HAKAM ZEBI A3 CHIEP RABBI OF THE ASHKENAZIC
KEHILLAR OF AMSTERDAM {1710-1714)

BY

JUDITH BLEICH

A MASTER'S PROJECT SUBMITTED TO THE FACULTY OF THE
 BERNARD REVEL GRADUATE SCHOOL,
YESHIVA UNIVERSITY

IN PARTIAL FULFILLMENT OF THE REQUIREMENTS
OF THE DEGREE OF
MASTER OF ARTS

AS OF JUNE, 1965

S?QNEOR !

A
/€?@% “w«;?whji%. 62 Cl%y{
PROPESSOR IRVIN A, AGUS



INTRODUCTION

At the beginning of the elghteenth century, the
Ashkenazle community 1n Amstendam was reaching the peak
of its development. Por thas short span of four years
from 1710 to 1714, Zedi Ashienasi, imown to posterity ag
Hakam Zebl, stoed abt the head of this kehlliah, Latter-
day chroniclers of the communityts history refer to hinm
as "the greatest Jewish scholar which The Netherlands
ever saw . . . the most rencuned of all chief rabbls of
the community . . . an unusual personallty” and they de-~
¢lare with prids that "his chief rabbinate brought
Amsterdam great fame in the entire Jewish world.™> Tt is
ironic that, In truth, during this brief perled, Halkam
4edbl's rabbinate was beset by dissension and trouble, the
tension and discord culnminating in s flerce polemic and
his subsequent Llight from Amsterdam.

The alleged Shabbethalanism of Nehemiah Hayyun and
the seemingly heretical views expounded by him were the
maln issues of this controversy which involved Hakam Zebl,
the rabbi of the Ashkenazie community end Solemon Ayllion,

| 1yac Zwarts, Hoofdastukken git de Geschiedenls der
Joden in Nederland (Zutphen, 195?;, PP. 160-161,
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. hakam of the Sephardic kehillsh. in a bitter feud. The

dispute over Hayyun was not confined o the local son-
gregatlons of Amsterdaw; echoes of the arguments reverberw
ated throughout the Jewlah communities of Europe and the
Orient. I¢ was one af the last major econflicta with
Shabbethalanism and brought to the forefront the philosophi~
eal and theologlical dispubtes over which Jewry at the timg
became splintered into opposing faotions., |
Examination of the roles played by the principal
instigators of the quarrel in Amsferﬂam*~$ehi Ashlcenazl,
Solomon Aylliion, Hehemiah Hayyun, Moses Haglz and Aavon
de Pinto~«discloses many.parsenal and social factars that
entered into the deliberations and as 8 result of which
the difficulties in Amsterdam were intensifled. %o under—
73tand the particular problems faced by Hakam Zsbi, it is
neceasary 0 investligate his yelationahip with hils congre-
gation prior to the disagreement with the Sephardim over
| Information eoncerning the period of Hekam Zebi's
tonure a3 chief rabbi ie limited. On the hasis of isolated
doouments and brief entries in the congregational minutes
Dayld Moses 3Sluys, former sscredary of the High-Geprman
Congregation of Amsterdsm, authored & short study of the
altercations within the Ashkenazic kealllah during Hakam
Zebl's incumdency. On account of the many gaps in the

regords and the abzence of suffiecient faetugl materisl,

111




Sluya' reconstruction of the evenis is based in large part
_ = )
on eonjecture.” jNonebheless, his article, Beelden uit het

leven der Hoogdultsen-Joodscne Genwente he Amaterdan in het

beplin der 18e¢ eeuw, offers the most explicit survey to date
of Hakam Zobl's relatlonship wibth the Ashienazlc authori-~
ties and contalns important data culled from the aynagogue
archives.

| In the Meglllat Sefer, Haksm Zebli's son, Jacch Emden,
presents a one-sided account of his father's tenure in
Amsterdsm. Emden admitas thet with the passagze of time many
of_the events he chronleles have become hezy in his mamary.B
Indeed, several artlcles have been written to shiow inaccur-

&4

acies in Epden's presentation.” However, the Meplllai Sefey

remaing a signifiaant source for the pericd sinee Emden's
report touches on the faeal points of contention in Amsterdam

and his comments and annlyses are often revealing.,

F

acr. Siuys' own comments, "Ds Protocollen der
Hoogduitach~Joodache Gemeente he Amaterdam,” Bildragen en
Hededeelingen VaErn heb Genaetaehap voor de Joodsche We-
_ *‘_r, yER o ?: [V e )y L27 a

3Jaeob Emden, Meglllat Sefer, ed. David Kahana
(Warasaw, 1896), p. 54,

hV’ida, 8.8y 74 M, Hillesum, "Maewie Hirsch Ashkenasie
(Chacham Taewle),” Centraal Blad voor Isvaelitsn in

Hederland, November 21, 1920, p. 11: David Reuirmann, Review of
Megillat 3efer by Jacob Emden, ed, D. Kahana, Q%%g %g%gift
fir Geschichie und Wissenschaft des Judenthums, L L1897 ),

. 333-330.




The disagreoments over Nehaﬁiah Hayyun Occaslonad &
vaab 11t$razure gonsisting of ocorrespondence, pamphlets and
polemical works, Hany of these were published at the time
by the rlival parties. In recent years many «f the peritinent
letters and documents have been printed with critisal notea.
There are a number of docuwents whilch are still only avail-
able 1n manuseript form, Some of these hitherto unpublished
documents are slated to appear In & fortheouning issue of
Seggnmt.5 Mueh has been written regarding the diffevent
agpects of the Hayyun guarvel in Amsterdan. Hawever,'all

. these newly svailable sources will have to bhe ﬁﬁﬂmin@d
wetleulaualy before & definltive study can de undertaken,

Hlas temm of office as r&hbi ¢f the Ashkenazie con-
gregation mafkﬁ é erucial periad in the life hiﬂtary of Hakam
Zebl, Our purpese in this dlssertation L& vo chart the course
of Hakam %ebd's minlstry in Amsterdam, to asssss his ac-
¢omplishments during this period and to anélyz& the causes
of communal atrife which resulted in his untimely departure
frow The oity. Study of these years throws light on the very
interﬂabing interrelatiﬁnahip ¢f Sephardim and ﬂshkanazim in
Amaterdam, on the soclal and political structure of this
influentlal kenilleh and on an imporbant chapter in the
Shabbethaian dlapute.

Emair Benayahu, ed., Sefunot, letter to the uriter,
Decexmber 13, 1964,
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CHAPTER I
EARLY LIFE OF HAKAM 7EBI
4. Youth

'Rabbl Zebl Hirsch Ashkenazl, knoun. tbo posterdty
a8 Hakam Zebdi, was helr to an illustrious tradition of
ewinent scholarahip on both aidea of his femily. 7This
heritage vas personified in both his father, Jacob ben
Benjamin Ze’eb,? and his maternal grandfather, Ephraim
ha-Conen, who as his Iirst teachers and menéars exercised
a profound infiuence on the éourse of his life,.

The antecedents of the famlly stemmed from the
cutatanding citadel of Talmudic study-~Vilna. It was here
that Rabbl Ephralm ben Jacob Cohen at the age of 20 vecawe
an_official of the Rabbinlcal Court of Rabbi Moses Lima,
the Helkat Mehokek, in the year 1636, a positlon which he
ogoupied until the fateful events of 20 vears later., During
this time he began to achie?a_ﬁiéespraaﬁ acelain for his

erudition and halskic declsions. To one of the young scholars

Llie neme Zekb 1s omitted by Jacob Emden, Megillat
Sefer, ed. David Kshana (VWarsaw, 1896}, p. 3, It is, how-
gver, included by Zebl Ashkenazl both in his responsa,
Sndelot u'Teshubot Hakam Zebi (Amsterdam, 1712) in the intro-

duetion and in his snnotations to the Pirst edition ¢f the
commentary Ture Zahab., Zebl Hirsceh Ashkesnazi ed,, re

Zahad on Hoshen ﬂishagt,' by David Segal {Altona, 1592}, p.
976, Cf, Hayylm AbvahBm Wagenasr,Tdledot Vdubez (Amsterdam,
1868), p. 50, n. 7. '




Jacch ben Benjamin Zeldeb, distinguished by excellence both
in character and learning, he gave hia daughter Nehamah in
marriage. Then besploning in the year 1643 and continuing
for a full deéade.thare occurred Cossack massacres that
devastatod the greater part of Poland and Lithuania,
Iithuania was ocoupled also by the Busalans anpd Swedes and
the slaughter was appalling. When disaster struck the cap-
ital oiliy of Vilna on August 7, 1655, the family of Rabbi
Ephralm and his son~-in-law were apongst shose who fled from
the onslaught of the Muscovibe and Cosssok tr@OﬁB.e

In the confusion Radbl Jacob became saparated from
the rest of the family and was seized by attackers who threat-
sned him at sword's polnt. At the last moment they were
prompted by mereiful instinets and sparved him 1ife. In
mortal fear Rabbi Jacob hid for a wsek among the alain,
foraging in the flelds at night in search of vegetables.
Witnasgses of his ocapture sasured Rabbi Aphrain that hig sone
in-law had been nurderad and on the atrength of their tes-
timeony, Rabbi Heschel of Cracow--a Gaon of legendary fame--
granted the preaume& widow permlssion to rewmarry. She,

however, would not be comforted ang fortunately refused
411 offers for her hand., For six months lster, Rabbl Jaecob

samuel Joseph Fuenn, Kiryah Nesmanah (Vilina, 1860),
p' 73- *




. made hisg way to tha'eommunity of Trebitzch, where Rabbi
Ephrals bad been appointed chiefl rabbl, and was happlly
reundted with his family.3

Owlng to unstable military conditions Rabbl Ephraim
ha-Cohen fled te Prague where he taught and lectured widely,
thencs ta.?ianna, and from here 1n 1666 he moved to the city
of 0fan~-aiaa_kn0§n 83 Budin and now incorporated in the
gity of Budapest as the third district--to accept a call to
the rabbihate of this noteworthy Jewish aommunity.a Rabbi
Jaoob's carser, at least in terms of pesitions held, was pab-
terned cldaaly on that of his father~in~law. In the interin
having served as rabbi of Trebitseh and oeoupiad a similar
pb#ition &t Ungarigh Brod, he then followed Radbi Ephratm
to Ofen.d o

2Meptlint Sefer, p. 7. At the conclusicn of his ac-
count Emden adds that subsequent to giving this deciston which
very nearly had disastrous consequences, Habbl Heschel re-
frained from granting permission to remarry to the agunct
whose numbers were swelled in thoge days of turmoll, Jehiel
Mattathlah Zunz, Ir ha-Zedsk (Lemderg, 1874}, p. 1il, takes
igaue with this report, noting a decision, of R, Heschel with
regard (o an‘sgunab dated in the year N (1649-50) “"one
year after thia,” However, if we accept the date of the
riots in Vilna aa the yezar 1655 (xide Fuenn, p. 15 and the
note of Mattathlsh Straschun, ibid., p. 3028) then the date
of this decislon would not be In conflict with Emden's remarks.

aJﬁd&&?ﬁ@iﬁ ha-Cohen, ed., Shelelot u'Teshubot Shear
Efraylnm by Ephraim ha-Ochen {Sulsbach, » Intreduction,

e o 1 o e . P53 OV XaR YOR 2pwT 71KaN]
Meglllat Jefer, p. 5.1911ya: 12 o1 13w nl oo 233
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In the year 1658, during the family's gojoum in
:ﬁoravian-in Trebitsch or Ungarish Brod--there was horn to
_:;i:abbi Jacob a son Zebl Hirsch who was to be the pride of
-ﬁia famlly and his people.ﬁ Revered by Ssphardinm and

 Kahans in his note, ibid., p. 6, n. 3, has taken this rassags
a8 a reference Yo Ephraim ha-Cohen. David Ksufmann, too,
atates that in Trebitsch Rahbi Ephralm lodged at the home of
the rich and influentisl Releh-Kaufmann and taught nis son,
- P1sak Schulhof, der Zeuye und Geachichtaschrelber der
 Eratlirmung Ofens,” fesammelte Sehriften (Frankfort-am-Main,
‘1911), p, 300, The text of the me?;gzat Sefer, however, seems
to be a direct reference to Rabbi Jacob and not £o his fathep
in~law. &s such 1t 1s inoluded by Puenn, p. 85, in his shoprt
sketoh on R. Jagob's 1life. In the acocount of HEphraim ha~COchents
life included in the introduction to the e Bfrayim we have
ne reference to him as pabbl of Ungarish Brod,

o 6There has besn sone controversy as to the oxact yeay
of birth and oity of bilpth of Zebi Ashhennzl. In thelr bhrier
sketches the esrly biographers Zipfer, ‘Nothwendlge Minmu-
flgungen,” Opient, VII (1846), 597-99, and J, A. Frankel,
"Biographische Skizden, Hirach ben Jakob Aschikenasie, " ibid.,
757-61, who only had atcess to limited material, did regog~
nlze that ths Blgnature 7°31X2 *ridwx *3x need not negessarily
glgnify that Ashkensxi was a native of Ofen. But thsy were
mistaken in their surmise that he wag born in Vilna. Subse-
quently David Kashana published the M3, of Imden's autoblography,

1lat Sefer, the first part of which contalns & Jenpthy
acoount of the vieissmitudes of the 1ife of his father, Halan
Zgbl, and forms one of the most significant souxees for this
period. In this chroniele {p. 7) Emden spoolfies only thab
his father was born after Jacod ZaK's escape]”17Vn YiR2 011y,
From the introduction to the Shear Efrvavis we know that
Bphratm h&faohan_rﬁm&ined_in.Trebitach for six years, If
Habbi Jacob and hia Pather-in-law wexre in that eity congur-
rently then the ohild Zebi was born there during thig period.
However, the socurces are unclear as to Rabbi Jacch's tenure
of office and the duration of him sojourn in both Trebltsech
and Ungardeh Brod end the exact birthplace of Hakaw Zobi hasm
not been determined. o o

In his eulogy on his father, Emden states that Halcam

Zgbl was 58 years old when he dled. Yezib Pit {Kolamea,
1886}, p. 10s. Pollowing this, 1660 hag frequently been given
as ths year of Ashkenavi's birth, Waganaar, p. 1; David
Kahans, Tollot kubbalim ha-ZShabheths ha~Haal
{Tel Aviv, ‘192




\n

Ashkenazim salike, honored as a leader of dynainism and courage,

Jakob ben Benlamin Zeeb Ashkenasie,” Eneyolopedia Judaica,
IXI (1929}, 4BY4; Joshua Horowltz, "Zebl HIrsch bon ¥a§ob
Ashkenazi," Encvelopedia ha-Thrit » VII (195%), 418,
The Duteh acholar, M. Roeat, Biografische en literainp.
historische bijdragen,” Joodach-Lottarkundize B8 dragen

- {1867), p. 7, camo upon & VaPianL date which is apparently
the correct one. The library of 8. J. Loewenstamm, greab-
grandson of Hakam Zebi, contained s volume in which several
works were bound together, many of thews having glosses
written by Zebl Ashkenazi and Jacob Emden. In one of these
works -the Jefer ha-Bahur~-Roest found the following remarks:

*nn (va¥ RITA,PTE 17671 279% *™nn 1%x AT 3w qp1a1 ‘q oy

»331> own p" Ry ‘2w >ay t2e3 x1pan Con INIIARI PIX *ID TV
TPYNTY 1AW IIN® KT920 nTiay Yy ntyaby ananY? na1ab 1Ay
LW ey omat

The proximlty of the above dakte to the year deduced from
Yezib Pltpem, its inclusion in a collection of books anno-
tated by Hakaw Zebi znd his son and the presence in the same
volume of another note in similar ealligraphy, signed

®¥3P?11 TP1a2 a2pve piINg

2ll indicate the likelihood that the Zebl mentioned is Zebl
Ashkenaz! and that the ingaripbion 15 'in the handwriting of
Jacob ben Benjamin Zedeb hiluself. On the basis of this
finding the birth date of Hakam Zebl 1z taken to be I Elul,
5418 (1658), giving him & I1fe-span of 59 years.
In & e¢ritlcal response to Roest's &rtlecle Wagenaar,

Ts'bi Hirsch ben Jacob Ashhkinazi, " Letterkundige Bl jdragen
(1867}, pp. 11-13, pointa to the omission of the name "Biprsch."
He interprets the inscwiption as a referente Lo another son,
also named Febl who was born in 1658 and passed away before
the birth of Zebi Hirsch Ashkenazi (Hakam Zebi} in 1660. 1In
his Toledot Yekbez publishad 1n the following vear, 1868,
Wagennaar glves 1860 as the date of Ashkenazi's birth., In
a mote (p. 50, n. 21*) he comments on Roest's findings.

aveoa (1ovay apys} 9339 3437 723 axr oo s 7273 R20 nbap oKs

Of his own very dublous theory he wakes no wention here. One
mlght add that the ¥Yiddish name "Hirsch' 1s omitted frequently
in documents pertaining to Hakam Zebl. 'The practice of giving
two brothers the sams Hebrew name 1s not customary. cf.

Judahn ha-Hasid, Sefer ha-Hasidim, ed, Reuben Margolis
(Jerusaled, 1960Y p, 30.



he was destined to be the outstanding Torah autherity of his

generation.

1. Fducatlon and Sephardic Influences

Zebi Hlrsch Degan his studies under whe tutelage of
his father,? an instructor singularly sulted to tranamit the
method snd dialeotio of Telmudic learning. Through him the
young boy, though separated by distance Prom the mainstream
of Jewlsh culture was yet introduesd to the wnigue scholastic
traditions of the Folish and Lithuanisn Talmud masters. For
Rabbl Jacob's fabher, Benjamin Ze’eb ZaK had been numbered
among the Sages of Vilna whose reputation for profound
seholarship was unparalleled.® He had been an ocutstanding
gtudent of Jacob of Lublin® and hag subsequently merrled his
daughter. ® 0f the phenomenal memory of Rabbl Jacob Zak

7Heg§11a§ Sefer, p. 7.
SFor a desoription of Vilna at the time vide the
8r1bute-af'Emdan;‘ggggfg'p;rﬁ, and ef. Puenn, pp. 73~-88.

OBoth Jasob of Lublin and his son Joshua Heschel of

Cragow were renowned e85 the teachers par gxegllence of their
entire generation. Vide J, M, Zunz, pp. 104~114; Hayyim
Nathan Dembitzer, Kelilat Yofi, IX {Cracow, 3893), 39-65.

S lomeg111at Sefer, p. 3. Emden's usec of the amblguous
expresaloy i1 2JPT IX hag led to various inbterpretations.
Wagenaar, Toiling, P50, n, 12, takes the text as a reference
to Rabbl Jacch Zak and couslders Nehamah, daughter of Ephraim
ha-Coher, to have baen Jacod ZaK's Second wife. This intepw
pretaticn is also followed by Dembibzer, I (Cracow, 1868),
918, who describes the fathex of Hakam Zebi as being a student
of Jacob of Lublin. COn ascount ol the Aiscrepancies 1n chpon-
ology that arise from the above viewpolnt, Puenn, p. 88, hea
attributed the informabion in Magillst Sefer as & referenca
€0 Benjamin Zefsb, the grandfather of Hakam Zebi. This



nimsell, his digseliple David Oppenhelm, later chief rabbl
ef Prague and subsequently of all of Bohemia, was wont to
relate wonders. Certainly from the time that he sunseeded
his father-in-law a8 rabbl of Ofen {1675-1686) snd Founded
@ Talnudical Acmdemy in that town, Fabbi Jacob enjoyed wide-
spread recognition, his fame extending to Turkey and the
Holy lang,ll

From Rabbl Ephraim ha~Cohen %o whom he refera always
dig Y337 OO0 2IPT 29I My grandfather, my teacher, most
plous of prieats,“ Ashkenazl also received instruetion and
guidance.lg' The relationship fostered = clomensas that was
in 1tself an education. Judsh leib, Ephraim ha-Cohen's young
aon, relatea that he, too, studled under nis father together
with Zebi Hirsaﬁ, "the mon of my slatexr, ny contemporary. . . »

We grew up upon his knees."!3  In nis vesponsa {no. 65}

interpretation seems to be in line with the events and i
followed by Kahana, Meglllat Sefer, p. 3, n. 6. Cf. J. .,
%unz, p. 113, n. 55, for his treatment of this matter and of
other discrepancies in Wagensar's ageount.

