortunes and wealthy parties}bu

46hone such case came before Zebl Hirsch Berlin, who con-
sulted David Oppenheimer, Hirsch Halberstadt, Naphtali Katz of
Gtlogan, and finally Jacob Reischer. The attentlon given to the
case indicates that it was no small matter.
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Reischer appears to have been beyond reproach and seems to have
adhered to the highest ethics and morals.H65

There were also many questions concerning.ﬂgggg.uéé
Reischer was consulted in these matters repeatedly, indicating
that he had a reputation for complete honesty and impartiality}éT
Rabbi Moses of Zanzh68 consulted with our Rsbbi regarding such a

case ih which the courts of Cracow, Apta, and Pinczow were in-

volved.M’9
Pinally, Reischer was called upon for Halaklc decislons

which necessitated ethical considerations and whlch were of a

difficult nature., Business %transactions for Jews were always
cumbersome during these years, especially in war time. In this
connection Relacher was asked among other inquirles the following

questions.

What should Jews do in case the gold standard was changed

suddenly on account of war? What constltutes unethical or illegal

business practice under such circumstances? What would happen to

former business transactlons and money loans affected by these

465shebut Yalakob, Vol. ITI, Tesh. #17h.
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Ll66Money which the wife brought intc the marriage union,
which had speclal status in the financial arrangement of the
couple which became important in case of a divorce.

L6 Tshebut Yalakob, Vol. I, Tesh. #107.

héBA towh hear Gracow.

L69This was the only responsum of Relscher 1n which a
Rabbi suggested that the parties settle their dispute at the
meeting of the council of the four lands in Jaroslav.,
Shebut Ya'!akob, Vol, I, Tesh. #107.
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chahgeé% Is 1t permitted to trade in stolen goods or in other
illegal merchandise, 1f these were the only means of sustalning
life?

Relscher was not only called upon to volce hils opinion in
such matters, but he seemed to have been one of the greatest
authofities in these questions. He advised always patiently,
cautiously, and with consideration.470

Reischer's Responsa Shebut Ya'akob received additional

attention for dealing with unusual gquestions. He once discussed
how Siamese twins would fulfill the law of phylacteries and mar-
riage. Reischer delved into the Talmid and found %he answer.uTl
Jacob Reischer tended to be more lenient in Jewish life and

rituals than maﬁf of his colleagues. His great mind realirzed that
the Jewish religion was not needed to provide greater hardships to
the already suffering Jewish masses. He attémpted to lighten the
burden rather than to add to it, to emphasize %undamentals rather
than to enforce custéms. Above all, he was not afraid to decide
on new and modern problems of his day, but he was always prepared
to shoulder the responsibilities of his office, and to share this
task with like-minded leaders of Israel.

~As a typical example of the result of this attitude, are
the following two cases involving the question of carrying on the

Sabbath by means of an Erub (a device to permit carrying on the

4T08netut Yatakeb, Vol. II, Tesh. #175; Vol. III,
Tesh., #181.

“Tl1p1d., Vol. I, Tesh. #l.
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See Appendix at end of this thesis,
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Sabb%ph). In both of these cases, eminent authorities had ques-

4

tioned the legality of the Erub, but Reischer sided with the more
lenient opinion, against the Hacham Zebi of Hamburg in the case
of the city of Toplin, 72 as well as in the unusual instance of
the ice Erudb in Rotterdam.hTB The latter needs some explanation.
 The city of Rotterdam, Holland has many canals and in the winter
they freeze over so that one can walk on them. Relscher was asked
whether such streets on ice can be included in the Erub device,
Relscher replied that since the Talmud does not explicitly exclude
such a possibiliﬁy and since three other Rabbis permitted it, the
old arrangement of including such stréets should remain unchanged.

There has always been one area in Jewish life where the
Jewish religion placed many restrictions upon the Jewish woman,
occasioning severe hardships. Thils problem of AggnahuTu became
acute particularly in or after war times, and during Relscher's
time gave rise to many inquiries. 1In his Resaponsa we hear of
such cases based on rumors of death, accidents, armed robbery,
and war time incidents, as well as plain desertion or because of
conversion to another faith,

It is a well known fact that only the greatest Rabbinic

authorities were considered competent to give judgment and to

4721p14., Vol. II, Tesh. #T7.
L731p14., Vol. III, Tesh. #28.

n1v1a% %1% 1°® 11€x7 pDID DIV PUUI 0¥IA g% nwrapn 1°97 112 bUD
... TN 1°30137 papna bivbon 91081 Mranab
h7hThe deserted woman whose husband had disappeared with-
out having legal witnesses testifying to hls death, or a body
found without proper identification. In such cases the woman was
considersd married until definite proof of her husband's death was
established.
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make final decisions in such questions. Rabbi Reischer, in many
instances, was called upon %o solve such intricate cases, together
with other outstanding scholars of his day., Our Rabbi's opinion
and legal advice was sought jointly with those of David Oppen~
'heimer,h75 Yecheskel Katzenellenbogen,hTé and Rabb Naphtall Cohen
of Frankfurt.uT?