Liyegiliat Sefer, pp. 4~5.
12¥§ggg Zebl, Introduction; ibid., no. 635; Mepillst

Safer, Pe Ve

133hday Efvayin, Introduetion:
Q¥IW3 777 N2ONI AR TIIR 32X D0V rhawy obes 12 ’RI0R 12
AT 1Max 13 233 1"aano FAIAT 1723280 170N DY wH ooann
ITIP2 VIWTP0NIT 123¥TA0I 12793 YV ... PRYAWT nITTAS TROIRY PP
LUTIEP2 A0ty nwtaw abeva oebany nove




Hakam Zebl mentlons an lnstance of 2 widow in Vienna par-
mitted to remarry vefore 24 months had elapsed despite the
fact that she was the mobher of an infant of nurging aze
and he cites the deetaslon in thia partioular case as he
heard 1t from nds grandfather's 1ips.  But Rabbi Zphraiw
waz to be more than an insbruckor to his grandson; he was
to be a model and example to hin in svary area. To the
radiinate of Ofen, Rabbl Ephraim brought new glory, develop-
ing its latent splritual reservoivs into a pulsating Jewish
ééﬁmunity.15 He turned down aﬁ offeyr to occupy & rabbinical
post in Jerusalew, ohoosing to remain in Ofen in order o
prepare hls works for public&ﬁ&on.ls Part of thepse, post-
fmously published under the titls, Shatar Bfrayin,’7 gave

ample evidence of hig penetrating insizht and campwahanéiva
knowledge. Humerous respcﬁaa addreased to Torah luminaries

1#§gg§m Zebi, no, £8: 7112 P1%a0 11RAMW By s37vya
: P 7270 0¥NIAX MYw Y2 dI31nssv Tond 7aptT

er. Bémbitzev I1I, 49a, n. 6, Ksufmann Sghriften, IX, 304

n. 3, ;naﬁeurétel§ refers o "des Kind das sle on der %rust’
hette.” The basis of the halakic declalon was precisely the
fact that the mother wag not marsing the child,

Sxautmann, ibid., p. 30).
163hgyar-3fr&zim, Introduotion.

I?The Shalay Bfrayinm was printed Ly Rabbl Ephraim's
son, Judah Leib, in Sulsbach in the year 1538, Ephrainm ha=-
Lohen's other work, a commentary on the Torah entitled
Mahaneh Efreyim," apparentily remained in Me, Vide Puenn,

p‘?.



in the Bast and Weat give wiktness to the universal regard

‘in which he was held by his contempcrariaa.lg Coming from

é familiy that prided itself in an ancestor, Habbi Elijsh

3&?31 Shew of Helm, who acoording to legeng mentloned by

Hakam Zebi {reap. 93), had by means of kabballatic insanta-

blons created a homunculus (golem), Rabbi Ephralm was no
stranger to the hidden lore and its mysteries.t? He was noted,

| ;oa,-far an extreme plety and aacetiodsm, habltually fasbting

_qéyg on enﬁ. \Thia inglination to wysticism did not, however,

interferes with his objective scholarship.29 o the 1my§asaiana

of these years ome can trace many of Pebi Ashkenazi's labey

interests: his knowledge of end familiarity with Kabbalah®l

g0 important in the quarrel with N&ﬁemiah Hayyun, his magtop-

ful competence in the field of halakah and his uncompromising

¥igw of the role of & rabbl in the community--an abttitude

that waa to atand out as a leitwmotif in his careew,

;3V1de, 2eg., SNatap Bfpavim, resp. nos. Ti and 102
addressed to Mosez Galante; noa. %3, 52 and 79 addreased to
Gershon Aghkenazl; nos, 93 and 107 to Eliakim Gdtz; no, Th
to Moses ben Habidb of Jerusalem,

19 elstiét Sefer, p. #4:; Emden, Sheblst Tatabesz
~ {Altions, 1?59%-;_-::, no. 82, T :

gq3&&%&1&2”§22§§;.&2&*.3&&-5 Shatar Efrayim, Intro-

duetion M

o Slnesillat Sefer, p. 17; Zmden, Yezib Pis o, PPs

5 and 196 ;%“ em., Siddup Bet Yalakob (Lem be"“"-r%"",'ﬁ' s OB,
Contenporaries referred to Hakam gfebl as PR Pa1pan”
Vide, e.g.. the lettera addreased to Ashkenazi by Kaphtali
Cohen, printed by David Kaufmann, . "La Lutte de R. Naftali
@o&angeanﬁra Heyyoun,™" REJ, XXXVI, 272-286 and XXXVII,
aT4-283.
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Under the asgls of his father and grﬁndfatngr Sabl
Hirsch applied himgels W his atudlies with diligence ang
zest, exhibiting unuaual bromise and ocapabilibies Trom hia
earllest youth, As cariy ag 1676 he wrote his fipgt vabe
binleal reaponsum whioh although uripublished has been pra-
served in Me.22 Hakem zedl may have omitted meny of his
eerly responsa from the printed odition of nis worka on
aceount of thelp lengthy nature, Hia son, Jacob HEaden, was
in possession of these Msa..hut had diffieulty in deciparing
them for they had been tranagribed in Sephardic charactars,?3
This is aot surprising for Zebi Ashkenazi spent his forma-
tlve years 1n a Sepherdio-opiented environnent., The alty
of Ofen to which he varne at the sge or aight was the furtherh.
moat oubpost of ﬁhe Turkish Bmpire in Burope, Althﬂﬁgh the
Sephardic elemwent in the commmity consisted of a wepre 30-0dd
families and in halakic mabters the Ashkenazie tradition
bPravailed even in eivii disputen, 23 the influence of the
powerful Ssphardic centers in urkey, in particulap that of

oot

“agenaar, Toledat, p. 52, n. 65. The responsum

: begins: pu32 1?vX 23R vponow TIWRIT Po®n At 7"n 28y 1ovq3s
¥? V3atow X170 POOAURT niwyd »3+1p *2Y PUsY 13'upe 1873 wTnay apy?
133%2 owoq NaNIT 109902 225 nppey 910 ¥R ¥ 9397 oviopy 0?pow
y «TAX ,933%3 1090 vpnoo IR InanN

“Megi11at sefer, p. 8. Emden, 1pag., pp. 17, 51,
notea that seatlons of the Mas, may have been lost. He PE-
¢elved the responss in a state of dlzorder ror they had
Passed through seversl hands hefore ¢oming into his popges-~

silon,
hakan Zebi, no. 61.
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Jalonlea, manifested itsel? in both institutions and custons,
In thelr geneprous SUPPOrt of Torah commmities in Jerusalem,

Safed and Salonics; theip economie contact with the countries

of the Zant and their personal ettitudes as gsubjects of the

Turkish #ingdom, one could devect among the Jews of Ofen &

definite gravitation towards the 0rient,25 This affiniey
to the East Prampted Rabbli Ephraim to send his oherisnaed

grandson Zegbi to Salonlca in order to sontinue his sducation

there, to investipgats the methods of the Sephardio Talmud
mazters and o becoms & fuli-fledzed savant,

Already in his atudent days Zebl Ashkenszi's pee
lationship with ephardim was not limlited to supeniicial
eontaats, In Salenié&, Ashienasd sttended the gchool of Habbi
E1ljeh Qove, author af‘the.ﬁga;_nsa Adderet Elivann?C ang
visited several other Sephardic seminariaes,

He zeams to have
tourad extensivaly und fo have bravellaed te and from Ofen

sevoral tlimes. Little im recorded of his experiences during

these years, bub his ALY vesponsa sorve as an itinerary to

his travels, Arylving in Adrianople, he meb an dzbkenazic

rabbi, Rabbi Jacob Strisiner to whonm rasp. 7 of the Testmbot

aﬁﬁaquann,_ﬁcnriftgg, II, 300-301,

®0Mautliat Soter, p. 3. Elijah Covo disd in Salondea
in the yesxr 1699, The adderat Eldiyvam consiabing of 43
Fesponsa was printed in Conztantineple 4in 1739 together with

' £ Shene

the responsy of Josaph Hanﬁali, under the title o

Helorot ha~Gadolln,




iz

am Zebl is addressed. When Rabbl Sphrzim passed away

June 3, 1678, vietim of & murderous plague that wrought
navoe in the community,27 Ashienazi was appavently in Ofen
az vwe saa from respoﬁﬂum 141, dated Tammz of thabt annpe
gaaf;ag The followlng year {1070} Ashkonazl returned once
gore to the Halbkans angaging.in gcholarly dissussiong with
. the hakem of Belgrade Joseph Almosnine, author of the
fgguh bl-Y¥ehosef, with whoge opinions he disapresd An &
lengihy rcapoasgm {na. %1}.29 From Almosning he may likely

2T snatap Efpayim, Introduotion.

o " _

: “ﬁwhisupoint is wade by Kaufmann, Schyiften, I, 305.
From the dages i1t appears to be a gorreat conclusion. Othar
schelars maintalin that Hakaw Zebl remnined in the Hast, leave
ing Salonles AIn 1679, travelling vie Belgrade and Consteutin-
ople and eatuwrning to Ofen in 1630, 0Ff. Enoyolopedin Judaies,
IIY, 484; Bolomon A. Rosanes, Korot ha-Yeludim olwfurkyal We-
Artzot ha-Bedew {3ofle, 1935+5), LV, 260.

agﬁauhaﬂ ﬁargglia, “Le Tolelot Anshe Shem be-Lvov,”

Stnat, XTI {2952), €8, notes that a responsum wribien |

Hakam Zebl ls inciuded 1n Almesnino's ‘fdut hi-Yehosel, iI
Constantinople, 1733}, The responsum, No. 29 (&rroneously

ilsted by Margoells, lec. olt., as No, BT} concludes:

W1 TPRR YIART PY ©ITIWN RIN HDTY YIRD CIVIRA T1¥Y PBO OR

2777 BI0? YEIwAY 2T KRR 1738%p2 1M1 PRIYLR 20 17 RO by
0277 N17? neeld annbwy aonpd *nxepn &Y MaRT A0 DRI I3AYR

222 131 ‘7AT I3 110%w Y2 19T WX N3T1T? 123098y fIxwn
; «1713 2720wx APYY MMNIAD Tax wYR KDY nyban TD TIaN

Hakam Zebi’s secqualntanceanip with Almosnine likely goes back
to the latter's contact with Ephraip ha-(ohen, Almosnino was
gsocused of heresy Tor explaining Lev, 1:4 as a refevence to
Amalek and Exod. 3112 as 2 praeferance to the golden calf,
Ephralm ha~Cohen of Ofen war approached repgarding this sat~
ter. Shatlay Efravim, ne. £4; Sdut bl-Yehosef, I {1711), no,
38, = AL A




i3

have neard the legends regarding the denth of Shabbethat
@ehi,30 Responsum 1E8 regarding an envoy from Hebron whom
he wel in Belgrade also dates from this period.3t

Ahehkenazi rapldly achieved a regputation asn a cone
gummate scholav, Enden reports Raving peon lebbers writben
by Rabbi Ephralm ba-Cohan o Haken ~ebl whilst the labtter
was yebt studylng in Sslonmilca 4n which Rabbi Ephraim ad-
dresaed bls grandaon in a manner befitsl % o mabure and ven~
grated scholar.3% Ageording to Azulat's aceount, when
Ashkenazl made a Lydp bo Consbantinople in 1685, the enkive
eommunity were sxccedingly fmpresped by Wis keen intelleat
gnd astounded o find such encyelopedic kncwleﬁge snd pro-
found zruditlon in a comparatively young person.33 In
Constantinople the Sephardin conferred upon Zebl Ashienazi
the tifle "Hakam™ an appellation usually reserved for thelr
oun ravbis.3 Zebi Ashlenazl reteined this bitle throughout

his 1ife snd is known to uz as "the Hakam Zabi.! There igm

3%Infes, p.20.

3lme envoy, of whom thers 1s no mention in the
responsun, ls identiiled by Resanes, ion. ¢it,., ap Ranbi
David ha~Cohen, In Kaufmann, Sehriften, TI, 3205, n, 4,
this responsun is inacourataly cited &z no. 65,

3megiilat Serer, p. 8.

33ﬂayyim Joseph Javid Azulai, Shem ha~Gedolim _
ha-Sholey, annotated by Slazer Gartenﬁgﬁﬁwfﬁgﬁ_?3§ﬁ%"19§8),
A 107,

343910mon Buber, Anshe Shem (Cracow, 1893}, p. 187.



nly one other rescerded instance of an Ashkenazic rabbil

ving adopted thls appellation, namely Hakam Tsaac
‘Bernays t1792~18&9) rabbi of the Ashkenasic community 4n
Hamburg.33 It has been asserted that Hakam Zebl received
ordinstion from Rabbi Hayyim Benveniste, author of the

Resporisa ga‘e 3??3&«35 This 15 improbable for Benveniste

lﬁaased awsy in the year 1873 before Hakam Zebl's known
trip to the orient. '

334irsch Jacob Zimmels, Aghkenagim and Sepherdim:

Their Relatlons, Differences, and Problems as Reflected in
the Habblnical Respensgsg (London, 1953i, P. 69. 1In the case of
Hakam Bernays the title did not denote closeness with Sephardim.
It may have been used as an epithet depieling Bernays' sagacity
. #nd erudition, Eduard Duckesz, Iwwah le-Moshab (Cracow, 1903),
- 110. Possiblyit was an appeliation used by Bernayg~-a
nilitant opponent of the Reform movement--to atbtract Tollowers
to whom the title "rabbi” aight have an unplemsant connotation.
David Ocha, "Reform und Antireform im Deutschen Judentum im
CXIR, Jahrhandert bis zur frennung (18?6;" {unpublished Ph.D.
- dissertation, University of Vienna, 1934), p, 78,

_ 3&In'his aritical notes appended to Buber's book,

- Anshe Shem, p. 247, Joseph Loswenstéein gives ag the source
for the ordination of Hakam Zebl s responsum of Rabbi Hayyin

Benveniate, included in the 3hdelot u'Teshubot Bafe Hayve.
(Salonica, 1791), I. no. T73.  Thérein is contained an approba-

tion of & homilebiesl volume vhose author is referred 55 as &n
Ashkenazic rabbi,

"rraowr ©On “anw 02w 9T 7m0 by cmaanw nacon®
and an cordinadlon of that particular rabbl who iz named,

M™a3 sraowx 73X "naa oYwn nonn

rom the date given "ntenn" 3,e.,1685 1t would appear Lo
be# impossible that this responsum should refer to Hakam Zedbl
¥ho was born elther that very year or close to it., Moredver,
Benveniste himself dled in 1673 before the time of Ashkenazi's
known trip to the East. In the responsum there 1s no mentlon
of the precoclous nature of the candidate as there would

doubtless have been had this ordination been conferred upon a
nere youth.

-
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In 1680 Ashkenazi was back in Ofen where hils sdvice
was saughf in the problew of one Tsarti bat Joseph whose
husband had travelled to Adriancple but of whose whepe~
abouts she had no further knowledge. $aka§ Zebl showed
éxeeptional penatration and astutencss in freeing her from
the bonds of'igggn.B? FPor the next few years Ashkenazi
settled 1n Ofen, marrying the daughter of » prominent mambap
of the community. His father~in-law 1ikerally supplied him
with all hig material nesds 2nd eatablished him as an inde-
pendently wealthy man. But the peageful interliude czme to
an end when Gfen became a battleground. In 1654 imperisl
troops under Carl von Lothringen besleged the elty which
wag finally selzed on September 2, 1686. In this year
Hakam Zebi was approached regarding litigatlon that myose

following the death of a woman and child during the slege
and hls decislon on the matter 1s included in the printed
edition of him works.3% Thowgh Ashkenazi suffered the horpop
of seeing bis wife and only daughter killed by & cannon shot
and the lossz of all his belonglings Including hls valuable
1ibrary, he himself eacaped from the beleaguersigity and

- fled to Sarﬁjavd where he was appointed vebbi ang in which

37§aggm ?ahi, no, 95,
38

Ibld., no. 61.
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post he remainad until 168,39

2, darsjeve

The locale of Ashkenazi's flrst essay in the rabblae
ate wes o wealthy and influential community. Although the
Sarajeve Jews showed respect and defervencs to Hakam Zebl as
thelr spiritausl 1eader,a0 contention arose which may have
been a factor leading to his resignation. Ashkenezi had
decided a law sult against a certain 3amuel Almold. - Almoll,
who was both alfluent and powerful, aliled with one Hiyya
Hayyun known 28 ha-Oruk (the Tall One) intorfersd 1n tha ‘
communal govermment snd asucceeded in axiling Ashkenazi.gl
Thereupon the aldérs of the community gathered tﬂg@ther on
19 Adar I, 1688 and placed Almoli under the ban. Almoll

later relented and the Sarsjevo communlity sought the advice

of Rebbl Anaron Pershya Hayyim ha-Cohenr in Salonica as to
 whether 1t would be permissible for them to release him from
the ban. Rabbi Aharon responded that Almoli could be re=
stored to his ordginal atatus on the condition that he would

391b1d., IntreductionlInb®>1 1°¥n AT9%3 £YB »IR¥XY79
37723 RI7IVVT VORI wR NNCIA ORINW PP DYWTP IRE nAviy or7pdy
Cf, Megillat Befer, pp. 8~9., Judah Leld ha-Coben, also,
Pefers to Ashkenazi as rabbl of Sarajevo, Shatar Bfrayim,
Introduction. fThe capture of Ofen was an incident of the

War of the "Holy league'~-fustris, Poland and Venlce--againat
the Turks.

40ﬁeggllat 3efer, p. 9.

41yacob Emden, Torat ha- lerhot {Austerdam, 1??2),
P. 276; Nehemlah Hayyun, Ha-Zad ebl (Awsterdam, 17141 ’
Intreduction. ) *
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repani and deport himaelf with proper demeancr theneefﬂrth.ha
In the historie polewic of Rakem Zebl in Amsterdam this
incldent assumes spealal importance. ve shall see that
Ashkenazl miatook Kphamiéh Hayyun for thils Hiyya ha-Orul

and the confusion engendered affected the course of the
guarrel. In the month of Abd or Elul Ashienszi returned to
Sarajevo., When the news arvived that Prince Ludwig of Haden
and his attacking forces were approaching 3arajeve Ashkenazi
determined to flee once again.qs His decigion was 5trengthﬂ
ened when he finally recelved word of the fate of his pareuks.
Rabbl Jacob and his wife, who had been taken as prisoners-
of-war by the Prusslan mercenaries when Ofen was eaptured,
were yansomed by the Jewish cormunity of Berlin but they did
not meet their son again until he had setiled in Altona as
head of the Yeahiva,%d .

aeﬁaann&a, 1¥, 251, citing Shoblot u'Teshubot Perah
Matteh Aharson {Amstsrdam, 1703), 11, no. 55, o

asﬂos&n&s, log, alt., 17.

' J“li"fl'm.J.ct'eﬁ.!ng his meeting with hisz son in Altona,
Rabbi Jaeob trevelled via Poland to the Holy Tand. After
his wife's demise he warried agaln at the behest of the
Jerusalem Sages. His second wife, Judith, was the daughter
of Naphtall Cohen, chief rabbi of Frankfort~am-Main, Jaoob
Zak died in Jerusalem et the age of 73. ¥Vide the porticon
of Meplllat Sefer printed in Ha-Mehsef (Alfona, 1810), p.
89,” This information is omitted in Megillat 3efer, ed.,
Kuhana, '
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3. Contact with thgm§§ébbetha1 Zebl Movement

During his stay in the East, Ashkenazl was an eye-
witness o the llcentiocusness of the followers of Shabbethal
Zobl. Doubtleas his first fateful contact.with Shem had
been in Ofen for that ¢ity had been seething with intepest
in the activities of the pseudo-messiah . %5 The English

Consul in Ismdr who travelled in 1666 from Conatantinople to

Ofen wrote:

It was strange to see how the faney took and how fast
the report of Shabbethal and hie doctrine flew through
all parte where Jews innebited and so deaply posmressed
them--that in all . ., ., places frem Conatantinaple to
Buda (which it was my fortune that year to travel) I
percelved & strange transport in the Jews, none of
ther attending to any tusiness, unless to wind up
former negotiations, and %o prepare themselves and
familles for a journey to Jerusalem. All their dise-

courses, thelr dreams and diaggsal of their affairs
tended no other deeign. . . . .

In Jalonica and Adrlancople, where Shabbethaianism was rampant,
Ashkenszl became wore intimately acquainted with the aberra«
tions of this schismatic movement. In later years he told
his son, Emden, many of his recollections frbm this period
and depicted to him the sorecery and untoward conduet which
characterized the Shabbethaiegns, He described having himself

&5Kauxmann, Schrlften, II, 301, ,
4631r Paul Rycaut, The History of the Turkish Empire
from the Year 1623 to the Year 1677 ELondcn, 16877, citeg by

Jacob R, Marcus, The Jew 1o thHe eval World (Cincinnati,
1938), p. 262. '
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3&%3 the women practicing wibcheralt pﬁrporting &¢ kill
avil spirits and exhibibing bths blood which they had shed.d7
Jaaed Striemer, the Ashienazlc rabbl whom Hakaw Zebl had
gncountered in ﬁdriansple,gg.was an ardent-bhellgver in
habbethal Zebl untll tha latter's conversion; but despise
his Zhabbethaian leanlngs, Stirismer rexained pioua'anﬂ
metlculous 1h observance.¥? Samuel Almol:i, too, with whom,
as has been noted, Hakam Zebi had contended in Yarajevo and
vho was destined to be the father-in-law of Nehemiah Hayvyun
is described by Hakaw Zzbl ag =n inveterate sinner,
Ashkenazgl reecounts that 1t was commen for uncoﬁth and bage
pacopie 69 declare themselves as prophets and degmeribes one

instance in which such a self-styled acothaayery dlsputiad with
g1m011.59 The clroumstances of the death of Shabbethal Zebl
himsell are shrouded in mystéry. Ieib ben Ozer, whose
¢hronicle 15 oné¢ of the bamic documents regarding these
events, cites Hakam Zebi aé the source of his information.
In translation the original chronlcle reads:

But I heard &s & certalnty from a trostworthy person

that Snabbethal Zebl died in & place that 4z ealled

here Arnot in Belgrade in the country of Arnotlok

/Albania/ beside the water seccording £o his request.
He lay 111 for several days with colic and died of 1%

&Sﬁf., supra, p. 12, |
492mden, Torat ha-gerfact, p. 5b.

59;9;g., P. 9. The roference here ias to Ssnuel
Armoli,
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and wag burlied on the Day of Atonement. Regarding
thls there has given witness Hakam Joseph Almosnino
chief rabbl of Belgrade who had personally heapd it
from & Turk who had been with Shabbethal Febl dur-

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

There a2l30 gave witness on thia matter our chief
rabbl Hirsch who s called Hakam Zebl: that Shabbethal
Zebl died in Arnot Belgrade and was buried on the Day
of Atonement. He was not buriled anong Arabs; this
was according te his testament, He requested nis
pecple tio lay him alone beatde the water and indeed

they did dbury him in thig manoer. In this land there
llve no Jews whatsocaver,>l

Scholem has pointed out the likelihood that Lhe
verslon of the story of Shabbethai Zebl's death as it waas

- told to him by a Turk was then transmitted by Almosnino to
flakam Zebl when they met in Belgrade in 1679.52 guite
-apart from the guestlon of the nistorleal veraclty of this
version of Shabbethal 3Eb1'ﬁ death, this account does in-
dicate clearly Hakam Zebits olosensess to basié sources and
hls imowledge of Shabbethaianism Trom within,

Noteworthy as a key to Zebi Ashkenszi's attitude to

the moﬁemenc are the fellowing anecdotes still believed in

51The ¢hronlele 1s cited from & Ms, by Yitzhak
Ben-Zvi, "Mekom Keturato Shel Shabbethai Zedbl . weha-bdah
ha-Shebbethalt be-Albaniya,” Zion, 17, XViy 19s2), 75.

52gershon Scholem, “/'Hejan met Shabbethal Zebi,"

bld., p. 79. The exsct circumstances surrourkiing these

. events are subject to debate. Both Scholem and Ben Zvi _
aceaept 1676 a8 the year of Shabbethai Zebl's death., BRen

Zvi 18 of the opinion that the facts corroborste the ageount

of Leib ben Ozer and that Shabbethal Zebi dled in Arnot

i.e¢, Berat, Albania, Scholem, on the other hand, accepts

the tradition preserved among Shabbethaian scholers that

Shabbethal Zebl died in Duleigno. '

h
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- Adrianople, a clty at the heart of the Shabbethalan aglita~
- tilon where traditions are tenaclous., According to legend,
:1n order to establish his wessianie claim; Shabbethal Zebl
flew in the air liked a winged. ¢reature, ' Hakam Zebl dupli-
cated this feat by scaring through the air from the window
of one house to that of another, thus invalidating

Shabbethal Zebi's messianic pretensions by demonstrating

that this was & tour de forge and by no wmeans & miracle, To

this day the people of Adrianople identify these two housea
aa the scene of this occurrence. They relate also that
Hakam Zebl's wife was no more credulous than he., To 11lus-
trafe her viewpolnt she anece jJokingly put cotton in the
meat-ple, explaining to her husband that this dish was sym-
bolie of the ways of the Shabbdethaian charlatans’whasé ouﬁer
appearances belled their true nature,53 The faet that these
legends are assoclated in popular tradition with the name of
Zebl Ashkenazl serves to undersecre the fact that Hakam Zebi
was known even in his youbth as an unrelenting foe of
Shabbetheianism who -acufght to shatter its delusions, Hilitant
oppogition o the sect manifested already at this early stage

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

career,

:-a 53Rrelated by Abraham Danon, a native of Adrianopl&,
~_Documents et Traditions sur Sabbakal Cevi et sa Secte,”

REJ, XAVIZ, 104; idem,, Kgt Yehudlt Muslemanit bi-Eretsz
Turgemah, " Sefer he-Shans, I (Warsaw, 1900), 178,



It is noteworthy that Aﬂhk&nazi'a oun father Jaeob

ZaK of Vilna has been labeled a Shabbethalan, Graetz

writes that ", . . & learned Talmudist, Jacob Ashkenazi of
Vilna whose son and grandson became zealous persecutors of
the Shabbethatans . . . declared a member of bLhe communi ty
worthy of death, because he would not say the blesgging for
Shabhethai Zebi.” This plece of informasion iz presented

by Graetz without any reference to source 5% The 8018 source
for this sccusatlion is a work that stemsa frow the ren of the
arch-enemy of Zebl Ashkenazi, Nehemiah Hayyun. In his book,

&gugad Zebl Hayyun writing some Pifty years after the events
described, speaks of Ashkenazi's father asg

» + » Uhe great believer in Shabbethai Zebl fJacob, A,7
Who was in the oity of Budin called in the Cerman lang-
uage Ofen, he i3 the one who caused the death of a
Jewlsh soul because /the man/ did not pronounce the
blsssing for the 11fé of Shabbethai Zebi in the syno-
gogue ang helzgaaob 2./ pronounced the man gullty of
lese-majeste against the Kingdom of David and therefore
permitted the blood of thls Jew tc be ghed, Goncggnins
this matter there are witnesses here Zhnmsterdan/,

In his diatribe Hayyun writea that Hakam Zebi Openly sane-

tioned murder, that wherever he came he caused countiess

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

5“Heinri¢h Grastz, Geachichte der uden (Leipzig, 1868),

. %, 239, Of. A, L. Frumkin's sharp criticism of Graetz, Taledot
Hakme Yerushalayim {Jerusalem, 1928.30), IX, 152, 3In his
efense of R, Jaooh Zak, Frumkin points ouk internal diserep-

ancles in Hayyun's account, In themaelves thesge discrepancies
are, however, inconclusive.

S5 Introduction.
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¥andsbeck) rejoiced publicly vpon his departure.56 No one

lends credence to these acousations. It i3 recognized that
the allegations are wild and irresponalbls and that the
entire document 1s one web of falsehcod. To single out $his

- one charge for eltation 1s but an expression of preconceived

prejudice. Contemporary scholars who have done exhaustive pg-
*ggarch on the Shabbathal Zebl wovement have uncovered no
further corrcborative evidence comnecting Jacob ZaX of Vilna
1th the Shabbethalans.?’ In all other doouments he ig

pakan of with the highest esteem.5C It 13 known that many

‘of the raubbinic leaders of the time were tinged with the

;Shabhathaian bellef and there are recorded instances of

halakic decizions almilar %o the one mentioned shove59 but
'th&re is no warrant fop assoclating these events with this
partieular peraon, nemely Jasoh 28X of Vilna,

5%.::. alt.
e 3T3cholem, Stabbethai Zebi weha-—Te b Ha -shabbethal
yqugme Hayyav (Tel Aviv, 195? s 11,

584e 19 referred to bg Hekam Zebi aa "Prgion " .
ﬁ@ggg_éggg, nos. 1, 13, 17, 18, 20, 25, 77 135 and®>wh »ann

s 95, 1:
150. Ephraim ha-Cohen refers to him as, JPV’ ﬁg"bﬁ T?72x00 T’;”
ha'ar Efrayim, nos. 111 and 112. Jscob Za¥ was Ephraim L
a=Cohen's honored snvoy to Radll Moses Hayyim of Salonica.
Ibid., mo. 68. .Judsh Leib hancah&n; ibid., kuatres aharen,
refars to R, Jacob as;

13292 4"1n22 Y9130 odwn pann 12 npan map ot TPt 2p2a”

SQScholem, oe., cit.
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The famlily of Rabbi Jacob was known as ZaX. It 1ls

dication of his westeprn origins.66 Puzzling iz his cholce

qfifollcuing the custom in vogue among Sephardim of signing

'O after his nama.ﬁl Ashkenazl's sdoption of thisg —ephardie

wactice 18 8ll the more surious in one who emphaticsally

xbrassed himselfl &8 wishing his fanlly to meintain stead-

fashion through-
even while living in Ashkenazic cléles. 3Ii is
éﬁt remarkable that his son, Jsoob Emden,

sulogy 0o Lo his aignature .03

. soﬁngxeéogedga haJIﬁrgg, VII, 318; Engyciopedia
Judaiea, ITE, . '

Slﬁakam sebl, nos. 5,6, 8, 10, gt al.

62

Megilist Sefer, p. 35; Heden. sheblat ¥a tsbez, I,
170 B ’ [

out his life,

also sppended the

, ©31id., I, nos. 3, 5, 7; 11, 3, 6, 8, st al. The
reaning of the letters ©w'o 1a Gisputed. According to some
ubhorities "o iz an abbresviation of gephardl tahor,

enoting a non-Maranc: desgent, One scholarts view is that
he letters stand for sanct, indicating martyrdom, Another
Pinion is thato™o is an abbreviation for soefo tob intended
5 & prayer and dating from the tinme of the persecutions in
‘Spain., The most wldely accepted view is that of leopold

Zunz, Zur Geachichte und Literatur {(Beriin, 1B45), p. 314,
ho maintalng thato''d is an abbreviation for



_2§

In the final snalysis one cannot sinimize the S

fect on Hakam ?ebi of his prolonged etay in the Rast. He

assimllzated habite of the Sephardim, adopted some customs

aﬁd versions of their-li#ufgyf& agquired knowledpe of their

istordeal eventa, This explanation accounts for the usage
of 00 before the great pevsegutions in Spain {e.g. by

R. Aggar b, ¥Yehiel and R. David Abudraham), Vide Zimmels,
P The theory that the letterav"o signify zephardl
gahor 14 cbviously the most difficult to reconeiie with the
188 of these letters by Hakam Zebl. The terwm has frequently
een taken to denote some indication of farily purity and
on-submisaion to enforced apostasy. Cf, Haruk ha~Levi
patein, Mekor Beruk (Vilna, 1928), I, €93. In the light

f this faet 1t is interesting to note that among Aghkenaszic
ews we find a simllar usage in the form of an expression
dded to the name of descendentz of martyrs, Applied orig-
nally to single individusls as kadoszh the epithet beoame
familiar one among German Jews who frequently easlled
hemgelves Zak, Zack. Vide I. Zunz, Gasammelte Schriften
erlin, 1876), IIX, 265. We also find this name asopribed
the descendents of individusls who withatood coercive
onversion, Ashitenagi's family called themselves by thie
ame~~ - @IP I P 7oK, of the holy seed, indicating bhat
heir ancestors had, Tor gensrations, been Srisd and tested
n persecutions and had remained steadfast in their beliefs.
Emd_&n, H&a&llg& 3&£'B_1‘,; Ps 3, 'ﬂﬂt&&hvns;: "N RD Spye nMin

1°7 72 onnowa Bw Don® {an13 191 T3 PYT wran waywmr o'yr

PIRCI ADAY O1TATAY 031TAn vnv3 avmyaw 8731M3 733 w11p vur
- +BPIVIBTPA TIZWK 77200 TV1MTan BINIT 0895 ‘nd orimna

It 18 perhaps too far-fetched to sugpest that Ashkenszi found
the usage of pvg interpreted among the Sephardinm with whom he
Same In gontact as an indication of purity and martyrdom and
that ne umed the eulogy u'"o after-hls signabure as o somewhat
remote synonym for thep"y of his family neme. However, the
barallel is an Anterssting one.

6%3@3311_& S1ddur, pp. 125 and 177,
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%&nguaggsﬂnTurkiah,ISQanish and Ztalianﬁ

Sﬂwand beeame in-
Jmetely ascgualnted with their mode of 1ife and familiary
4th their methods of study. In his relationship with
s&pnarﬂim there persisted throughout his 1ife the warmth
nd affectlion of a kindred aplrit. Nevertheless, the pre-
'aminant Influenve in his iife remsined That of his earliy
racepbors Habbl Jacob and Rabbl BEphraim ha-(sohen who had
ailed from the inner coterle of Vilna scholars. Ultimately
Hakam Zebi pust be considered an Ashkenazie scholar and his
orlis are another link in the chaiwy of his teachers' tradition.
n ths introduction €o hls responsas oollectlon, 1t 1s to the
ransforaing nabure of thely direction that he pavs personal
‘trlbute and to its abiding inTluence upon his life that he
himselfl attesta:

There flocked to me scholars and wen of understand~
Ing . « . thirsting t0 hear the word of G-d, which X
recelived from ny forefathers, my holy departed teachers,
my revered father, the very competent Rabbi Jacob, may
his memory be bDleszed, whose honoraed resting place L2 in
the Holy Clty of Jeruszalem, and my maternal grandfather,
the great Gaon, moat plous of prlests, the spiendor of
Israel, Rabbl Bphraim ha~Cohen, way his wenery be blessed,
auvbhor of the Zhatar Efreyim. Thelr wisdom has stood by
me, enablling me to become an arblter of the law, arousing

attenblon In sbtudy and it 12 their mggit that has made my
repubation known in the world, . . .

-~

& .
5Megillat Sgfer, p. 16,
66$akam gebl, Introducticn,




B. Altona

The perlod beginning when Hakem Zebhil left Sarajeveo
for the great Ashkenazio centers until he was called to the

rabbinate of Amsterdam some two decades later, constitutes

the wost productive portion of hias life.

In any attempt to
evaluate Hakam Zebi'e miniatry in Amsterdan and to sssess

with a measure of falrnheas his rezctions to the difficuitien

that arose there one wust take note of the siprificance of

these intervening years. Ashkenazi's contribution to the
cultural development of the Triple Community of Altonas,
Hamburg, Wandsbeek {AHW) iz dealt with in detall in Emden's

autobliography, Megillat 3efer, an aceount permezted with
flllal affeection,

In addition, the pesponsa whiah Hakan
%ebi himself wrote reflect his acblvities 28 scholar and

intster and glve evidence of his approach to the major isaues
f his generation. As the mature expression of his character,
‘these responsa serve as an invaluable gulde for an objective
ieatimate of these aruclal years.

| From Sarajevo, Hakam Zebl set out via Ragossa moross
ithe Adriatic Sea en the then arduous journey nort hward,
:refuaing to aceept financial support from the admirers who
hailed him en route. In his writings he records the date of
ihia .trip, "When I came from the country of Turkey to these



1ands in the year 5@4@.“6? Avrriving penniless in Venloe,
Ashkenuzl lodged at ‘the home of Rabbl Samuel Aboab o whom
he addressed a responsum dated during this pericd.53 From
Venlee he proceeded on hls travels leaving the iwmprint of
.his pereonallity in each town of his viasit: refuning to

‘assoclate himself with bribery 4n &nabaeh,ég ¢autloning the

-gommunity of MPurth on the laws of exrub, 79 rendering &
fhﬁlﬁkic° declaion in Prague with regard to the obligation

of rending the garwents on ageount of the Torsh serolis that
héd been burned during the grezat conflagration in that tcwn.?i

v Lommunal Activities

Ashkenazl then repaired to Serlin where he met Rabbi

fZaleb Wolf Mivels ¥hose slster Sarabh he took sz hisa second

wite, She was the daughter of the noted scholar, Meshullam

Zalman Mirels Naumark, scion of an gninent Viemnsge family,

THakan Zebi, nos. 111 and 42,

®eglllat Sefer, p. 9; Hakem Zebt, no. 42,

CIneptiiat Sefar, log. cit,

TM__, no. 111,
T aken Zebl, no. 17,

?ELittle'is known about her. She was & devoted wife
and mother and after the death of Hakem Zebl she refused all
offers Lo remarry, Megillat sSefer, p. G4, Shoptly there-
3fter she passed sway in Lemberg on 3 Shebat, 5479, A cOpy
¢f the inaeription on her tombatone can be found in '

Jagob
Hendel 3chutz, Mazebat Kodesh (Lewberg, 1360), I, no, 122.
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¥ho had left that city at gpe time of the banishment of tha
Jews in 1670 and ten ¥E&rs later had been named #hief rabbdi
of the Tripls Communt gy, 73 Following his marriage, ﬁshkanazi
moved to Altona wherse his father-inelaw re¢sided. Hepe
wealthy leaders of Che congregation foundeg & Klaus 1'op hifge-
& study nouse frog which he might disseminage Torah, Durlng
the next 20 yoars the Bet Midpash which he neadsg became &

' eelebrated center to which exemplary studenta, scholars and
rabbis flocked frogm 811 parts_pf-ﬁexﬁﬁny; Poland ang
Livhusnia.”® Undep nig direction learning was intsnsive nng
the subject-matter all-embraeing; the curriculum ineluded
Talmud, todes, Bible, ¥Midrash and Grammar.?ﬁ The custom of
&xpounding a poertion of Bible 1n the synagogue after the
worning service and of interpreting a seetion of Miahnah-with
il commentaries between the afternoon and evening aervices,
& practice satablished by Hakam Zebi, was sontinued as iong
&8 the Klaus was standing, 76

In 1692 Ashkenazi printed the Ms, of the Tups Zahab
on the first part or Hoshen Hisgha? wWlth his own annotations,
These are frequently incoerporated into the fext of the iaZ an

notes of the edltor navann 9ox, AG the elose of thig volume,

o

"3Duckenz, pp. B0,

?Qﬁakam Zebi, Introdustion,

75Megillat Sefler, p. 11,

76Duakeaz, P. 13,
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Hakam ?ebi signed himself: The words of "Zebl Hirsenh . . .

ho stands watch over the great Bet. Midrash, the Klaus,
T7
H

hich is in the community of Altona, . . Snortly there-
fter he wrote a letter of approbation dabed Altons, 1695,

‘of the Blrkat Abraham by Abraham Brodie (published, Venice,

11696)., In Hamburg, two years later, he appended his signa-
ture to an approbation of an edibion of the Ta lame ha-Mitzeot
of Rebbi M, Hababli (published, 1707).78

Among those who were later the moat pre-eminent of
his students were members of Hakam Zebi's immedlate family,
His eldest son Jacob was born in Altonz in June, 1698.79
Ashlcenazl personally envolled him in the_ggggg when he was 3
Years old and thereaTter supervised his sducation until the
age of 17.%0 When his daughter Mirias married (1707) she and
her husband Aryeh Leib ben Saul, grandson of Rabbl Heschel

of Cracow, remained In Altona. Ashkenezi supported his son-
in-law financially and rigorously supervised every aspect of

hig studies consbantly displaying unflagsing devotion toward
him,52

.