Tn all these questions of great personal responsibllity,
Relscher was humble, careful, and unquestionably loyal %o Torah
Law, but at the same time humane, compassionate, and even lenient.

Another serious problem of Jewish community life at that
time was the occasional hecessity for the individual Jew or an

entire community to make the supreme sacrifice for Judalsm. BSuch

inquiries of the need to sanctify the Holy Name, Kiddush Hashem,
were made of Jacob Reischer. It goes without saying, that only

the greatest sages and scholars were consulted in such matters of
life and death. Hig_rpplies and demeanor in such heavy and criti-
cal tasks were just, dignified, and responsible.u78 Such admirable
conduct was also evident in such other difficult encounters as
cemetery desecrations and the like.u79

There 18 one other test for greatness wlth regard- to

Jewish leadership, namely whether or not the individual partici-

4758nebus Ya'akob, Vol. II, Tesh. #65.
b761p14., Tesh. #111.
L777p14., Tesh. #114-115.

u?BSee p. 111 of thesis, based on Shebut ¥a'akob, Vol., II,
Tesh. #106.

479Shebut Yalakob, Vol. II, Tesh. #103.
Also in Keneset Yecheskel of Katzenellenbogen, Tesh. #37.
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pated in gewish Wworld movements, ideologilcal controversies, or

questions of Jewish Jeltanschauung. Of course, not all periods in

Jewish history had movements of such distinguished nature. How=
ever, during Reischer's time, there occurred the Shabbethal Zebi
movement, a controversy regarding the importance of Cabbalah and
the famous Eybeschutz-Emden conflict in which our Rabbil's interest
and influence can be observed.

With regard to the first movement of Messianlsm, no clear
statement taking issue with the subject specifically could be
found in Reischer's Responsa. It is somewhat disappointing'that
Reischer, in this case, did not volce an opinion openly and un-
mistakably, for Moses Hagiz, = contemporary of Reischer, spoke
out against the pretender Hayyun,

In the issue of Jewish mysticism (Cabbalah), Reischer did
180

voice an opinion. We know that he was against 1%, but even
here he was most cautious and never attacked any individual ex-
ponent, nor did he mention any name of those who were connected
with the movement.

Finaily, in the Eybeschutz-Emden ocontroversy, although
Reischer's sympathies were known from other sourcesuBl yet no
real deelarations by himself were forthcoming. It is difficult %o
give reasons for Reischer'!s peculiar behavior in these matters.
Perhaps he was deliberately avoiding controversies, and instead
concentrated on his studies, students, and Responsd.

Tn addition to Jacob Reischer's great Talmudic knowledge,

he was also blessed with great teachlng ability and a burning zeal

hSOSee p. 92 of thesis.
L8lmmgen' s book Hitavkut.
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to spread Torah. Wherever he became Rabbl, he immediately founded

a Yeshiva or carried on its activity with added enthusiasm, He

even gives the impression as if he would judge the desirability of
a post by the availability of Rabbinic students and a Yeshiva insti-
tution. Our Rabbi tells us how pleased he was to £ind good Talmud
student-material in Worms and in Metz.Ll82 His great devotion to
teaching was richly rewarded in that he was blessed with such im-
portant discipleg as his own son Simon, the famous Gershon Coblenz
as well as the illustrious Judah Miller and others.

All %o0ld, it must be admitted that Reischer's fame rests
most profoundly on his literary output. This activity more than
anything else demanded his attention as well as his time. Both
the gquantity and the variety of content testify to the enormous
amount of time and effort which must have been devoted to this
phase of Reischer's work, It appears that the reward in this field
was also the greatest, according to the Rabbinic dictum "According
to the effort will be the reward,"he3 for 1t provided him with a
more lasting and more widespread fame and remembrance than any

other portion of his eminent contributions to Jewish 1ife.