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

TO4argelis, Sinal, XXXI (1952), p. 88,

ToWagenaar, Toledot, p. 1 and p. 49, ne, 1, 2.
- B0ucxiitat Jeger, p. 56; Emden, Mor u-Keziah
(Altona, 1761), 1, iIntroduction, i

51Megilla% Sefer, p. 66. Aryeh Leib's father Saul,
had been accepted as chiefl rabbl in Amsterdam but dled en
- route in Glogau in 1i707. Vide, Dembitzer, II, '75a.
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Taroughout his 11fe 1t was & mather op principle to

Hakam Zebl that he be beholden to mo one and as 2 result he

suffered deprivation in preference to aceepting outrizht

wonetary assistance or gifts, In Venics, chance collection

of & long-standing debt had temporarily enabled hinm to ma Loy

tain his independent mode of 1ife.052 But in Albona, faced

with the expenses of a2 large household--ten children hayving

been born to him in that town, five sons and five daughtera--

securing & stable source of income

becams & serious problenm,
aAshkenazi'a aalary as Elausrabbiner was a mere 8lxty thalera

eannuallyg3 and he was therefore compelled to engags in.

~ business pursults to augment his inceme, After a setbasck in

~his first commereial endeavor--a disaster which cazt him into

. A,
severe melaneholia~--his fortunes took & turn Por tne better.a1t

Benavolent members of the communlty bought and soid Jewelry,
pearls and praciovs stones an‘his behalf, Subsequently his

patrons egtablished for him a bLrade in French and Italisn wine;

Sgﬂegillat Jefer, p. 9,

831p14., p. 21,

gq"bid.,.p. 18, Jacob Hmden was bora at the time when
his father was aufferdng from this sevare depresslon. Ibid.,

BD. 55-50; Sheblat Yalabsz, II, Introduction, The moods of

Hakam Zebl Teft Cheir maph upon his son who from his eariiest

youth was given to & pesgimistic and bitter ocutleok, ‘Vide,

?ort%mer J. Conen, Jacob Tmden: A Man of Controversy (Fhiladelphia,
937). p. 29. _




this enterprise flourished to the benefit of Hakam Zebl and
the benefit of the community which was provided with kosher

wine for the fipst time,od

Preococupled with his Yeshiva Ashkenazi did yet take
| a keon and active Interest in every aspeet of the communal

iife. Aware of laxness in this arez he instituted detailed
takganot deslgned to 1lmprove every facet of the supervision

and bsking of m&tzot§6

Dating from this time are several
halakic decisiong in questions of ritual and law, 1,e, with

regard to the proper species of hadasimBT and bitterp herhﬁag

and laws of famlily purity.89 Noteworthy is the extent to
which Ashkenazl practiced ritusl ecircumeision in Altona; the

are still extent records enumeratine the names of several

of soclal welfare that Hakam Zebl's reforns vers nost prom-
inent. An outspolten opponent of g¢xcegaive voury and unfalr
employment pracbices he wasg goon known as the passlonate

'éhampion of the poor man, He promoted every philanthropic

&SMegillat sefer, pp. 18-20.

87§aka&"§ebi, no. 161.
881n1d., no. 119.
891pid., no. 8.

gobuckeaz,-p, 14,
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re

children whom he circumeised.d9 1g was, however, in the sphere
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endeavor, peraonally sebing 29 agend in the anonymous dis-
trlvutlion of charities %o the poor. Bub the walfare of the
comuunitiea in the Holy Land was his paramount concern.

The small groups of Ashkenazim who had settled in Jarusalen,
lived there in utbter deatituilon. To Hakam Zebi their plight
wWas & source of constant pain. Monles collected fop support

of the ¥ishub rarely, if ever, reached the intended destina-

tion, Publiely he protested on their behalf sund sought. to
 arouse the nelghboring communitles from thelr lethargy and

- negligence. In the city of Altona where he was in & position
hinmself to impose order, he organizZed and regulated thé
fgadagah for the Land of Iérael with paingtaking attention to
:the fzir allocation of funds. He astutely supervised the
detalls of shipmert at each atage of the route unbll the final

arrival in Jerusalem, by careful mansuver arranging delivery of

‘the stipends directly to the recipients, exacting assurances
that their monies would not fall into the hands of their
_creditora.91

«. Babbi of AHW

In the 27 years that Rabbi Meahullam.ZQIman Mirels wasg
rabbi of AHYW the Gresnt Synagogue wam butlt ang the Triple

Community flourished. During the latter Part of Babbi Meshullsm's

IR compunal leaders wished to ceontinue his salary as rabbi

uowt11at Sefer, pp. 14-15,
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ermeritus, giving hils aan;in-law a separate salary and trans-
miﬁting to him the reins of the active rabbinate,?= Aléhough
this measure was opposed, Ashkenszl took over many of the
official duties which became inereasingly ecumbersome to his
aged and alling father-in-law, In the communibty records
there are many degisions with regard to songregational prage-
tices written in Hakem Zebi's handwriting.%3 Vhen Rabba
Meshullam Zalmen dled in 1707, Hakam Zebl was installed as
rabbl in Hamburg and Wandsbeck. In Altona where another
faction favored the election of Rabbi Moses ben Mordecal
Zussiind Hothenburggﬁ it woe decided that the candidates
should hold the office jointly, each gerving for a perlod

of six months, The urrangement was difficult and sirained
from the very beginning and several differences of opinion
rose Lo a nead in an halakic : disagreement which has been
celebrated In the responsa literature. Hakam Zebl declared
kosher & chicken in which no heart was found, as rationale
stating that the vital organ must have been present during
the fowl's life but had somehow been lost upon eviacer&tien.gﬁ

92% ' Sefar, p. 19,
93&2&&5: P, 133 Duckesz, p. 13.

Quﬂagarding Moses Zusskind Rothenberg (1665~1712)
" ¥ide ibid., pp. 18-19.

95%akam gabi, aos. 74 and 77.
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Rabbil Moses Rothenburg taking ths halakieally mope con—
servative position deelded the reverse.ge
somewhat of g

The 1ssue begane

cause o81dbre and nany responsa were writien
M

both pro and con. In view of later historical events it is

interesting to note the alignuent of Rabbi Naphtals Cchen

on the side of Hakem ¢ebl Ashkenazi®7 and of the then

youthful Jonathan Eybescalitz--with whon Hakam Zebi's
¥as destinad Lo quarrel so bitterlye--ag a
Zebl!

sont Brden

eritic of Hakam
8 Judgment.gq His experiences in his gshort te

nure as
- Pabbi in AHW ave 3 reflection of Hakam sebit

B approach to
* the rabbinate,

Once its mantle wag thrust'upon him and he
‘8ssumed 1ts responsibilities it was both a

gainst the grain of
his proud an

4 dignified charaecter and contrary to hie con-

:cep&icn of the function of & rabbi to remain in 3 position

in which he did not enjoy complete and undivided authority,

In the atmosphere of contlnued strife and dispute, Ashkenazi

found econditions intolerable and in the summer of 1709, he

f 93hebiot u'Teshubot _MaHaRaM Zusakind
i716), no. .

THakam Zebl, no. 76.

: QBJonathan Egb&sehﬁtz, Rereti u-Peleti (Altona,
-1763), Yopsh Detah, 20, 5, of. Margolis, Sinai, XxT¥ {1950},
8, for a discussion of the implications of tnis deciston,

ori11at Sefer, pp. 21~24; of, Ha-Wensef, po. 96-
97, Ewmden atiridbutes motives of perasonal sggrandizement to
the faction tnat favored Rothenburg,

He claims that the op-
Position was headed by the latter's Tathe

r~in-law, & wealthy

(Amsterdam,




3. Hole 23 "Posek”

During the entire period of his stay in A¥Y, study
in the Klaus wss Ashkenszi's prizary eoncern and constant
preaceupatlion. He notes in hia responsa that his corre-
spondense xzust be brief owing to his heayy schedule of Lgga
turing and zaaahing.laﬂ ile wam able to davois hlmselfl to
profound and cunéentrated study of the Talmud and to the
acquisition of extensive knowledge in the varied areas of
Kabbrlah, Zohar, Blble, Grammay and Philasaphy.IOi In these
years Halam Zebl's fame sonrved to new helghts and his reputation
88 & leading flgure in the rabbinic world hecans firmly ane
trenohed. Hiz contemporaries were quick to appreciste hig

overwhelming mastary of Halakah, his lucldity of sxposition

sommunal representative in Altona. IHmden vents hig wrath
againat Isacher Ben Cohen, He olaims that Cohen's antazonlam
to Hakam Zebl's fearless ocharacterp prompled him to join
Rothenberg's supporters, p. Blmonsen, “Chachan Zewi und
Seine Gegner in Altoma," Jidische Literaturbiatt (1879),

bP. 14-15, discusses the personal factors invoived in this
138&6-

lgaﬁakam zebl, No, Zpbdn %3in x% 3 TMEPD K2 2372919

D218 *P¥2 13°0137 GTaOn Su 111972 f6'saaa vpan ‘avwe xun
0%ana #y Y31 17702 1°7*an ona T7PI0Y 1IR TwR-wHI *nia 3":n1
TIBP? TAA 9MIAT INITY WK {2 *INK DAY 1931 ni2axn “273an
<0713 XX¥1°27 nIRTPa3 onvrap

100api11as Serer, p. 16,
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and his ingorruptible character, Ffﬂm iiterally all parts
of Lithuania, Poland and Germany from the Western gities

of ?rankf;;t—on~%he*0der,102 Prague, 193 panover, 1% gna
2erlin, 103 from Haguel06 in Holland, from Kessel in Ttaly,107
to the far-flung coomunibies of Lﬂhliﬂ,lﬂ% Glogau,log

Lissa, 210 Horednidl and Pinskll® in Lithuenis ena Foland~-
they turned to nlm for guidance. Nor dig the Sephardic
comunities forget his familizrity with their cuéﬁﬂms and his
understanding of thelr ways. vonsidering him 88 ons of theip
own stock, the Sephardim in Hamburg conakantly sought his
ndvice.ilg Une query recorded in the vesponasa ﬁea}h vith the

lgﬁgakam Zebi, no, 9.
103%'-‘ no, &7.
10§;Q$g.,'noa. 69 and 126,
iC31m1a., no, B,

1°§;g;g., no. 5,

1971p14., ne. 135.
1081114, no. B3.
109zp1d., na. 132.
119£§$$h» nos. 31 and 133,
Mlrhid,, Ne. 10,

112g144., no. 22,

13Mepillat Ssfer. p. 25:
DYTII AT NA0 ... TI1729%7 2xY o 100 ‘pb pa ‘waw ans
.any 3 b
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elvic obligation of emigrants from the aommunity.ll@ In
respongs to 2 qaaatiaﬁ from the Sephardinm in the Isalian
¢ity of Kandea Hakam Zebl wrote that a Shabbethatan who
had converted to Islam but had gubsequently. repented wholew
heartediy was to be aceorded ail honors and dlgmitlas of
the aynasagna.115

With regard to ﬁakam-ﬁebi's orphelition to the Shabe
bethal Zeld movement one should note Srden's roport regard-
ing an importaat inguiry sent to his rather Trom Poland,
in Poland knowlsedge of 3habbethaianism wa#t limited and Snul
of Cracow wrote Go Hakam Zebl requesting explielt informa-
tion regarding the sect. In his detalled Teply Hakam Febl
particularly defamed one Hayyim Malhk, Pollowing rzceipt
of this intelligence the Polish rabbis vigorously combated

the schismatlos, A group of Shabbethalans mmbaring 1300

0 1500 under the leadevship of Judah Hagid departed from
Paland planning ulbtlimately to reach the Holy Land. While Ghe
- wajority of his followers remained in Hovavia and Hungery,
Judah Hasid, 2t the head of some 150 peracns travelled
through the cities of fltona, Frankfort, ZBerlin, Desgau,
Nikolsburg, ?fagué and Viemna. These Hasidim were diéhing-
ﬁiahed by %héib;ﬁseeﬁic praeéieea, their excesaive fﬁﬁsing
gnd wmortifications, Emden writes tha% the enthuajasm with

[ —

1lh§akam Zent, no,. 14,

1151p1d., no. 13.
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whieh they were received among the populace was so groat

that the (erman rabbis did not dare to oppose thes, -Hakam

Zebl, howasver, in at least one instance was open 1; h&a\
oppoaltion. Emden relates that vhen Judah'ﬁaaid saught‘ta
take 2 Torsh scroll into the women's gallery in the Altona

synagogue, Hakaw Zebl being pﬁaaent, prabasted and would

not permit him to do so.l16

Both Sepharﬁic and Ashkenazie communities in London

frequently turned to Hakem Zebl for guidance, His wise
‘intervention at oritical stages in their development mnd his
fairminded decisions endeared him to the London populace and
‘they reserved & special place for him in their affectlons,
In later years two of his grandsons, Rabbl Hart Lyon {1721~
1800}, son of his daughter Mirlam, and Rabbi Isreel Meshullaam

‘Zalmsn (1723 « 7}, son of Jacob Emden, and his great grand=-
“gon, Rabbi Solemon Hirschell (1802 - 1842) held official
‘positions as rabbis in that eity.l17 In 1696 Asnkenazi

| 116§%§§E %gwggﬁhog, pp. 272~28b; Graetz, X, 340 and
Appendix, ~LXX. ‘Vide also Meir Benayahu, "Ha-Hevrah
Kedoahah shel Rabbi Yehudah Haesid, we-fliyyata le-fretz
Yisrael,” 3efunct, XII-IV (1759-60), 149. Benayshu writes
that the inspiration of Judah Hasid's group was Shabbethalsn
dn origin., He notes that the description of Judah Hasid and
his followers glven by Emden in the name of Hakam Zebl 1g
sorroborated by contemporary ferman sources.,

1 rarael Selomons, “David Nieto and Some of Hie

Qontemporaries,” Transactions of th ordioa
‘Soclety of England, XI% (1531), 21,
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received an inguliry Pegarding levirate narriage from

Solomon Ayllion, then rabbl of the London Sephardic eon~

In his reaponse Asghkenazi refers to Ayliien
with respeat and approbation.

gregation,

118 Another gquestion sent to
Hakam Zebl by this community and worded originally in

ladine fg found in the fesnonse Hakaw Zebl (no. 38) 1n the

Ledine version followed by & Hebrew translaticn made by

Hakam Zebl, The 1nqu1rera_ﬁiahed to know 4r i1t was permiz-

sible for thenm $0 Beparats éhemaslvea from the Sephardie
songregetion, members of which were gelley of transgresgiena

againat the Tvrah-laﬂ, and te join the aahkanazia synangogue
slthouph this actisn would he

ban on secession,l19

in viclation of 5 congregational

Another subject regarding which the London Sephardin
#ﬁqaeated.gakam Zabl's opinion was the question

orthedoxy of a sermon on Divine Providence delivered by

fheir spiritusl leader, Hakam David Nieto (1654 - 1T28). From
ﬁh@ historieal perspective, this issue is significant both

fér its philosophical snd thenlogical tnpiieations ard for
1ts political overtones. It

i¢ ne less noteworthy asg beling
hikanazi’

& first important gnaounter with

some of the people
118gakan zabi, no. 1.
119¢¢, Rosanes, 1v, 25

_ 3» whe idenbifies the inguirers
28 the Sephardim of Amstardamy, Zlmmels,p. 299, polnts out thas
it ia apparent from the original Ladino veraion that London
w88 the oity in queetion. In the Lading &

oxt mantion iz made
o a King Carlos who 13 to be identified with Charles I¥ of
?ngland.
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Who were to play so active a role in the dramabic struggle
to be enacted ten years later, In same respects, the'xanﬂon
affalr may be seen as & forerunner of the conbroversy in
Amsterdam and the pnesionate feeling aroused in Englangd was
indicative of the stormy cuprents %0 be unleashed in the
later eonfiict.

On the Sabbath of November 20, 1703, the portion of
the law being Veyesheb Yabkob, Hakam Nieto held s diacourae
on the subject of Divine Providence., Meny of the listeners
contended that the duetrines he had expounded weye in aceoryd
with the philosophical speculatlons of Spinoza and that the
views he had advanced were panthelstlic 1n nature. One
Joshus Zarfatti presented charges to the patsmad accusing
Niato of hevesy angd challenging that the matter be submitted
for Judgment by a competent rabbinie court, Zerfattl pud
the case in writing in & petition to the ma*awad dabed sixtnh
Ab, 3464, The following menth, Hieto printed De la Divine
Frovidencla--a discourse in the form of two dlaloguag-~in
‘¥Whioh the subject of hism sermon was treaéed at langﬁh.
Fublicatlon of the treatise did not alter matbers; Zarfatti
and his supporters vefused to be appeased and were cxoome
“municated, 2% Since the feud showed no signs of abating,
.the dissidents, on the econtrary, becoming inereasingly voelfere
-ous, the mat‘amad accepted Zerfatti'a initial request that the

[rr—

120s01emons, Transsctions, pp. 10-12.
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matier be submitted to an 1ndependent

court and they refervad
the question of Hleta!

8 views as expressed in the allegedly

the Sephardic Bet Din of Amaterdanm,
cenatita&ad of Hakan Bolnmqn Ayllion, formeriy of London,

and 3olomon de Oliveira, Simultaneounly s £roup of congre-
gants addressed an independeng appeal to individuais on the
Amaterdém Eatamad asking them to obtain the
Bet Din on the phrase to which
"They say that X have said |
Kature and G~d are the same.
I will prove it "

heretical discoupse to

opinion of their
they took partionlap exception,
« v that G-gd ang Rature ang

I 3834 sy so. T affirg 16 and

in the corvespondence the CRE® Seems Lo be

the dispute inereased
The reputeq authara of an anonywous paimphled
ﬁiﬁising_ﬁhb_ﬂbﬂatiae béiné threatened with excommuni.cation

Wder the provisions of Ascamah 23 which irposed the penalty of

i,

121mid., . 14



43

.ggggg_aa punlshment for offending the bakam.leg

Although the mjorlty of congregants stood by Nieto,
the cﬁpaaing factioﬁ Wan too large to be lgnored and it waa
neaaaaar# for the matamad to tumn elsewhere for an aubhopi-
tative declaion, 3ac¢urseltﬁ the Sephardic community of
Hamburg would likely have been the next move, Theve, however,
the office of hakem was vacant, At this juncture the come
mund ¢y thervefore declded, --péhbahly at the puggestion of
the wealthy Ashkenazie pernas, Abraham Nathan of Hamburg, 123
pepularly known gs Reb Aberle~~to place the ecase in the
hands of Hakam Zebi of Altons, 124 Followlng negotiations,
fleb ﬁherle regelved a letter from Ashkenazi dated September
28, 1704, siipulating that decuments from hoth parties should
not be written in -the Sephardioc rabbinical seript.lgﬁ

Hekaw Zebitae Judgment dated Priday, August Ts 1708
&nd countersigned by two cosdjubors, ansesaora of the

1229808 Gaster, History o
- Sbhe hish and Portususse Jaws |

123s010mong, Lransactions, p. 16, Oaster, p. 107,
Writea that Hakanm Zebs was approsched through an intemmediary,
- Joseph Vieira, = rarnae of' the Altona songregation,

IQ&Sclomans, Irangactions, p. 16, n, 38, points out
that Hakem Zebl has been erronzously described aa pabbi of
Amsteidan ab the btime of thig incldent, The ervor 4n found
in Greetz, X, LXZXVII. In all Probabllity further writers
erely aoccepted his dats,
"Rahbi

_195$ulﬂmons, zransggéiaqg, P« 16; Davig Raufisann,
@Vl Ashienazl in London, " A ansaebions of the Jewisd Histori-

L Soelety of Dngland, 111 (1890], 10T O Halktam ZebiTs
own udage of Sephardle soript is Kknown, one Ry assume that
B raquast was made for the benefit of the coad jutors,
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Eeelésiastdcal Court in Altons, R. Solemon ben Nathan ang
R. Avyen pen Simhan of Viina, wa

8 templately in favqr of
Mleto.

Ashkenazsl commends Nietp!

"A1l who having seen

ﬂoubt.him, I suspeet op 3in.“196 The decision wag regsived

In bis declaion,

2 approsen
and stateg unequlvocally,

these words

tion, 127

David Nieto'g prolific Writings Blrror Wig excep~

tlonal attalnmentg as a mathematieian, astronomer., phyaician,

theologlian and Talmudias,
ered $o he thquestionably ong of the most ems
of the hakemin of Londen,

Philﬁﬂﬂph&rs poet, He is conside

nent and iearned
are pevmentad with

A1l his wopks

ad religioua geal,
of powerful attacks Sgainst Keraism apd

- &0 undentable plety a He wns the authep

Shabbethaiand am and

the 28 years of nig ministration were charactertzed py

Vigorous championahip of

the cause of Tradition, e attaeck

divesteq againat NHieto nag besn viewed 8% Insincere, a

deliberate attenpt to undarmiag the authgpity of the Bakam,

It 13 suspe

etad that the mebers of the Longregatio
brought the

11 tho
charges of heresy agatinse Kieto were seeret ag-

e Shabbethaian nmovement who sdught to

137391&m0na, Transaetiggs; P. 16, n, a1,
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Nistorg infiuence, thereby weskeani
doxy in the sommund ty , 188

hg the position of ortho-

There 1a neo doubt that 2% the

Eime of thig ¢oniroversy there wag a definite Shabbethatsn

undercurrent in London, a

Shabbethaian doctrines, Sevaral of then are coples of the

wWritings of Abraham Cardozo, Among the Kabbalistic Mus, in

the Bet Midyvagh of the Ashkenazim in London Gaster discovered
& mystical treatige Written by Hakanm 3olomon Ayllion;
the work had been in the Posaegaion
Nunes,

in 1703
of one Asyon Fernandes
Gaatep conslders the daocuments a8 furthep afiimeg-

tion of Ayllion's Pronounced Jhabbethalan leanings ana notes

that there exioted a lively contaot between Shabbethalans in

London énd Ansterdam, in Ayllion's seoctarian views he gees

the key to Ayllion's Judgment 1n this 1ssue and to the peculiap
Position taken by the Amsterdan Bet pip, 129

The above mentioned wystical treatise has been pub~

lished recently,130 Its contents 13 an exposition of creation

Written in the Shabbethatan kabbalistio Banner, Despilfe the
brevity of the work the Shabbethalan

.

viows €ipoused 4in 1t by

138&aater; p. 108,
3297b14., p. 111,

130y4e1 Naday, "Rabbi Shelomo Ayllien we~Kuntreyas
b&*ﬁﬁbhal&h Shadbbethaie, " Sefunot, I1i-1y, 301~347,



46

Ayllion are readily detected and their place within the
framework of Shabbethalan theory 1s clearly indlcated, 131

it is nat'aurpriaing that 1in the_ganaral atmosphere of
apiritual ferment partiéanahip on this issue was intense

and passlons rose $o a fever pisch. Ayllion's Shabbethalen
eympathigs probably colored hile reactions but in this par-
ticular case one cannot determine exactly what transpired
ner to what extent underground Shebbethalan activity af-
fected the decimion. Despite the colneidence that the
prineipal protagonists in the dlgpute in Amgberdam were
aligned on opposing sides in this issue as well, one wust

be wary of reading more into the events than the factz wap-
rank, From documents in the archives of the Sephardle com-
munlty in Aumsterdam it appearsz that the primary declision was
de Oliveira's and thet ﬁyllibn*s opinion was the concurring
one. The Judges concerned with the matiter decided to rendey
noe decision, ;hu& eveding thelisaua entirely. ﬁ?llionfé
view was that 1% was incumbent upon them to answer, oo~ l
tensibly to deslare the speaker guilty. 3But he had no'ngpare
tunity-to oayry out his daaire.132 At the tipe there was mo

131.&3-‘1' s P. 311.

13293 tzhak Shmuel Emmanuel, “Polmos Nehemiah Rayyun
bi-Amsterdam,® Ssfunot, IX (1965), 216, De Oliveira was the
senlor hakam. Vide J. d'Ancorm, 'De Portugese Cemeente be
Austerdar tot 1795," Geschledenis der Joden n_ Nederla
H. Brugmana and Abraham Frank |Amstepd
Hereafter cited as Geschiedenis.
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oper mntagonisnm between Hakam Zebi ang ﬁjllimn* Ashienazi's
decislon which rah counter to that of ayllion was widely
publicized. This way have rankied and years later when they
'&gain clashed on & theological natter 1% ig likely that the
garlier wound was recpened., Though the peracnal equation
remains o a great degree an dmporxierable, the polenic in
Amsterdan was, as will be Seen, bordered on all sides by
private animoaities and in the iight of this configuration
'bna cannot overlook the importance of the Nieto gasg in which
egourred the inltial confrantatian of Nieto, Ayllien ang
ﬁahkenaai.
& year later {1706) there wag ag&in & furer in the

Landan community-~this time anong the Aghkenazim, Once more
Hakam 4ebl took an active part in settlling the quarrel.
Marﬁeaai Hamburger, member of an affluent comtinensal family,
had publicly criticized irregulsrities in the wrdting of a
conditional bill of divorce, The divorcs, involving & kohen
and his wife, was executed in seret by Url Phoebus Hamburger
'fknﬁaa 4a Rabbl Aaron Harg) wha waﬁ the profege of Reb
Averle, the dominating splrit of the ashkanazic comumnity,
:ﬁwi Phoebus, 1nvoking the he hersm of Rabhenu Tam, placed Mordecal

Hamburger under g perpeﬁual ban. When R, Mordecal was sub-

'turned for agssistanee €0 Rabbi Judah Leid ben Ephraim Anshel
- Of Rotterdam and to Zebl Asbkenazi of Altona. Hakam Zebi

T )
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d1d not heaitate to give an immediate verdict. In his de~
clsion, sent on Tuesday, September 14, 1706, he declared the
ban inappaicabla and the vietin to be released from its
penalties, 133  asnkenazt was Influenced neither by fsmily
tles--nis son-in-law Aryeh Leld wae related to Uri Phosbuses
nor by his personal elogenass to the influential Reb Aberie.
‘48 in his other dealings with the London community so too his
response in this case is hut another illugtration of his single-
minded adherence to truth and Justice, 134

In January 1719 the Ashkenazic parnasin of Amsterdam
wrote to Hakem Zebl to invite him to become theily ohief rabbi.
To what manner of & wan did the Amstendam community turn and
to what extent was he responsible for the drastic course that
events were to take? At the high polnt of his caresr on
sees Hzkam Zebi as a universaliy recognized authority in quea-
tions of TPorah law and as a formidable leader in communal

i

133The declsion is printed in Johanan Holeachay,
Mahse Reb (London, 1707), pp. la~5a. The Mabse Bab is |
reprinted in the Teshubat ha-Geonlm (Amster m, 1707, It ia
interesting to note that Holleschau's MaBee Reb ang Urf
Paoebus' Urdm we-Tumim (Londen, 1707) weve the first antirely
Hebrew works to be printed in England,

Origina of Hebrew

Vide Ceoll Roth, “The
Typography in England,” Journal of Jewlsh
ibllogra I (October, 1938), 4; idem., "Hebrew Brintin
in London,” Kirvath Sefer (Janus

W! 1935}] i}‘ 98l

134?&? & full dezeription of She 1ssues and person~
ture that ensued and the aubse~
of the inoident in Christian sources vide

Cf. Megllliat Sefer

Transactions, »p.
Tm“

108-115,
P+ 35 and TE,

i
o3
i

i
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affaira, Breadth of knowledge, politlical

and diplomatic
aturen and linglastie

attainments Drought the esteem of &£he
82cular government s well.l35 Particulariy there amerges

the image of n forceful personalityy

unflinching in de-
¢laion,

impartial ang stralghtforuasg in Judgment

» tlous ang
pesaionzte of tevperament,

AS Emden ¥rots, among the people
of Altona "He was beloved by every elem

ent of the people
whilst he was feared ang revered and his awe was upon

them . BE 13§
™his then wag

the diatinguished radbbd to whop Ehe
Aahkanazic-euﬁmuniﬁy of Amsaterdam addresged

thelr 1nvitatian.

In the soope of hig bazkaround he was extraordinarily welle

Qualified to be the head of a kehiilah of pover and influence,
In hig intimscy witn both Sephardip and Ashkenazim he was
singularly suited o serve as mediator In g ¢1ty vwhere the
contiguous cormunitieg of Aghltenazim ang Sephardin were o mg
great n degrﬁe interdapendent.

But the Partasin of Amsterdan
were acoustomed to abgalute authority and

lglous and communal matters. By the very nature of his
¢haracter ang disposition it ws

santrel over rg-

8 foreordained thai Hakam Zebi
Wwould come inte sharp confltot Wlth guch » lalty,

J-C R

e B A

MR §

P il bl e



CHAPTER IT
INTEANAL DISAGREEMENTS OF THE ASHKENAZIC COMMUNITY

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

- parpasim and affluent leaders of the Ashlenazic congrege-
tion convened Co elect & new chief rabbl., Of the 151 vobes
caat, 100 were in favor of Zebi Hlrsch Aghkenazl. The re-
malning vobes were divided among the other thrag nonlneea,
referred to in the protocols of the Jongregation merely as
R. Mihal of Berlin, the cnhief rabbi of Coblentz and R.

Jacob of Cracow who received 20, 17 and ¥ votes respectively,
The pérnaaim of the Sephardlic community, whose approval and
sanatlon the Ashk&nazim frequently sought, had highly recom
mended the Klausyabbiner of Altona and emphatically endorsed
his candidacy.! In view of this endorsement the outcome of
the elaction waz not surprising. Immediately the parnasim
dagpatched an eplstle to Ashkenazi, inviting him Lo serve as
thelr spiritual lsader, On Jarnvary 10 Hakam Zebl received
their invitatilon® reading in part, "A prince of 0-d yuu'ahaii

13. ¥, Hillesum, "Tsewle Hirsch Aschkenasie (Chacham
Taewie)," Centrasl Blad veor Isrseliten in Nederland, Novewber
28, 162k, . 5. s

Qﬁggiilat Saf&f, D. 25; David Mosas 3luys, Beelden uil
het leven der Hoogdultsch-Joodache feweente bte Amaterdam in
het bogirk der ibfe Seuw \ANBLerdam, 1925)s; D« ib.

20
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Pe In our widst. Wa willl not deviate to the right or to the
left from all that you shall Leach us and let no longer the

Congregation of Iarmel be as sheep that have no shepherd,”3

The original letter-euwritten in Judeo-German~~1g

not extent, In the communal archives there has been pre-
Berved a copy of a brenslation attested to befors 8 notary
named Jan Snoek on October 19, 1715, fThe translation was
rade by 3olomon Levi Norden and Solomon Isecqs Cohen at the
request of Hekam Zebi, named variously in the offieisl Duteh
documents as Hartog Jacobs and T@ebilﬁart.

The parnagim proposed to give Hakam Zebi a yearly
salary of SQO RD (Reiehadaaldera):h addition to 8 rree resi-
dence and certain eatablished emoluments Jueh as fees In ¢ivil
8ulte, ete., In their letter tﬁey noted thaﬁ they numberad

; Gmong them men of wealth ang that a higher 1ncome could be

=pr¢v1dgd,4 Hakam Zebi refusaed Lo 8ccept the initial of fep,
deswing a salary of 300 RD to ba Inaufficient fpv his needs
-unless supplemented by the honorariums and gires of individusl

householders .2 He ingisgted on malinbaining complese Ireadon

of action ang hence refused to be dependent upen suech feen

'and gifts, After negotiationg a final agreement was reached,

: 3The&nutch text is quoted by Hlllesum, loo. cit.
T. the Hebrew tort 4n Wagenaar, Talsdot, Appendix I-BF,

*sluys, ;e elden, pp. 3 and 1%; Hillesum, loc. eit.

5Magillat Sefer, p. 27 .
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The éuestion of their

dcceptance was left to Hakap Zebi's diseretion,6

Aghlcenszt ang his family

commensed the Journey to
Amsterdam at thy end‘ar the wintep of 1710. =n route they

Parsed through Hanover where Haiam Zebl served as arbitrator

between the widow of Hevrt: Hanover ang
in-law Selizmann Cohen,

in an interitance suit

her son~ This case was protracted ang

ssluys,'séeldan, ﬁ. 15. In theip letter the Parnasim
bromised Hakan Zebi "

] " 2 home in which to gwell bermenently, a
Prineely mansion elose to the Eynagogue, However, Aghkenazi's
household consiated

or 20 people and the
Prepared by the congregation ' :
Zehi, thﬁrefare.

) v 9 ) ap§rtm¢nt
: s+ Yide the Polemic between Hlilesunm
Waar in de JodenvhR to A ’

3terdan was dg aerste Wohling von
Chacham Tgewie gelegen?” Centrasl Blag, January 30, 1925 ang
fluys, " De anbtswoning valr den Upperrabbiin gann
hig

an Tsewle, ”

-» February 13 and Hillesum'y reply, ibid,. Pebruary 27, 1925,

ccording to Enden, Megiélat-sffer, B. 27, the neyw reaidence
nvalved an expenae of 5G9 guliders pep annum and the commund ¢y

11d not subsidize the rental, In thig Yespact Emden'y

\shkenazic parnasin granted Hajlam Zebi pernt g-
ion to sublet the kehtlish dwelling, Moreover, at g gathering
P August 33, 1711, “the parnasinm decldeqd bartially to defray the
o8t of adequate living quarters Dy an additicnal;l nt or 300
Bullders to begin as of May 7, 1713, Jluys, Beeldgﬁ? pp. 18

ang 23; Hillesum,_ﬂentraal Blag, January 30, 1635, s To

e



Hakam Zebi was to make several attempta to ssttle 1.7 Qwing

the weather conditions the tortion of
the Jjournsy from Hanover to Holland wags stremioug, Arriving

in Amsterdam 1n ¥arch, Hokam Zebi wan weloomed with enthy-
slaam and acelamesion by

o the stringency of

both the Sephardiec and Ashkenazie
fZnden deseribes the diffieyd

tion to the naw home with 1sg d1ffevent
mede of 11

eammunities.g tics orf orienta~

¢limate, ecustoms and
PROTEunity Por the

Lo accuston themsalvag 4o thelr surro
wWers ehgulfﬁd by 2 strean

source

NWOOnETs undings, they

of quarrels ang Btrugules the
of which WAy be traced Lo the
eqinmanl ty,

&, Hiatcrieal-ﬁackgrauﬁ& of the Ashlsnnzie Gcmmunitx

#arly history op the

Megillat 3efer, PP, 12«13, Hentgz Hanover; prominent
leadsr of Ghe Hanovep Sommunity, had offered Lo suppors Hakam
fabl Tinanelally but the latter--then rapni of the Altona

. - T« Por a disoussion of the baekground
of the disputanfs vide Davig Kaufmann, "zy R, Jakob Zmdens
Selbetblographie, "

Cesammelta dehriften, 177, 145-5,
MM
'Sﬁeggllat Sefar, o, 25,

91v14., p. &7,

IS ——



As the poet Vondel wmrote in lyrilczl pralse, "So schijnt de
werelt gans on Asmsterdsam geboub die als Xayserin de Croon

draeght van Turope, "¢

As the principal storehouse of mper-
chandlse, the ohiel empordiunm lor Indlan goods and the focal
point of the poney trade Arsterdem waz the greateal center

of commeree in Buroepe. Business and trade were dominant in
the community and the civie government was in the hands of
the afflusat werchanta. The wealth of Amsterdas was baged

on trade gnd on the city's advantageous locstion in serving
85 carrler for the European rnatlions, rather than on nsatural
reagurses. A warm welecome was aceerded to the Jews becsuse
thelr long experience as merchants, thelr well established
intzrnational connactions and their evedit faciiliies through-~
gut Xurope were aii of inflinite value to a Jdeveloping com~
mperelal metropells. By ald-century when Amsterdan reached
the pinnasle of iks power the Spanish Jews who formed 1-1/2%
of the total populatlion were considerebly wealthy and exerted
a weagure of lnflusnee on the etonomle life of the republic.
Thay were leading traders and setblers in the Duteh colonlies,
took an active yart in the publishing, sugar refining and
gplee trades, and virbtually conbtrolled the diarond and Jewelry
industriea, Taldng advantage of the beneiits of Ireedom of

religlous worship and & great degree of internal autonowmy the

1001 4ed by H. Brugmans, "De houding van steit en kerk
ten Opsichﬁe van de Joden; hun betrekkingen toh de everiga
vavolking, " Geschiedenis.



Jewlsh community flourished ang played a significant rols in
the 1ifé of thla great center.11 Aptly described 88 the
"New Jerusalen®1® the Amsterdanm eommand by was internationalily
renowned for 13 cultural and Ceonomic prominence and was
recognized as one of the most influential of al1 Jewish
kentijot, 13

The first orzanized Jewish settlement in Anmaterdam wasg
Sephardic consisting of Mavanos predomlnantly of Portuguese
origin, M  g1nes many of the Sephardim had broughs along
capltal and material POasegsions the communlty was Prosparous
from the outast and galnad rapldly in afrluenee.lﬁ Joon
thereafter an Ashkenazie congregation was established but

could not compete in w2alth with 1ts sistep community.lé

Jr—

literbers 1, Bloem, Ths Economic Ausy ities of the
Jews of Amsteydam in the 17th 18th Cenburies EWilhiamspcrﬁ,

1330haﬂn Jagob dchudt, Jidische Merokwlirdiakel tan
(¥Prankfort and Lelpzig, 1714-187, I, 271,
1311 the elghbeenth contury the Auslerdan community

uas alaajthe lapgest Jawiah_cammunity in Burope, Blomg, p.
3, n. 4,

A, M, vaz Dias, "De stichters von Peth Jadeob,” De
Irijdagavond, VIII, Decouben 25, 1931, pp. 195-6,

15& comparison of the taxation figures illustrates the

yast difference 1n wealtn bebween the two ¢ommunities. In 1631,
& Yephardim had an anmual income of over 1000 gullders. Sey-
2ral had an astimated capits) of 50,000 guilders. Vide,
Bloom, p. 11, n. 54, 1n 1674, the wealthiest member of the
Sephardic cormmunity had p capltal estimsted ag 231,000 guilders;
the wealtniest of the Ashkenazim possessed a capital estimated
At 3,000 gutlders, That year 245 newbers of the Portuguese
Community were subjeet to payment of taxes by comparison to
only eleven of the Ashkenagzie congregants, Vaz Diaa, *gyep



Nevertheless, the position at the head of the Ashkenazic
comunlty offered to Hakam Zebi in the early part of the ifth
century was a coveted one in rabbinle eircles. ¥From meager
beginnings the kehillah had risen gradually in stature and
prestige until 1% came Lo be considared on z par with
powerful Sephardic community.

the more

individual German Jews had oome Lo bhe Hetharlands as
traders in the 13th and léth centuries. Theas inhabltants
were however exiled in the 16th senbury by saiet of tharles
v 17 Towvard the and of the century the Amasberdas government
pernitted Marano settlement within 1%e bordera and a Sephardie |

congragation wags soon fanﬁdea.ls Befare long there wasg a

steadily Ineressing streasm of Ashkenazie imwigrants as well.
Following the yeréecutiana in Wowms and Frankfopt {1615-
1616} and during the period of the Thirty Years War {1618

- 1648) fugitives from Cermany came to Hollsnd seeking & haven
in the land where their Spanish and Portuguese brethren had
found peace and shelter, The first divine serﬁiaes of the

Uermar communlty were held on Lhe Day of Atonement, 1635, in

‘den vermoggenstoestand der Amsterdamache Joden in de 17e ungd
Be eauw,” Da Vrijqagavang,_YIII, July 3, 1931, p. 218,

I?Bleam, pp. 1 and 24, There was some Jewish cop-
unal lif'e in the northern part of the Netherlands in the 13sh
nd 1l4th centuries and there were a considarable number of
Jows who settled in Brabant, Zeeland, Flanders, NlJmegen and
Utrecht. Vida Jac Zwarts, Hoafdstukkten it de geschledenls
der Joden in Nederland (Zutphen, 19297, pp. 1-39.

lgsleam, P. 13, notes the first offielal mention of the
Sephardie congregation in 1606,



57
the home of one fnsho ﬁaaa.lg Shoptly tnaraaft@r, the cop-
BUNity purchassa 1ts oun surial geound in Mag

derburg.ag For
& briaf apan of time the ¢

ongregatlion mesg in rented Quariers;

T a new Synagogue, hus 1% 18 not
the 2ullding was Cipleted. In 1648 the
town touncil forbade Ehe community to eract an abattoir ang
Prﬂb&%iy the SFrapogue Proper uns
although permission for ¢

granted wungiy 1672,91

in 1646 plana ware pade o
gertein whather

¥0 build a Bynagseus,
bustlz Tinally rgetlon of s alavghtep-
Feziwhile the I:z:éhillah

it wag niecessary to LProvide a

housa was BOL

flcuriahing and larger houge

Crt bhe first day of Pansover, 1671, the Great

s g fbrmally dedicated by ths Chief Habbl Issan
Deckingen, The

¢ odifice wag designed by the aceonplished
architect, Daalel Sﬁalpaert, and const

ra
1% ysaps iater in 1686, 22

Ldtlon wag corpleted

i

gﬁenahem Mam.&melander, Searith iurasl, trane, into
D + Goudumit, witn notes by @, T, Polalc (ﬁmaterﬁam,
1855}, p. s8m,