4928 e1acherts tntrod. Shebut Ya'akob, Vol. IT.
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APPENDIX

A. Shebut ¥Ya!akob, Vol. I, Teshubah #

Digest of GQuestion:

On Chanukah 1708, Siamese twins, joined at the head, were
brought to our town. They were non-Jewish boys and a little over

onhe year old. -YWhat would be the law in case of Jewish children?

Dligest of Answer:

This is a difficult question, but I will try to answer
it. Based on the discussion in the Talmud Babli, Menahot 37a:

"If one has two heads on which one does one place the phylacteries?
. . . How much money must one give to the Kohen (Priest) for the
redemption of such a Tirstborn, five or ten Sela'im?",

Relscher concludes: The discussion in the Talmud and the
uncertainty in the commentaries, Rashi and Tosfot, 1s restricted
to the Talmudic question of one child with two heads, but in our
case we are dealing Wwith two children jolned at the head; there-
fore, 1t is clear that they must don phylacteries separately.

L..1n:9 »3p3 1°%°5n neanb Anx %O 30qr jo°%vbn (v3y0Y RUYUD DMK
And as far as inheritance is concerned, they must receive two
portions, just as any other two individuals, However, they can-
not get married, since they.must sleep in one bed.

*n %3 "3b2 wbw® 710K D11 ®VR "I0°K UUR
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Again, if one is a male and one a female the parents have ful-
filled the duty of parenthood.

%291 n*as “azd o%p

L2 R ]

The Siamese twing can also participate 1n a Halizah ceremony, but
the one joined at the right should be the participant, since the
right side is always preferred with Halizah. As for the redemp-
tion of the firstborn, if they were born head first, ten Setlaim

are bto be paid, if feet first, Tfive as with ordinary twins.
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B. Shebut Ya'akob, Vol. I, Teshubah #3l

Digest of Question:

A man received the Sukkoth festive branch (Arba Minim)
dguring the Hallel prayer. It was in proper condition (kosher),
but the man refused to uée it, explaining that he would wailt an
hour or o for a better set (mehudar). DMay one wait or not? Do
we apply in this case the dictum:? "The eager ones will hurry

with the performance of the commandment."?

Digest of Answer:

1) Sifra and quoted in Talwmud Babli Menahot T2at
One does not have to wait to fulfill the commandment in a more
desirable manner (min hamavhar), but should perform it immediately.

Thus in Orah Havim, Section 25, laws of phylacteries we find that

if one has phylacteries but no prayershawl one should don the
former and not wait for the latter.

(2) Reischer insists that the festive branch (Inlab) is
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a different case. In the phylactery case, it was doubtful

whether the prayershawl would be forthcoming altogether, hence we

say that one should not walt, but in our case of the festlive

branch, he was certain that in a couple of hours he counld fulfill

the law more pleasingly. In such circumstances one should wait.

e RANA fD A12D T2 X200 A% SrRIY Y5 n2avp (nY TUBK hiIav? nid,.

There are.three examples to prove this in the Talmud, Reischer

explains:

A) Talmud Babli, Yoma 6b.

. If one order of priests became suddenly unclean while
preparing the sacrifice, we walt so that another order
can be brought in, although we could rely on the rule
that nncleanliness does not invalidate a congregational
offering.

B) Talmud Babli, Sanhedrin 12b.

G)

One may make a leap year or intercalate a month 1n
ovder to sacrifice the Paschal lamp in cleanliness.
And the Tact that the animals for Lhe offerlng are hot
fully grown cah serve as an additlonal reason (saad) %o
help postpone the holiday. All this 1s done to assist
in fulfilling the commandment more satisfactorily, and -
the setting of all the coming festivals is postponed for
one month.

Talmuid Babli, Baba Kamma 80a.

If one made a vow to marry a woman in Eretz Israel
one is not forced to marry immediately, but one can
walt for a sultable wife.

‘(3) Reischer concludes that the man should wait for a

better Sukkoth branch and our case cannot be compared %o the

phylacteries, since there the guzlity of the commandmenteis not

decreased by the immediate fulfillment of the mitzvah.

by 1e°npn® we TIAL 3170% 1% K292 PRI12 OR 13°39%w (i7an BT 10Y
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€. Shebut Ya'akob, Vol, I, Teshubah #63

Digest of Question:

A Gentile brought a large barrel of Vermouth wine which
was sealed on the top, but only tightly closed and not sealed on

the side of the tap. Is this wine permitted?

ees RT727 DAPD2 ®YY ADIADA DIPDY BRIN

Digest of Answer:

(1) Gentile wine is prohibited for two reasons, because
they use it in worship or because it can-lead to intermarriage.
However, when wine is mixed with honey or leaven it is no longer
prohiblited. (Isserles, Yore Deah, Section 123) Since Vermouth
wine does not taste like real wine it ought to be permitted.