2 3, I..ﬁulder, Iste over ge begr&afplaataen dex
¥§da?1andaehﬂIaraalizische Gereente ta Amatordan {Amsterﬂam;
51), p. 3,

87-28, points YUt that ghe Pronibition
Smsgogue was pravayly cecantoned hy
Frotestant clergy, OF 2 discusslon
etlong fop eonasunal endenvors yide

PP. 623-4, op. the viewpoint aof
ogen _der Hoo dui oot
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In the wake of the Cosmack uprisings {1645-166%)

persecuted Jews fled Folond and Lithuanis by the hundreds

and many of them came by zea to Holland. The Spanish and
German communities reﬁeivéd thelr fellow Jews hospitably,
rendering them every financial and moral assistance .23
Relations were not to remain emicadble:; differences in syna-
gopue customs led e 8 split within the ranks of the
Ashkenazic community.®® The Polish twslgrants founded a Q
geparatz congregatliom, erected their oun syvomagozue and pur- g

¢haseéd thelr own cemetery., However, owing to copplaints and i

dissension smong the different groups of Ashkenazim, the
¢lty government forbade %he Polish community to maintain these

separate communal inatitutlons. It wes the opinion of the

magistrates thet the number of disputes would be reduced if ' i
the two communitles were to be combined. 7This edict wa8 T
dheyed and a unlon of the two groups was effected in 1673 in
Bn atmomphere of cooneration. The Vilna seholar, Judah Leib %

2307, tne descripblon of the flight of the Jewa of
Vilna and the srvivel of meny of the fuglitives Ain fmsterdam
a8 portrayed by Moses Ribkes, Bder ha-Golsh, cosmentary on
the 3nulben Aruik, Drab Hayylm {Amsterdam, 16561}, Inbnoduction.

anar diffarences bebween the German and Pollah com-
“munities vide 3ltys, "Hoogdults-Joods Amsterdan van 1635 tot
1798, Gesenledsnin, pp. 322~6; iden, "Bijdreys tot de
geachicdenis van de Foolsch~Joodsche Gomecnte tz Amsterdam,"”
Feestbundel ter geleganheid van den zZeventlesten verisards
van L. Wazenaar (amaterdan, 1925), pp. 137~1%0. '
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ben Solemon, who bad prestded over the Folish congregatioen,

wag called to the chier rabbinate of Rottardar, 25

1. Egonomlc Development ' ?

A comparison of the cost of the synagogues of the

Sephardic and Ashkenazie communitles shows the vast diffes-

ence in the eesnomic status of the twe groups,
the

Brection of
Portuguess house of worship reguired an outlay of 186,000

guilders, of which 40,000 wasd ralsed on demand, The cost of

the dreat Synagogue wea estimated at 33,000 guilders.2é gy

background, inelination and Gceupation the Cerman Jeus formed

a atriking contrast to thelr aristoeratic Porﬁuguase CO=
religiontsta,

In thelr homelands the Ashkenszis had been

. soougtoned to n fap more restricted manmer of life, Thelr
ivelihood uas derived mainly from money lending and petty
trade 27 Tha Fast Buropean Jews had arpived in suoh large
numbers that the Ashkenazia fommunitiszs, desplte the best of
“intentions, were wnable bo aboork 811 of thew and henee they
finenced the ralosation of many immigrants, 29 Though most

f the Tugitives aprived in a atate of poverty and destituion,

ome individual Polish Jews may have Yeen well situsted

[

Py

QSSIuys, Gegchliedenls, p. 330,

EﬁBlcam, v, 29,

&Ter. $1emund Sealigman§, "Diez Juden in Holland; eine
Tkri Pi

Sharacterintik,” Feg 1 Anledning af Professor David
Simonsens TO0-aarige Fgdelsd : agen, 1923), p. 264




finaneially as @?ia&ncad by the faes

that the Pollah LLE 5 g
ity was able to {inance

the building of a SYnagogue aacn

But their infiuence ¥as negligible by
somparison to that of the prospercus 3

of the Sephardin

Bltsr theip arrival,

phardie Jews,29 gopg

funetioned 1n the community as diplomatie

‘and commercial attaches, The Asiiienazim on the other hang,

:ﬁera‘tradicianally unconcerned with matters beyong the pale
Of the Jewlah communiﬁy,30 They foliovea humble Qecupations
and formed the keprnel of the Jewish proletariag,

A nunbep
200k positions 48 servants in the Portuguess hous

were emploved as nesseNgers or wenial workers for the
éephardie Joua, 31 In apite or a constant influx of indigent
immigranta, the German community gradually progperad,

In the
days of Willlan I77,

they shared the forbune of the Sephardiy
R cowmeraisl endedavors and 200n surpasgsed then in mumbers,
In 2720 the Ashkenazie population was estd

meted at 9,000,32
Iﬁcreasingly, the Aghkenazinm

began to be active in trade.
Wiere there wers NG guilds, as in the gi1y induatry and sugar
ofining, they participated in tuslnesg snterprises, The

man Jews played an important role in the tobaneo trade in

QQBlasm, D, 26,
3%1bid., pp. 209-10,
3%12&&-; PP. 30, 41 ang 61,

31p34., p. 210.
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pavticular,33 a8 well ga in the growling diazmond induatyy.
The warked progress in the fnancial situation of the
Ashienazinm 1a clearly evident upon 2 compariscn of tax

statiatlcs, llsts of merchanta, and registers of bank hold~
ing& * 31" )

2. The Rabbinate and Its Problems
~ With the bullding of the Oreal Synagzogue the Ashkenazie
cammﬁnity enbared into & new ghase of developmant. The
kehilleh fiourished and tha position of ahiel rabbl was filled
'éy men whose fawe axtmnﬁed'far bayond the confines of their
own city.3% Az was the case in most communitles of Weatern
Burops, the wajority of Ashkenszilc rabbis of Ansterdam were
- of Easb Burcpean arigin.3§ urping the ministry of ¥elr ben
Judah Ssern of Pulda, a nbted Kabbaliat, the Aghkenaziwm
:;nstltuted an 1ndepenaent_ﬁat.nin‘37 ¥hen the Bible wae

L 333, 6. Ven Dillen, "De economische positie en betekenls
der Joden in de Republisk en in de Nederlandse iolonlale wereld,”
- Geschledenls, pp. 570-73. Of, also Vaz Dlas, "Ren vergeten

- hoofdstuk ult de esconomlsche geschledenis der Amsterdamsehe
Joden,"” De Vrildagavond, VII, June 13, 1930, pp. 151 ff,

3%4van Dillen, Geschledenis, p. 583.

. 354 1ist of the chief rabbis of the Ashkenszic congre~
Zatlion and thelr dates of office is fouwrnd in Sluys, De ambtadabs

i de _oudste Ooperpebbifnen bif de Hoomdulbsche Gemsente te
imsterdan (Amsterdam, 1917), pp. 2i-23.

| 366r. 3. 8. Raistn, The Haskalsh Movement in Russla
(Philadelphle, 1913), pp. 33-34.

3sluys, Ambtadata, p. 16,

o oamar v
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printed ia fmsterdsm in 1£73 with an acgompanying Judeg-

Oerman itranslation, Wedw Stern acted a3 advisor to the schol-
avs engmzed in This taak, 38 His succesaor, David Lids,
formeriy chilef rabhl of Mayenee, 1z known to posterity asg

the author of numerous seholarly works. Smong them ars Mipdal
Dawld, a eommentary on the Book of Ruth {Amsterdam, 1680);
Dibre Dawid, a book on morals {Iublin, n.d.); YIr Dawid, =

colieoctlon of homiliez {Amstendam, 1715}; Hilluke Abanim, a

commentary on Rashi to the Pentateuch (Firth, 1893); ang
gngg‘Ese', & polemle agailnst opponente in Amsterdam who had
aodused him of plagianisw and Shabbethalan leanmings {Lublin,
1684),37 Following Itda's departure rrom Amaterdam, 40 ghe

28

ubltzer, I, 52a, noke and #la, note; QGraetsz,
i 288,

3%In nis youth Lida also served as apiritual leader
of several Polish cities as well as éwolin, Ostrog and Lida,
Lithuania. 3In addition %o these and other works, Lids oow-
posed s commentary on the Shulhan Aruk, grah Hayvim, Entitled
- er Mayim Mavyviw snd highly preised by Lida's contempovarics
-thily work was naver published and nothing 1a known of the
vheragbouts of the Ma, Dembitzey, I, 68,

_ Wr1da left Ameterdam for the second and final time
in 168%. He settled in Lemberg where he passed away Hovembarp
22, 1696, ©f the many cities in which he nad served asz
rabbl the name of only that of Amsterdam is menbtlioned on

:his gravestons, Sluys, - Geschisdenis, p. 341, For Lida's
‘M vide Asron Prelmeann, "Ha b Dawid Lids we~Hiztadkuto

‘be-Bever Eaek, " Sefer Hayobsl lekbod Nahum Sokoloy (Warsaw,
AS0R), pp. 455 T, ' ' i

-
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- Portuguese hakawmim temporarily took over the rabblnlcal func~

- tions in the Ashkenazic cammuni&y.al Then Moses Judah ben

fxalonymoua Cohen, known as Leib Harif,

Was nominated an
_chief rabbi,

For over twenty years he presided over the oon-

gregation during a perlod of communal productivity and prog~-

perity. Prominent 1n his generation, Harif left little in

writing.%2  Chosen as Harif's successor, Saul of Cracow

passed away in Glogau, May, 1707 on the way to Amsterdam,®3

For a year and a half the rabbinical duties were discharged

by Judah Leib ben Ephraim Ansel of Rotterdam, Subsequently

these dutles were shayed wibh three other rabbia.#k AL the

end of 1708 a new chief rabbi was appointed--Aryeh Judah

lisoh, author of the Hiddushgi Gur Aryeh., PFor 22 years

_ responsum written by Harif 1s found in Eliakim Qttz,
heblot u'Teshubot Eben ha-Shoham * (Dyhernfurth, 1733), no. 36.

wother responsum of Harifis 1g included 4r the Teshubat
1!@ "Geonim, pp; Tb“'a-ﬂ,- )

. “BSIuys, Geachiedenis; p, 342, Some 30-odd yeara
ater Saul's son Aryeh lelb~-gon-in~law of Hakam Zebl-~~wag
ppointed to the same position, JIbid., p. 368

o -

: “”Dembitzar, I, 98a, neota. Kaufmann notes that Judeh
%1 ben Ephraim Anshel has been mistakenly identifled as the
Rcle of Hakam Zebl. The latter was named Judah Leoib ben
Phraim ha-Cohen of Ofen. 7o sactlong, III, 122, n, 12,
Udah Leib ben Ephraim Anshel served as the first rabdl of

he Hambro Synagogue in London. Subsequently he became chief
abbl of Rotterdem and for a brief period wag acting chier

abbl of Amsterdanm. Solomona, Transactions, XII, Gl-96,
a5uawh;tzer I, 98b, rote,

o RN S SEAWO_TE
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“Ansterdarn too he devotesd hias efforts to ths establiﬁhmeﬁt

of 2 Yeshive, However, he was vouchsafed little opvortunity

to develon this institutien for he rass2d awey barely a year
nd & halfl after entering affieeJQG In the interim, betwesn
he desdse of Kalisch and the election of Hakam Zebi ng
ehlefl rabbl, Judah Leib ben Ephratm Anshel ones more ful~
f1l1ed the ravbinical functions,*T |
These mpiritual leadersz had not, howavar, heen on-
ablad to disehargs the duties of thelr office in an ab
of tranquility. Por zenerations the position of chief rabbi
had been surrounded with contention, albelt aften of a
*ifling natura. Prom 1%s incepbtion the xehillah seoms fo
ﬁave been permeated with diszsension and lack of harmony.

One oan reconstiuct the picture of the internal 1life of the
burgeoning community from the amals of the Ashkenazim as
preserved in the proﬁeeols'nf the congregatian and from the

barial recoxds in the ¢ity archives. The composltion of

the congregation wes neterogsnoous. Differences 1n language
itd synagogue customs abounded and a quarrelsome epirit nre~-
Vailed which the somber economic plight of the German immi-

rants did not serve to alleviste. Asm eavly as 1635 thers

an ﬂfficial_reaofé of & querrel between members of the

s ) i’ﬁmﬂ _{_}._;‘E‘ H ﬂm.s,-liind{’:t‘, Ba 5&3; Sluygs Gesohié&@ﬂiﬂ,
A 3 13 ¥ -

47 3010mons, Transactions, p. 95.
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eongregation and its elders. The dispute was éettl&d by the
burgemastera of Amsterdam following consultation with the
Portuguessa parnasim.qs The first chief rabdbl, Moses Weil

of Prague,”? took office at an inausplolous Eime. During

1s brief tenure the commmity was beset by Tlnanclal 41ffi-

eultles and personal strife, In the early documents there

re several indicatlons of pettingss and quibbling on the

art of' the congregante. Weil had continual arguments with

he parnasim--then known a8 mermonim. These dlsagreements

ere finally settled by recourse to outside interventlon in

ne instance by the Portuguese hakam, in another by Rabbi
Zheftel Haraw;tz who, by chance, was then visiting Amsterdam, 50
The arrival of the East Eﬁropean Jews was accompanled by a
eriod of strained relations and one netes frequent azlterca~

ions between the CGsrman and Polish congregations, It is

8 &8Blaom, p. 28, Cf. Sluys, Gesghledenis, . -
X pP . 369"311 »

: hg&melandar, p. 556, Sluys, Ambtedats, p, 5, zives
his full pame as signed on a document dzted April 15, 1640;

SARIB2 BURTRMr xPye1 2pye aMnn ®"xb 13 non ‘o

*O3luys, 1bid., pp. 6-9. Rabbi Shabbethal Horcwl bz
generally styled R. Sheftel--was chief rabbl of Frankfopt-same
Main and later of Posen. He was the son of the famed

Kabbalist, R. Isaiah Horowitz, known 88 the Shelah ~Kadoah,
&uthor of the Shene Inhot ha-Berit (AmsterdaT, EEEQE. j

U e

Frigey
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llkely that the one~time chief rabbl of tha G&rman.community,

Abrgham ben Joshua of Yorns, was for an interlude rabbi of

the Polisy congregatlon but that he reslgned from this office

on aecount of the i1l-feeling of his foyoer congregants

toward the Polish population,S5l During the tenurs of David

Lida commnity dissension reached a peak. The hostilities

August, 1680, By
1681, he needed the officlal protection

began immedistely upon Lidat's arrival in
July,

of the parmasim
from open antagonism and eppoaition in the community, Tha

following year two of his more outepoken Upponents were da-
nied permission

to atteng aynagogue serviges whersupon they

appealed to the eivil authorities for relier. Subseguently,

the dissident faction gained the upper hand and David lida

lef't Amaterdam. A&s & reasult of the Intervention of the Jynod

of Pour lands on hig behalf, e temporary reconcllilation wes
ffected and Idaa returned to Amaterdan.

& radical change
hagd not, however,

taken place in the attitude of the

communal

antor spurred a bitter feud which splintered the communl &y

531hi§. pD. 17-18. Tyo years late
the pum of 200 Rp

r Lida was awarded
i in compensation Cor havi
the position,

ng been deprived of

(6
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into warring fections. The aonstant agltations affecteq

- Shuva, 1709, there occurred a public digpute 1n ths syna-
gogue and violence ensued. As & result Kallgch becams 411
“and on November 9 he passed away.53 The geourrences of dig-
turbances in tha synsgogue a% this time 1s confiruad by
leglislation of Decembar 16, 1709. It was resolved that all
¥ho had partleipated or had been involved in the ntrife be
Pined in accordance with the verdlot of the Bet Din and the

- Coungll of E'arm'z:-s-;i.m.5‘!:t

Aa can be asen thiz curasory outline disseasion and
“discord were features of the compunal life of che Ashkenaszim.
They were not a self-sufficlent group and frequently brought
their problems to ﬁh& dephardic authorities or to the eivic
govermment., The incumbeney of Hakam Zebi was to be ehap-
Boterized by such dissenslon and in his case too the pebty
quarrgls were to be brought before both the Portuguese

matapgd and the Dutch magistrates.

B. Zarly Quarrels

» Contract

Shortly after his arrival in Amsterdam, Hakam Zebl
lashed with the parrasim regarding the duration of his

53§§31;]a§ Sefer, p, 28.

SASluys, Beelden, p. 9.

the health of the chlefl rabbi. Emden reports that on Shalbibstk

Tl

e

e
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contract, Acute dizagreenszat sver this fundamental wmetten
a3 Lo be a reeurri-g factop underlylng the subseguent quor-
rels, Av the behest of the parnasly the geribe, Pinhas
Jacobs, 59 draw up the contract for a three yeap period. The
| documens was dated Frlday, o 3heba§-~ﬁhe day that the news
of thé appolntment had reached Hakam Zeb1.56 iceording so
the testimony of the serdibe recorded later hefore a notary,
Johannes van Villakens, 57 Eakam Zebi had himzelf prepaved
another wersion of the contract in which the term of office
was mpecified as =ix vears, The seribe cleinsd that on ae~
count of pressure frow Ashkenazl he had coplisad the contﬁaeﬁ
in compliance with the latter's emendations, When he had
jaubmitted this document to the authorities a sharp altereca-
S1on hed ensued between Hakam Zsbl and the pareastn, Finally
the issue was settleg 1n acgordanse with the wishes of the
parnasim. The letter ? was interpolated into the already
prepared text, thus transforming o, to whwe At the conelusion

of the contrast the scribe had entered the phrage, ineluded

55ﬁeferred to in the doeuments 25 Pinhas Jacobs,
Pinhag ben Eliakim (dled Hovember 28, 1749) begame secretary
9f the kehillah on October 31, 1709, He wrote the letters nf
appointment gent to Zabi Ashlenazi, Abrahem Berliner and
Aryeh Leib ben Sgul.’ Sluys, "De Protocdlen dep Hoogduitson-
Joodsche Oeweente te Austerdam,” Blidrazen en Medesdelingen
& het Gernoobsghap voor de Joodsehe ¥etensghap in Hederland,

5531uy3, Beelden, p. 18, poirts out that an incorrect
date is given in the doguments, namely, Friday, 10 Shebag.
N the year 5470, 10 Shebat rell on & 3aturday. &mden,
egillat Sefer, p. 25, writes that hig father received the
ettar o appointment on & Priday.

5Tvide, inpra., p, 87.
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in the fipst letter to Hakam Zebl "Unvo gternity may he lesd

w3 in his light may we walk unto mternity.“58 Again the
seribe averred that he hagd ingerted these words only at the

unrelenting inaiastence of Ashkenazi who hag threatened hiwm

with the ban. In his own handwriting ﬁakam.?ebi added that

the three yearvs stipulated were to begin as of 8 Adar IT.

Temporarily shelved, the imsue over the eontrae; wag reopened

two years later and became the bamiz of an cpen quarrel that

was to result in litigation in the eivil courts.59

2, QLantaops

Rivalry between the two ecantors was stlli keen at the

time that Hakam Zebl assumed offiecs, ihe previous year Al

tisanship on Shis issue had caused & complete rift in the
community, culminabing in the open riota which had harassed
~ the last dsys of Aryenh Leib Kaliszch, 'The followers of the

- ¢antor Leidb under the ieadership of Aaron Abrahamsz. Polak
(Gokkes) and 3imon Abrahamsz. Polak (Gokkes) comprised tha
: HOrXe powerful faction, The supporters of the othep cantor,
¥Yehiel MiMal of Lublin, were far less affle nt, 60 Tne follow-

ing 13 a summary of Emden's account of the struggle, The

rev—

_ 580f. The Dutech text, Sluys, lo¢, clt, snd the Hebrew
- text in waganaar,lggiﬂgt, Appendix, IY.