(2) Two authorities will not permit such distinction and
¢laim that the mixture must be different in name as well as in
taste in order to be permitted. (Zemah Zedek--Menachem Mendel
b, Abraham and Havot Yair--Hayim Bacharach.)

(3) Reischer concludes: (&) The severe opinion is only
found with wine and vinegar because the taste is so,close, but
hot with any other wine mixtures., (B) PFear of intermarriage
exists only with a commonly used social drink, not with Vermouth
wine. {(C) A tight tap is as good as‘a sealed one according to
Abodat Hagershuni, Responsa #88. (Gershon Ashkenazi)

Therefore, in thls case I do not hesitate to permit 1t and in any
other new occurance with regard to Vermouth wlne some other
Rabbi‘s permission would be required to permit 1t in general.

w2%° nant ¥%= Pya 2% *apA *PUM3 hiaieh Y3V T3 N¥N0R ChyT 1YRE K
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WO rnwa “rar 1%a qcnab Uyl



142
C. Shebut Ya'akob, Vol. I, Teshubah #63

Diges% of Guestion:

A Gentlle brought a large barrel of Vermouth wine which
was sealed on the top, but only tightly closed and not sealed on

the side of the tap. Is this wine permitted?

ees RT4727 DAPD2 K%Y 0D93DN DIPRY BARIN

Digest of Answer:

(1) Gentile wine is prohibited for two reasons, because
they use it in woréhip or because it can lead to intermarriage.
However, when wine is mixed with honey or leaven it is no longer
prohiblted. (Isserles, Yore Deah, Section 123) Since Vermouth
wine does not taste like real wine it ought to be permitted.

(2) Two authorities will not permit such distinction and
¢laim that the mixture must be different in name as well as in
taste in order to be permitted. (Zemah Zedek--Menachem Mendel
b. Abraham and Havot Yair-~Hayim Bacharach.)

(3) Reischer concludes: (&) The severe opinion is only
found with wine and vinegar becanse the taste is so glose, but
not with any other wine mixtures. (B) Fear of intermarriage
exists only with a commonly used social drink, not with Vermouth
wine. (C) A tight tap is as good as a sealed one according to
Abodat Hagershuni, Responsa #88. (Gershon Ashkenazi)

Therefore, in this case I do not hesikate to permit 1t and in any
other new occurance with regard to Vermouth wine some other
Rabbi's permission would be required to permit it in zeneral.

YR nAmY s"2 Yya 2% vqpR *%173 h129vh T3¢ TA3 RYAID CA¥T 1R X
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D. Shebut Ya'akob, Vol. I, Teshubah £126.

Digest of Question:

Since the law of Halizah demands that no participating
judge (Dayyan) must be blind even in one eye, may a judge who

depends on glasses participate?

-

Digest of Answer:

(1) In Talmud Babli, Rosh Hashansh 2hia, a similar ques-

tibn-is raised with regard to witnesses who saw the new mogn in
water or a metal mirror reflection. This is not acceptable.
The Responsa D!'bar Sh'muel (Samuel ¥. Abraham Aboab) #2L2 men-
tions also that one cannot bless the new wmoonh by seeing only a
reflection or in a glass mirror; although he permits it later
for other reasons.

(2) Reischer gives two reasons why in our case we can be
lenient. (A) Our rabbis were asked to be extra strict with wit-
nesses for the new moon., (B) Only reflections and mirror without
looking at the sky or moon are in question, but if a mirror or
glasses are looking at the real object, this is certainly valid.
Proof that such sights are considered real are found 1n the
Talmid Babli as Follows: Yebamoth 49, The prophet seeing the
glory of God in a mirage. Sotah 3la, Unborn children could see

the Almighty from the womb of their mothers. Also 1ln Berahot 25b,

another proof.



lih

(3) The Responsa Helahot Ketanot #99 (Jacob b. Samel
Hagiz) permits reading the Torah through glasses. However, this
could be restricted to people who could also see without them,
anhd be of no avail for old peovple who rely on glasses completely,