; 59Tha question of the length of the contract is men-
‘tioned by Hayyun,Ha-Zad Zebl, Introduction:

T IR 139wY n197% IDIONT a%1y r3wn 023w whw 170393 32103 *5
?> 0IX3YR 238%7 panby TIANIT ORIN WA 9103 200w AYoad> vnovq

« TR

6081uys, Beelden, p. 9
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hatred between the two parties was more virulent than that
df enemy nations. The prosperous group spant conslderazble
sums of money in bribery, utllizing voth thelr own capital
and congregational funds, Taking sdvantage of theiy offieisl

positlons of suthordty in the communidiy, they oppressed theirp

weakey opponents, seeking tq prevent them from nolding con-
gregational office and partlcipating in synagogue cerenonies,
Eagerly they mought the favor of the new chlef pgbdbl, Even
before Ashkenasi came to Ansterdam, they sought to win him

over Lo thelr gide, Through the mediation of the sexton they
approached Halkam Zebi and offered him the culright sum of
20,000 gold pisces 1€ he would atd them. Ashkenszi replied
that he eoculd render no decislon hefore hearing the viewpoint
of both sides. Upon arrival in Amsterdam Hekam Zebi aligned
himaelf with Yehiel Milal's supporters. Thersupon, ILeib's

to terminete his contract after threes years, However, theip
ttempts were folled and their leaders Judah Prina,
olak and Za;man Ruperns wers removed from thelir posts on

he Counell of Parnasim. Ashkenaz! was victorious over his
efractors largely becsuse he had aequir@d the friendship
and loyal suppartrof the Sephardim and had gained the respact
f the civil authorities. Nevertheleszs, Euden coneludes his
Beeount, enmity in the ccmminity waa not extinguished, the

three ex-parnasin waited for an opportunity to strike in
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revenge and “the emberpa of struggle and quarrel glowed be-

neath the ashes,®1

The desoription #iven by Emden is an exgggerated one,

Certainly there was g longstanding quarrel with regard to

the cantors. fThe matter had 2lready been a subject of gon-

tention during the rabbinate of leld Harip,
proclamation dated Juns 21,

An officisl
1700 and signed by the parnzain
and chief rabbl stated that 8o great wera the disburbances

in the synagogue that the services ware conpletely dlarupted,

"We have noticed the great commotions . . ., on account of the

question of the santors. + + « And alas, the dlsputes become

Worse each day. . ., , Woe for the same and conbumely of ocur

community. Woe to the ears that hear 1t and woe to us whex

must feel shame before the Christians who enter the synagopue

&nd see there the desecration of G-d'a name,” Aecordingly,

Synagogue. Severe punishmenta and fines were to be imposed

for disorderly conduct and Irivollty with regard to the

eantors.ﬁe The disagreement was apparently a quastion of an

nnovation in the manner of the singing of the 1iturgy,
1Ma8l was the

Yahiel
first ¢&ntar to be aceompanied by two singeis

: Slﬂe 1llat Sefer, pp, 29-30. Bmden refera to Aron
brahamez, Folak and Simon Abrahamsz. Polak as the Qokkes
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and this practice seems to nave stirred opposition, &3
Shortly before Hakam Zepi:

8 appoiniment thias dispute erupted
anew,

The protocols mention repssted occaslions

on which
Yehtlel MiMal was calleq

before the parnasin régarding the

infringement of the*ragulaticns. deveral times he

these summonges and Msked the dlsplessure of the
n Gatober 20, 1708,

izncred

suthorities,

the accompeniment of the cantor by a bosy

inges was forbidden and another warning pronounced sgainat
istﬁrhaneem in the sarvieaa.ﬁﬁ The aexton w2y have played N

||_
role in the discussions as aasserted by Em&én. This sexe '

ony Levl Assers Rosgnkrants, was maryied to the sigter of :
1t 1s 1lkely that he tnterveneg

wealshy faetion ang
' advocate the éstaﬁliahed ity
port regarding the depesition

Were the outspolken enemles of hi

hé cantor Telb and

on he-
half of &he

sought to induce Halcam Zebi
rgleal madea‘éﬁ Emden's

of the three parﬁasim who

T T = s s = e

# father 13 corroborated by
bthe atty records, At a resolut

ion of the burgomasters, May
8, 1720, verbally transnitteq

t¢ the parnasim op May 30, the
Polak ang Judah Pring angd the

5331uya, Geschisdenis, p. 342, Por a deseription op
¢ development of fhis issue and itas resolution in 1754

de I, Hiraghel, "Cultuur en volkaleven, * ibld., p. 48g,
cantor Leid b. Yolf was hived in 1685, “Hig family had a
cord of cantorial servioe in the commnity, the second
ntopr, Yehiel MiHal hailed fronm lublin, He was dlred by

he congregation in 1700 and Preavmably left Amsterdam in

2. Sluys Oudste, p. 27,

6431 uys, Beelden, p. 13.

_ 651h;d., PP. 1l and 13. For identifieation of the
xton, cantors and parnasin then in office vide Hulder,




assessor 3olomon Ochen de Jonge were remaved from office,
This action is further confirmed by the 1ist of parnasim
in office in the year 5470 from whieh their namnes are

struck out, ahd the ex-parnasim Ssmaon Boas, %liezer Bmydeh

In view of this o¢currence the reason for the subsequent

cpposition of these wmen to Hakanm Zebi is obvious.

« Shohet

Emden records anather case of confliict snortly after
Hakam Zebil's arrival. In honor of Hakam Zebl's instaliation
she ecngregat;an had prepared a communal banquet. Halkeam

ebl refused to parteke of the meal before examlning the
;Qggggi Emden refers to the shohet by name as Reb Leizer
nd states that he had held éhe pest for many years, lpon
; sting Reb lLelizer, Ashkenazi declared that the Bhohet had
éat his sensitivity and was incapable of exemining the
Atual slaughtering knife. At Bakam Zebl's order the shohet
a5 discharged from his position. From his time forth the
?rmer_gﬁg;gg and his numerous friends and relatives nursed

n lmplacable hatred far the rabhi.éT The coammunity

(Gomperts) and Jacob Wimpfe are named as their replacements, 66

ﬁene zeldzame medaille,” Nederlandseh~Israelitisch Jasrboekie

ravenhage, 1859), pp. 43<%F,

®H111e0um, Centranl Blad, January 9, 1925, p. 11,
luys, Beeclden, p. 16, Sluys notes that the assessor ls
dmed "3a@muel Cohen" in the officisl records, In Sluyst

Pinion, ibid., p. 39, note 19, this is an error; 3amuel
Ghen was one of Hakam Zebi's allies,

6Thegillat Jefer, p. 26.




chronicles do indeed indicate that there weres difficulties

with regard to the ghehita, But the Tacbs do not bear out

Enden's version of the case. The week before the arprival of

Ashkenazl a new shohet was engaged only %o be dismissed five

days later. ZEmden is also wrong in his contention that his

father's order redoundsd to the financial benefit of the

comminlty in that whereas Reb Lelszer had received a yearly

- Balary of 400 guilders, the new gﬁgggg bought the righta for
1000 RD. The protocols note that on 2 Adar IT the shehita
Waa leased to Gumprich ben Ephrainm Rlenc for 1500 guilders
‘anmually, the parmasin Selilg and Solomon Cohen serving ap
‘guarantors. Benezth this contract there 1s another entry--
dated 7 Adar II, a day before Ashkenaz! came to the wlty--
‘stating that another shohet had been angaged.ﬁg- Emdeﬁ’s
iaim that at his father's advice the propristorship of the
Titual bath wes sold 42 also incorrect.®% tnepe is a pemo~
Trandum dated February, 1710, Togarding one Hershel Chapleville
0 whom the pikweh vas leased. Apparently the community had
access to the profits of both the shehits and the ritual bath

Hilleaum, Centrasl Blad, Decembep 19, 1824, p. 3.
59ﬁe"1113t Safer, p.'ﬂ?.

7°Sluy3, Beelden, pu» 14 and p. 39, n. 17.
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C. Fhe T&kganoc of 31711

Durin@ thia entive perlod eontinual dilscord among

the parnaaim became sc intense thatb cutside lnbtervention was

- warranted, Af s neeting of January 3, 1710, presided over by

f'Judah Pring~-then 8%111 in office~=2nd 5% which £W0 parnasin
- of the Portugusse communlty parsiecipated,

the rollowing
;takkanet wera vromulgated.

Unly with a mejority of votes
of the Full gathering of parnasim woulad i+

it o parmiaaiblé to
‘place an individual under the ban, to revoke & mezber's priv-

‘ileges or to make officis} announcementa to the pagistrates

&nd to dismiss the sexton= or cantors,

It vwas furthey pe-
‘golved to draw up new statutea for the improvement of the ‘

gommunal asdwiniatration. The zrrival of Hakam Zebi in the

ifollawing month, &5 We have meen, did not help to restore

harmeny. Shortly thereafter, & quarrsl &galin broke out-~this

tima regarding the digmissal of the sexton, 3imon Hartogsz,

fohen, Tho mlodesad of which Qohen was acgysed is not & mate

ter of recopd. Hoewever, lster as a condition of seinatatemont

in his position he wag required to take an oath never again

%o be lex regarding the honor of the rabbl and the parnssim,

The dismiassal was decided by a majority vote of thoge present

&& stipulated in ths tahhanah of Jandary 23. 73 The dlssenting

Tig dluys, Beelden, p., 16.
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members of the Couneil wepre wllitantly “pposed Lo the de-
eislon, Noted in the protoccis is an attenpt on the part

. of Hakam Zebl on June 20 to reestahiisn unity among the
Parnasis but in the face of 811 efforts

at r&éanailiation
- the mivcricy renmslinedg

obdurate, Ther

wtier to the Sephardic
e N0 cormunal businesa could be trange
¢ Parmasin wars

.aptharitieaa Meanwhii

aeted because ty et loggerheags regarding
Therefere on August o
?arnaaim appearad before the nntary
¢lared theip

» A7IC, tha {ouneil eor

van Villekens and dew
Muanlmous deelsion to reguast the arbitration
of the Hephardie matomed to veruminate the

quarreis with
Pegard to the discharge of the sexton, Pledging to abide

Y the decislon ang arbitration of the Pors

Uguele parnasim
they further comms

sgulasions Yo be binding on the Ashhenssic

1 SRngTegation,
frobably the Portugue

22, windful of the constant internay
trigues anong the Ashkenazim, Tequested that 5

Formal

29rd of #he_pruc@eﬁings be nade before the notary, 7€

The
Ashlenazic
barnasim, Sluys has
of signatuves on thla doey-
two “Peesing factions, The:
he comunity is wWorthy or wention,

SUment wag slgned by 163 prominent nembers of the

th&ﬁ_tkﬁ parnasin and ex-
Anted Ut that the two eolumns
Bt repvesent the
hin ¢

hillak, among

“alignment
Hakam Zebiry

[ ——— Sefunot, I, 215,



ally, Solomon Levi Norden, silgned nis nawe 1n ths colusn af'
the majority group. Beneath those of the dissanting minopr-
ity are found the aignatures of Hakam Zebl's adversaries
the three former parnssim Aaron Abrshamss. Polak, Judah Prins
and 3olomon Cohen de Jonge. On September 23, the 3sphapdia
announsed an offlelal sethlement with regard to the sexton.
He was 1o be yeinstated in his office elight wmonths following
the enactwent of the new statutes. On February 5, 1711,
the 3&§hardic parnssim promulgated the new ta?ggnct to which
the burgomsaters immediate;g accordsd thelr offlcial agprﬁval.T3
The pdyent of the stayutes of 1711 marks a milestono
in the hiutory of the Ausverdam aahkeﬁaztm. Tness atatubes
whigh were the first printed regulations of ¥he community
ecnsist of 113 srticles. The original document wag drawn up
in both Duteh and Judeo-German. (Thas Judeo-German btext

numbers 112 articles, )T The main purpose of the new takkavok

7331uye, Fzelden, . 18.

_ Tha copy of the tg%ﬁgne% i extant In the Judec-German
edition, however, & copy of the complete Dutch taxt has not
been found. Ibid., pp. 57; 3luys, Jesehledenis, p. 345. For
bibliographical notas on the aditions of thess Lakianoet, vide,
Hillesum, Csniraal Blad, December 19, 1924, p. 3. Although
‘the statutes appesred in priat in 1711, a1l coples seemed to
‘have disappeared and only 1In comparatively recent times hes
this document besn rediscovered. Sluys, Beslden, p. 36, ad-
vanees the hypothesis that the Ashkenazlc parnasinm conflscated
&1l coplen of these statutas in an attempt to obsoure the
question of their condust toward Hakam Zebi~~behuvior which
might conceivably have been Iinterpreted as a violation of

the takksanot.

e o



was the 2stabliasmment np pezoe and haroony within the a0

munity. The flrst two artisles axemplify the apirit of

the entire proclamation. General amneshy wes grented for

- all congregational offenses. A1l parnagim weve to be recon-

¢lled publiely and they together with the ex-parnsaip wera
Trequired %o pledge mutual brathérhoad before the Holy Ark
in the Eynagogna.75 In some of the repulations one san
:trace the Ilnfluence of the Portuguese &dvisors for many af
- the rulings parallel statutes of the Portugusse kehillah
Parﬁieularly striking 18 the decision to name the soclety

for the study of the Yorah Ez Hayvir and to 2all the

Ashkenazle community itself Talmud Torvali. These are bhe

‘8alfeane napos uzed by the Sephardle community to denote the

fiﬁe&%icgl 1ns€iﬁut1ana. Under the provisions of arctiecle 24,

& werber of the Gevwan congregation wasz forbidden to attend
Bervices in the Portuguese synagogus. It is posaible that

this waz included Secsuss 1t was the practice of those who

were cxeluded rrom the Ashienagio synagogue %o pray among the

Portuguese, Several articles clearly »uflect the dezires of
the cilef rebbi, Hakam Zebl. 1In all likelihood his wishes
Ware heeded bacause:the Portuguese parnasin who played the
hajor role in the compllation of the regulatilons raespeofed

hlm highly. Artiole 23 forbade the eonduct of divine merviges

T5The text of the First two articles is given by
Hillesum, Centrsal Blad, January 9, 1925, p. 11.
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tnder private Barploes -

BoEig e
QUL Bings pist 2 34

articls provided thag
Bpecial dispensation be given to gon

vene a migzaé in the

homa of the eitlef pap Hot on Babhaths or holidsyy,

b1, albeit
Artiele 8 recordasd the 6ecaSIQna

91 which the paphy was to
be accorded

Ehe hopoy ¢l sheiigns at
Ko one byt the chigs Yabbhi was
ddaw up 5 b1y of divorce,

be indpuaed;

ﬁh&'ﬁeaﬂing af the Law,
0 officiate at a wedding oy
In
ounly an appointas
Place (4rt. B2), apticie 81 ap

wWhieh the pghpy was entitled ¢

or aaiemniming 2 wedding., Mos:
B8lgniflcant 4g articls 8o which in effset ratiried tne bternsg
of the chier rabpit

the evoent that the chiefl pabbi

of the Faruesln night take his

80ified the anount of money to

8 conbraet, 1t Wesd also notga that the
*abli ccesptag 2% henorariums for

residing &5 Slvil guitg
refore at no Line should nis )

1000 2D par anma.  The influence Of Hakam Zebi 1s ¢laarly

evidencad in Article 29 whieh 3peelfied the monles and prow

visions $0 be aliae&téd f0r the meintenance of the Bat

Hidrgﬁh‘T“

AB reviously nokeg Bany of the repulationa’ T Iy

mirrop
the Giscordang Wbure of the toneunity ang i was hoped that
thean ta;@gnat ¥ould dispel the pbrdfe and dissenaion, How-
ever;, in drawing“up the new statuties the bagio ssuse op
TSSluya, Heslden, pp. -2z,
ot TTyide art1cles Lo 2, 48 and 87 citeq by Hillesum, 1ge,
oie,



&0

comunal unreste-fthe ahridied mouep of

£ the ﬁarnasim—*ha&
bewn fgnoved,

The Jawlsh povulace of Amsterdan enjored almogt

aonplata aubonomy -exsrelsing full contral ovar

thelr own
soumunity as long as

there was no ﬁialatian o Dukeh law,
The parmasim at the head of the hohillah gove

ronent exer~

gisad an authority ovap individuel sorgregants that was

- virtuglly abselute. It vag the

vernaglsm who interpreted the
ceommnlty statutes,

oftenlamending them arbltrarily to serve
their owp purposes and then obtaining the rabber

stamp ap-
3prava1 wf the b

urgUMastars 23 a matter of sourse
‘Parnasin wieldad great Influenes
mnielnnl

The

on the officialag of the

govarnmeent and 14 wps they alone wha ware revognlzod

as official representatives 1n

dealings with tha ¢ivil ngg-
istrates,

In executing the laws of the commund ty,

the powep
of the parnasim wag Pragtically unlimited, On

accaslon the
Parnasin abussd these pPrivileges and thelr auto

sratic vays
arousad jpuoh regantment .,

They had recourss to several medeg

of coerclon for the malntenance of digeipline,

#&as to impose finas and to deprive memb
tlend

They wera
ers of the right to
Ghe Synagogle or o participats in gen

eremonies. Fop savere Infringement of the statutes, they
“30rted to asoe

ial ostravuism by means ¢f the ban--herem.
This ban was pronounced in the synagozue 1n +

gregational

Nz presence
£ the entire commarity in a solemn and aweBoue DRrIMONY .

A il

g
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o izposs she exirony pund shaons the consent of the aity

suthorities was necessary, T

It 13 true that eny advanteges acsruad o the oome

BUity on avecunt.el the flre rule of he parassim, Through

arganizatilon the kehillah was enabled to consulidate its
finanelal ressurces and funetion az &

foreeful ggonomnio
group, 78

Sompulsory participaiion on the pars of
in aha»ing the ebligat
the

the mepbers
lon of providing for the DOOr ensured
maintenance of adequate charitable services,%0 gy

virtue of Lts powerful self-governmeont the community was

able to presarve 1gs Synagogue, its institutions and 1es

eugbons in theip traditional form, TMese benelicial &gpeccs

notwul thebanding the g8ysben had many drewbacks, chief anong
theae being the nOn~dektergtio tomposlit

ion of the governing
body,

The eoncentration of POWET was In the hands of a

firmly entrenched Gligarehy; few neWeomers were permitted to

odn the restricted circle of leaders.

The resulta of &lao~
lons wa

r2 always known in advance sinoe only a small sroup

q.ﬁl

By o : " |
- 3luys, Beelden, po. T-8; idem Geschiedents, p,
35. 4 briar déadﬁiﬁﬁiﬁﬁ of the organiéﬁ?ion of the
shitenazie kehillah, 1ts cheritable institutiona snd nethods
f dizeiplite ig ziven by Jaap Meljer, Moedsr in Israel: Fen
schiad

gdenis van Hei Apgterdamaa 4efkonazisohe Jodendon
Haarleﬁ, 964}, pp. 2i=ET, .
79Bloem, p. 18 end 1bid., o, 83.

8°ﬁf¢ methods of enloraing charity eoilzesiona in
Yardous commuities and instances from 4

meTariee Saklanot
Israel Abranams, Jewish fdfe 1in

1 - | the niddle Ares
\Philadelphia, 1896), pp. J15-1g, el Aees
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of people served as electors, The asme People were elacted
and reelected over a period of years and for ganerations
power reméinad in the handa of g few select families.S1

These familles of parnasim deported themaelves haughtily and -
flaunted their exaltad soelal standing. Condequantly mewbers
of the communlty were keanly sensitive to the soeiagl dis-
binotions between themselves and the ruling class. They
rebelled agalinst the standards of imglicit obedlence expested
of them and harbored s seorst yearnling for pawar.gg

Rather than remedying the #ltuation, the statukes of
1711 tended to endorss the Btabus quo. Undar the provislions
of Article 22 the position of the parnasinm wan enhanced.
"The Council of Parnasinm shall have the rull.authority and
supremacy in ruling the congregstion of the nation, . . . No
one shall be 80 bold as to oppase thelr resolutionz or to
separate himself from the communicy . |, « under penslty of

the great ban and a fine of 1000 guildeps, "83

3oon after the appearance of the new takkanot rival
factlons once again vied for control of the community. When

83g1uys, Beslden, p. 13.

azﬂillesum,';gg._ggg.. points out that the paymasim

- patterned their behavior on that of the Dutoh burgomasters.