(l}) Reischer concludes, let us look at reality, at every
day practice. Cantors read with glasses and especially in our
case, where it is stated that Halizah should be performed before
elders, and most learned and wise Rabbis are older men who do
wear glasses {(noet like some who are "wise in their own eyes™" who
usur§ the place of judges and may God repay them) and they par-
ticipate in the ceremony and I never heard any complaints about

it. (Reischer)
veo073%2 N2 °UY }°4Np DBYITRAV AT KDY D *TH PIB DYp
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E, Shebut Ya'skob, Vol. II, Teshubah #51

Divest of Guestlon:

A Shohet, ritual slaughterer, was examined and he did not
know the laws of Shehitah. He had a permit (kabalah), however;
may ohe eat the meat and are the utensils in which the meat was

prepared permitited to be used?

Digegt of Answer:

(1) Isserles, based on Agudah (Alexander S. Katz) and
Rashbo (Bolomon ben Aderet) whose comments are found in Yore

Deaﬁ, Section 1, permits all meat and utensils used. The TaZ
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prohibits it and is based on Tosafot, Hullin 3b., The condition
of the Mikvah and of the Shohet in our case can be compared and

are very similar.
7 ....INPIN YY Rbuw To¥RY Jriab 00 20T
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(2) Reischer concludes that there is a difference because
only the knife of the Shohet requires examination as does the
Mikvah, but not the slaughterer himself, who was in possession of
a valid permit. Shehita is only improper where the Shohet has no

permit, therefore, in our case the meat and utensils are permitted.

£N1¥°9 P17 OIRD 1°%1 P92 abUmno® vank aprIa gURY vnaw My wnvaw 1170
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F. Shebut Ya'akob, Vol, TI, Teshubah #146

Digest of Questiohn:

A wealthy man had a stipulation in his will that one of
his sons should receive more than the otheré if he would dellver
a discourse at the local Synagogue. The brothers, however, re-
fused to give him more because they claimed that his speech was
not good and that what he said seemed to have been copied from

others and was hnot his ownh.

Disest of Answer:

(1) One should try to help the learned brother (honor of
Torah), even 1f his brothers would not recoghize him as well
versed. The mere fact that his brothers felt that 1t was not a

good speech has no bearing on the case, because one can never
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please all. His father demanded only that he speak publicly in
the Synagogue, not that it should be well presented or on & Spec-
ial subject. Furthermore, we do not normally expect a deep or
difficult discourse, as is obvious from Talmud Babli, Kidushin
(al menal sheani Talmid) see Rashi there, also Maimonides,
Hilhot Ishut, Section 8, as well as Tur, Eben Haezer, Section 35.
(2) As for the accusation, that the brother used material
of others, if there are two witnesses to this, it seems to be a
violation of the father's intent. And even if the father in-
‘tended to have hié son say a speech of someone else, this is a
Sin and deserves punishment rather than reward. Agaln, if. the
father just wanted his s;n to preach so as to instill confidence
in him and so that he would lose his stage fright, although the
discourse would not be his but his father's. In such a case,
the brother who wants a larger share of the inheritance would

have to bring proof, establishing such intentiocns, gince the

property is now in the hands of all heirs on an equal basis.

3y

(3) Furthermore, even if we were certain of such inten-
tiohs by the father, we would not change the regular inheritance
procedure because of it, as 1s explained by Rosh! (Rabbi Asher)
Résponsa, Section Bli, Note lj, also quoted in Tur, Hoshen Mishpat
_and ShulhapAAruk, Section 281, as well as in the Responsa of
Abraham Sasoon, #12L.

(L) Finally, since there are no witnesses in this case,
but only the opinion of the other brothers, the will of the father
must be carried out and we cannot believe the brothers. No oath

is required, but one can use the ordinary ban (cherem) %o ascertain
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the truth, or give the learned brother a test to see whether he is
able to prepare a sermon or not. If he is able, he should receive

his reward.

guye SR 02731 DIDIKY YIKIW WINTA BUY ©INPAN ABIID 1212% 212* BX
LJAPY? TPt M3 ,nwraAEn Lyq qEeaTA Y 15w PAP*Y fhanba

G. Shebut Ya'akob, Vol. ITI, Teshubah

Digest of Questiod:

Ts it permitted to remove the hat 1in the Synagogue to

honor a visiting ruler or prince, even if one would be standing

bareheaded?

Diffest of Answer:

1} The prohibition of bareheadedness has no foundatioh in
the Talmud, only Maimonides in Hilhot Tef1llah, Sectlon 5, Note 5
writes that one should not recite the "Standlng Prayer" bare-

headed. The Bet Yoseph (Caro) in the name of the Kolbo {author

unknown) who also quotes Maimonides indicates that this custom is

extra piety (midat hasidut). Since it is only special pilety,

Reischer claims, one can dispense with it for living in peace with
the ruling power ({(shalom malhut), especially since those who are

stricter base it on the Zohar where it is emphasized only in con-

nection with the morning prayers and Tallit and Tefillin, but no

other time.

2) Furthermore, the Responsa of Maharshal {Solomon Luria)

472 permits even praying and the reading of the Shemah bareheaded.

e e
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However, the proof of the Maharshal is weak and the TaZ adds

another objection, namely the imitation of gentiles (Hukat Hagol).

yuganp By A°wn TR T0%D nUXa TtoR b3 PRD ARTDMD AR (UK WOIRA 13070 DYh
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(3) Therefore, for the sake of peace it is permitted, but
if 1% is possible to explain to the ruler that this act is against
Jewish tradition, andg if this explanation ocould avoid the removal

of the hats, this would be preferable.
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H., Shebut Ya'akob, Vol. III, Teshubah #75

Digest of Question:

If a man is so seriously ill that most Doctors believe he
will die in a day or two, may one administer a drug which might

cure him or perhaps shorten his life to a few hours?

Digegt of Answer:

(1) Since here 1s a question of life and death, extreme
caution is necessary. It would also appear that one should not
interfere, since it is so close to the end of life as 1is ex-

plained in Ebel Rabati, also called Semahot {one of the smaller

tractates, appended to the Talmud Babli). HMaimonides and all
other legal authorities (Poskim) agree that interference with a
deathly sick person 1s like murder.

(2) However, all this should not apply if the interference

éf;;
=2
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is based on an attempt to save his life. Proof for this is in

Talmud Babli Abodah Zarah, p. 27b, where even a heathen is per-

mitted to heal a Jew in such a condition. PFurther proof is
found in Rawmban Torat Ha'adam, p.lha and Maimonides Hilhot
Hozeah as well as in Tur Yoreh Desh, Section 155.
o 13°0™n g% Ayw “n% ,,{8bd 7O°%5un2 np XY
(3} The attending physician, however, must consult with
other doctors of the city and abide by the majority opinion and
also have the agreement of the wisest authority in the city.
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I. An Example from the 18 Responsa of Reischer at the
End of the Torat Hatat Prague 1689, Teshubah #1L

Digest of Question:

Meat which froze in the water in which it had been soaked
prior to salting and remained 1n this state several days, must one

prohibit it or not?

Digest of Answer:

(1) If it was lying in ice for three days it is prohibited,
because if we consider the ice like water it is bad (even one day
prohibited) and if we rule ice not to be like water, then it is
unfit as well (after three days).

(2) But even if it remained in ice for less than three
days, we must consider ice as a hardening factor on the meat and

worse than cold water which is permitted for soaking meat. The
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Résponsa of Rashba (Solomon b. Aderet) also mentions that one can-
not salt meat which 1is frozeh, since the salt cannot get at the
bibod in such a case, The Maharshal (Solomon Luria) also agrees
with this opinion.

(3) However, since I have not seen this prohibition

{Reischer) of ice before three days with any other legal suthority

(Posek), and since the prohibition of three days without salting
is only a Gaonic decree {humrat hagonim) and not found in_the
Talmad, therefore, we do not have to add to the severity of the
decpee. Furthermore, in the Responsa of Abraham Sasoon and in

the Sha¥ the lenilent opinion is preferred.

(L) To consider it like water and to prohiblt the meat
bocausc of soasking is not logical, since only wabter, salt or
brine are mehtioned and not ice. Added to this must be the rea-
son %hat soaking makes meat unfit because it is considered like
poiling, with water entering and leaving the meat, which is not
the case when lying in ice.

(5)This lenient opinion is supported by the MNordecail
(Mordecai b. Hillel Ashkenazi) to Betzah, Perik 2; the B'er
Shebah {Issachar Ber b. Israel Lizer) p. T7h; and also in the
Responsa of the Masat Binyamin (Benjamin Aaron b. Abraham Solnik)
Section 10l in connection with Agunah, where the point is mads
that ice preserves and does not chénge the fabric.

(6) However, even after three days, when the meat 1is
prohibited, it refers only to the boiling of it, but roasting the

meat over the open fire 1s permitted.
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