. ®or the title "parnas” ss & aign of nobllity and for inastances
- of arrogant behavior on the part of parnasinm of, Cotthard

‘Deutseh, "Parnas,” Jewlsh Engyelopedia, IX, 541 2,

8331uya, Beelden, p. 22,
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the incumbent parnasim transgressed one of the new atatutes

thelr antagonists used this as a pretext to undermine the

- Council's authority. 3ome forty members slgned a document

empowering three delegates to address an pf?iéial complaint

to the govermment. The consplracy was, however, discovered

and the petition was not filed with the magistrates., The

- document has been preserved in the protoeds. Among the

;&gnatures Sluyzs haa 1dentified those of Jacod Fies,aa Nathan

. Peldel son of Judah (Philip Levi Herden), Solomon Norden and

~Soloman Isacqs Cohen all of whom were known as Hakam Zebi's

supporters. Seen within the context of communal machinations

: akam Zebi's dispute with the parnasim seems to have been

ut one facet of the fight for hegemony within the kehillah, .
n the opinion of Slﬁys the parnasim feared that the {influ~
nce of Hakam Zebi and the support of the Portuguese might
id the cause of the insurrectionists. The subsequent ac-
ions of the parnasim and their attempts to terminate Hakam
ebi's tenure were dictated more by the desire to weaken the

rival party than by acrimony towards Hakam Zebi,S5

Jacob Flea' struggle against the authority of the
arnasim antedated Hakam Zehi's arrival 1ln Amaterdam. Vide,
Mu Py Ge

85
Ibid., p. 24.



D. ﬁttemgt Co Diseriss Hakam Zebi

On April iQ, 1712, the_parnaaim eammiaaicned the

ilevl Asaaps Rosenkrante and 3imon
and the gerlbe,

gextons, Ha%tagsa. Cohen,

Pinhas Jacohs to request Hakam Zebl to

PPovide them with his copy op the contract,

ﬁypar%ntly
his salary had not been Palid br the

¥ promlsed to pay hip
to which he was entitled

of appointment,
demand,

upon retuprn of the Ietter

Hakam Zeby refused to Comply with thtgy

replying that g COpy of the document

wWas already
in the_g&hillah archives,

Cn May 29, Aghkenszy gia,

The following day
termined ¢o terminate Hakam Zabyr

xplration

the parnasim da-

2 appeintment upon the
of the contpgot on Mareh 10, 1713. on May 29,

the sextons and deridbe weps instructed to infory Ashhkenazi

?af this deciston in order thag he might have ample oppartunity
to maye &ny necessary arrangements

- To theip communication
Hakan Zebl retorted,

“Tell youp parnaain they might wely have

kept theip 1mpudena X do not accept the

& to themaselvesg.

8631&3&, Heelden P. 253 Mulder,

daarhoek 4a, p. 49,
£. &, Vredenbum , Jewlsh Encvelopedia, II,!I: 12@‘. . I



thelr charges agalinst him., On June 12, membera of the oou-
wunity testified before the notary, Van Villekens, that the
irahbi had talken the sxcessive sum of 8 BB foy perrorming &
;divarce. In July, a complalnt was reported th&u Ashkenazi
had demanded payment to which he was not entitled in cone

S Junctlion with a Di ah. In December, a third couplaint

- came before the notary in which 1% was claiwmed that the rabbi
" had demanded unfaly compensation foy granting a heksher.

- Saveral further accusations dealt with the solemnization of
arrisges. On Hovember 21, it was alleged that Hakam Zebi
had refused to attend a wedding bescause & ¢arriage had not
‘been provided for hiwm. He wae reputed to have sald that 4P
_the bridegroom 1s poor he should sell his shoss to cbbain a
-carrisge, On Novenber 25, a wltness again condemned Hakam
?gehi for fallure fo appesr at & weddinz., Though the bride~
groom was peor and the bride an orphan, bthe rabbi had re-
ifused to roconsider the matter mand the parties had suffered
‘deep humiliation.OT

The attempt to diswiss Hakem Zebl had immediate
reperonssions. Barly in dJune hls partisans filed an official
‘memorandum with the magistrates., Beardng the signatures of
‘Philip Levi (Nerden), Solomon Isacgs {Cohen), Jscob Fles ang
‘Samuel Cohen the document contatned an indictment of the

STBumanuel, Sefunok, I¥, 215. Apparently the selemniza-
tion of marriages oaeaaicned disagreementa between Hakam Zebl
and the parmnasim. €. $luys, Beelden. p. 23,



86

parnasin emumerating a detalled ligt of grievances against
them, The petltioners declared that the parnasin hag
flagrantly transgressed the statutes promulgated by the
Portuguese leaders aﬁ the request of the cityrautharities@
Spacificallﬁ, they were charged with unlawfui degisions with
regard to the Talmud Toral Socleby, with negleoting to imw-
pose fines and punishments, with permitting e visiting rabbi
- {0 preacn in the ynagogue contrary o ihe regulations, with
selling wine, cheeae and meat without obtaining the necessary

-eortification of the ravbl, and with fallure ¢o convene in

the synagogue for publie reconelliation ar stipulated by
‘rticle 2. ‘'hess accusations were but s praface to the tos Jor
jcriticiam directed against the parmasinm ramely, the arbltrapy
dismissal of the thef rabbi. For three yearas the edmmunity
‘had been in Hurmoll ovser the question of the rabbils Lenure;
thls matter had finally been settied by the delinttive stabe-
ment in Artlele S0 of the statutes., Now the acousers pro-
teated, the parnasim had gratultiously decided to discharge
Hakam Zebi offering no valid rmeason other than "& quite
frivaloua and unheard of pretext that the latter had nqiy
haen called for a period of Chree years.” The petitioners
declared this dismisesl to be in direeot contradiction to

the established customs of Jewlsgh commmunitles and in violsation
f the taldanot which confirmed the chlef rabbi's contract,
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Finally, they reproached tae parnasin for baelng notivated in
the entire matter by perscnal hatred and vindictivencss, B8
The burgomaétera-tran&mitted the daéumenta to the
Portuguese Parmasin then in offiose and to éhsse wWio had besn
1# offlce at the time of the promulostion of the statutes.
The Ashkenazlic parnasinp were instructed to draw up a hrisp
In support of their position, Aceprdingly the #Crlbe, Pinbas
Jacobs, was directed to dovument his veraion of the dis~
apreeuenta over the weiting of the sontract and to transeyibe
hls account of the vislt to Ashkenazi on may 25.89 o,
parnazim preparsd e brief, composed of twenty-eight folio
Pages, 1in defense of thelr conduct, Whereas, the complaling
hed had only four slgasbures, the parnasinm were able to obe
tain the signaturey of eighty of the nost pProminent congre-
ganits In support of theip positlion. Consequently they could
slaim that their viewpoint was repregsentative of the feelings
of the entire commnlliy. ‘They emphesized the fact that the
petitioners were pacple of dudious character. Jacch Fles
and Samuel Cohen had heen exeluded from congregational ger-
vices for ten and five yeaps reapectively, Phillp Levy was
the brother-in-law of damuel Cohen and therefore Lavita motivesn

ware impugned. They accuged the dissidents of brewing trouble

88]:&-19 L¥ ] }JI} [ 26"'2? » )
Sgﬁmmanuel, loc. cit., notes that the Beribetls mo<

.

count was attested to vefore the netary Johannes Van Villekens
on July 28, 1712, '



and. of opposing a deecision 1n which the_majority of commungsl

leaders concurred, They bethought the maglstrates to cheok

end quell the activitien of thegs insurrectlionists,

The
bulk of the brier submltted by

the parnasim wa's devoled to
8 Justification of thelr attitude_towarﬂ the chief ranhy,

They srgued that Hokam Zeb! had himeelf Slgned the contract

Bgreelng to a three yeap term. Artiele £0 of the talkkenot

they conaidered to be werely a# guarantee of the salary and

emolurents of the position applieable solely for the duration

of the contract. They argued that the Portuguese could

not
Poasibly have intended %o lengthen the term

of office beyona
of the contract, Ciﬁing Article 22 of

he sawe regulations whlch greanted fuli authority in con~
Tégational rulings £o the Ashkenazie parnasim

they asserted
hat by virtue of this aunthority the

¥ hed dlemlssed Hekam
:Egbi. Such an action,

the parnasim averred, was not without
#reeedent:

twenty-nine vears previously a rabbi in Shelr own

community had been dismizsed in a similap matter and

RO pPro-
test had been votoed,

Similay ogcurrences in Germany and

€laevhers ﬁera 2ited. The Parnaslim vehemently dented all

legations of bersonal Involvement, They assertsd that they

Te forced o take drastic action by the thief rabbi'y

mEractable behavigy, Specifieally, the'parnasim charged

hat he had dellivered no nmore than two sermong s year and

had conducted divine 3ervicas in his own home, They alleged

130 that he had demanded en in an extortionary manper

olumenta
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frem poor psople. In additlon chaoy alressed that the con~
munal goffeors were euply 2nd that the paywent of Helcam

Zedl's handsome salary wes en insupportadle burden 90

E. The Points of Contention

1. CLontraat

The guestion of Hakan Zebi's coniract was particu~
lerly vexing and was the Poeal polnt of thls guarrel. It
should be pointed out thet desplte Hakam Zebl's insistence
on ghesh rather than shalosh the issue regarding the contraect
¥as not whether the term of office was o extend fop 2 term

of thres years or six vemrs, but rather a question of whether

Uakam Zebi was entitlsd to the position for iife. TIn regand
to this guestion the contents of the lettep sent 0
Ashkenazd whilst the lstter was yet in Rltona ls extremely

pertinent. In this commpuniaation 1t was stated unequivoeally,

"Although it 1s our custom to bake oup teachers and rabhis
for thres years, 1f O-d grants us 1ife he shall lead ug fop-
dver and in his light we zhall walk in eternity. 9l on the
basia of this passsge in the inltial lettor, gakam iebi's
addition of a similar phrada at the end of his contract

Bsgumes A new meaning and must be considered wmore than the

QOSIuys, Besldan, vp. 2829,

91H111e3um, Cenbraal Blad, November 28, 1928, p. 9.
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tion ad vitam. Since the legtap hagd preceded all Bubgg-

quent negotistions they saw no WAy of Juntifying the actions

of the Ashkenazic parnasim in the dismissal of Hakam Zeby,92
In cormeetion with the custon of drawing up rabbinical

contracts Pop g thres-year period 1t 1a 1ntereat1ng to note n

eaponsum of Hatam Sofer regarding the sourcs of this prace

tloa. Noting that cantracts tr&diﬁionally stipulate a thpeg.

is includeqg énly for the benefit of the rabbi, The rabhi,

at hig option, By depart froy the comrunity when thia tarn ﬂ
has elapsed; the community, hawevér, can at no time gbrogate ]
the contract. Hatam Sofer cites isserles, Yoreh Dewh, 333, 3, ’

enteres into the eategory of a slave, Hinge 1t 18 forbidden

%0 8211 onemelf into slavery 1t ia alao forbidden to abligate
tneself to ladbor in another's servige for an extended period
- of time, For this Yeason, a contreect is drawn up 1ov & sot

hunber of years, never mops than eix {in the opinian of laserles,

r—

9231uys, Beglden, p. 29,
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no more than three) the period varying from place to place
asccording to custom,93 .

2. Salary
The magnitude of Hakam Zebi's salary added to the
dissent and dlesatisfaction, The previocus rabbi, Aryeh

Leld Kallsch drew 400 KD yearly.g4 Ashkenazi's sugcessor,

Berliner, was offered 300 RD; in 1719 the sum was raiged to
500 RD.953 fHven the hakamim of the wealthy Portuguese come-

handaome, In the initial letter sent to Altons,

had declared that Lf the offer were too low "we will avgment

nd raise 1t . . . we have the means."97 In the negotiations
\shkenazl stressed the high cost of living and the size of

18 household., It was a condition of his acceptance that

93 ot u'Teshubot Hatam Sofer on Orah Hayyim
Pressbure, 15555. nos, 205 and 206. GCF. the declaion of the
Ampterdam Ashkenazic %ehillah authorities in the case of the
ismissal of the rabbl of Hague In 1734, The Amsterdam

arnasim then stated that 1t wes customary te engage a rabbi
or a stipulated number of years., The eontract was, however,
acitly continued unless the rabbi were aceused of serious
isconduct or misdemeanor. Vide Sluys, Beelden, pp. 37-39.

M1ptd., p. 14,

e ————.

9s1uys, Geschiedents, p. 352,

96J. D'Ancona, Geachiedenis, D, 293.

QTRillesum, loe, eilt.

———r

wag extremely

the parnasim
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his salary be sufflelent in crder thet We be enabled 4o
ranounce emalumansa.gg That he did not in pracilce acaept
fees for rendsring decisiong in civil suies 13 corrchorated
by artiele 80 of the statutes,9? The complaints regarding
the difficulty of meetlng iakam <ebits malary were based on
8 very real financial difficulty bezetting the congrega-

100, 2%C mough freely undertaken the salary did pre-

gent & pressing financial problen.

‘3. Frivate Hinyan
The ire of the congregants wss aroused bacauae.gakam
Zebl delivered sermons only on Infrequéent ocgsalons and bee
eause ﬁe rarely attended synagogue mervices, They objected
most strongly to the fact that private services were con-
- dueted in Ashkenazits home desplte the fact that this was {
expliciﬁly permitted In the tagganot. Siuys advances the :
hypothesis that those individuals whe were forbidden aceeas ?

to the Ashkenazie eangragationlanﬂ WNO Wers now by the

statues excluded from admittsnce o the Portupuese Fynagogue

a8 well, attended services 1n Hakanm Zebi's house and that it

Qﬁﬁagillat Sefer, o. 26,

stuys, Beelden, p. g1.

: 190191&., PP, X4 and 31, It 1a noteworiny that at this
time the community had enly edght hundrad eontributing man-
bers., Hillesum, Centraal Blad, Decenmber 19, 1924, p. 3.
Vredenbur , dewlsh Encyclopedia, II, 202, notes that in cou-
pariaon.with the remuneration of rabbis in Uther Jewish con-
tuntties Hakam Zebl's salary was extremely high, Pifty years
later the chief rabbl of Beriin received 375 pullders annually,
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18 for this reason that the parnasim viewed Hakem Zebi's
minvan with such extrems diaplaaaure,1°1 Be that as 1t may,
& organization of private services was considered
& cardinal transgression,

In thelr brier thefﬁarnaaim wrote
that the rabby "

« » . had no seruples aboyt holding separate
gatheringa for divine service in hig hoame, all things whieh

are not in the least becoming to a rabbi and a teachep,"102

With regard to this ¢riticisnm one munt poing

out that Hakam
Zebi!

B8 behavior in this Tespect wae by no neans unprecedented,

Far comparison one may gite the rabbinical contract given
by the copmunity of Prague in 1755 to

Rabbil Ezekiel Landau '
{1713-93).

"It shall be incumbent upon us fAt the expense7

of the communal treasury to rent o dwelling feor him in agw

cordance with his need and high station--a place where Torah-

study iz promoted. And pernission s granted him to eonduct

Services in the selfsame Place where Tormh

study resounds, ¥103
ince Yakam Zebi:

® dwelling housed his Yeshiva ss we11lO4 1t

8 likely thst éervieea were held in Hakam

Zebityg rezidence
or the same regson. '

lolsluya, Beelden, p. 23.
1021p14., p. 28, |

1%Bmhe contract 1s 1ncluged in Ezeklel Landan, Sheblot
1! Teshubot Hbdé'hiwrehudah (Vilna, 1904), wumbered page
Precading kuntres mharon.

1°%§egillat Sefer, p, 27.



4. Character

Many chronielers of tnis period believe that
2ource of thess ﬁisagreamenta lies in
ality,

the
Hakam Zehiry Peraon-
Some have Suggested that the

ﬁahkénazim were antagone
ized by his lack of hunilivy,;

395.others that nis adrupt
anner did nog attract smpathy ang affection,
“the person to curyy

He was not
favor with the mazgapn or to pursue the
friendship of the intluentiay leadera, 106

of Sluys,

There 1a certainly some
recenatruction of the avents and fn nig p1
 the Intarnal pouer struggla,
&lyan

validisy in

cture of
Particular erphasls must he
0 the fact thag the very individuala-whe signed the

document in the abortive Becembhep intrigue against the
Parnasin wepe those who

Halkem Zebi in June, In th1a pabition they vepeatea the very
same arpuments against the

Bigned the petition on behals af

parnasin as Were included 1n the

‘the xttempt to dismisg

155Emmanu&1, Sefunot, IX, 216,

1063. Monasch, “Hat Anmsterdamsche Jodendom in het
egin der 18e eeuw, ” Lezingen Mekop Chalin (Amateraan, 1898),
P. 20, ' '

lo?’Sluya, Reelden, p. 3,



Hakam Zebl. On the other hand one cannct ignore the faeé

thet in tha perscn of Hakam Zedl the parnasim hag eneountered

an Intransigent opponent and that they were naver on

the best
of terme with him,

Had a weaker prabbi been the fnoumbent it

12 not 1ikely that the conf'ilet would have asgumed such @i~

rensions, One incident in partieulsr which cecurred shortly

after the filing of the offielal complaint against Hakam

Zebl 1llustrates the clash of personalities. It became nece

essary for the cowmunity ¢o Pronounce a ban with Yegard 4o @
certain case of thels.

For this proclamation the parnasinz
wers accuatomed to uge gz certain

agree to the

farmulé. Hekem Zebi did not

use of this text and wisghad to substitute his

“own version. The parmesin expressed their extreme dissatia-

faction with Hakam Zebl's deciaion ang inatrueted that nig

raefusal to use the established texg be recorded in the

provocols. 1% govern of &ls responza alsc indicate that he

sueg halakie dlreectives which counter-
manded g8tabllahed practices,

d1d not hesitate to is

1% 1t may have been such

‘Independence that brompted the parnasim to refer to Hakam Zebi's

shavior toward them as "ungeenly ana intelerable,” 110

Daspite the contentions of the Ashkenazie parnasinm

:ﬁhe Portuguese matamad ultimately ruled against them, deslaring

108;91d4, v. 30.

1ggﬂakam'23bi, nea. 123 and 149,

11031uys, Beelden, p. 28.
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that the Ashkenazim had transgressed the congregational
statubes. With regard to the incumbeney of Rakan Zebl the
Portuguese ptated that they were unable %o see opr find
"gutficient veason® o permit the dismissal of the rabbi
"since 1t 1a also without example in our nation that e rabbl
or preacher should be dismplssed or discharged in this mane
ner.” On September 25, 1712, the matamad subwitted thesa
recommendations to the burpomasters,ill Aaseséing the éitf
uation correctly, Emden comments that the munificent .
Sephardim "supported wy father, . . . They were very power-
ful in the sity, beloved by the princes and counsallors of
that place."?32 9o pe sure the support of the Sephardim
stood Hakam Zebl in good stead; temporarily he was en&blad
to retain his position through their good offices and thelir
influence with the clviec suthorities. Later when he was to
fall into disfavor with the Sephardim as well all avenues
were to be clogsd to h&m’and the positlion in Amsterdam was

toe become untenable,

F. Contridbublions of Halkanm Zebi

Aslde f'rom the story of these z2ltercations 1ittle is
known of Hakam Zedl's work during these years, In hig per-

sonal life these vears consbituted a period of extreme sorrow.

Blmia., . 30.
112%ex111at Sefer, p. 30.




On Noverper 23 he loat s young son, Moshe, and two momtha

later, on January 23, a daughter,

Batshava, Passed away,
We 4o not know

the age of the ashildren;
the.atark wording of the memorisls 2t th
yaxd in NMulderbery,

there remains only

¢ communal grava-

113 Regarding Hakam Zebl's positive
activities ss rabbl of the community,

informetion 1g gparse,
Reporta or Sonmunal endeavors become submerged in

the weltey
of trivia and pettyfogzing quarrels gnd disagreements, the

record of which P111s the protocols, From seattered yelapr-
ences, however, the vague outline of hig eonntributions eneyges
and one cen trace the direction his winistration n

1ght have
taken had dlasension and disagreenent not gbymied every cone
structive effars,

1. Chardty
A3 he had done 1n Altona,

80 $00 In Amsterdan Hakam
Zebl sought to organize the collection of chapri

tyr for the Holy
Land.llh He asslsteq zegagﬁh emissaries Pfrom other commini~

tien abpealing to the heneficanca of the Jephardim as well as

to his oun congregants, 115 me payment for rendering de-

eigdons in civi disputes wag a
rabhi,

large scurcs of dncome to the

The fee, known as psak gzeld, was 1/2 of one per cant of
the sum under litigation.

The rabbi was entitled to 1/2 of

the inseriptions vide Mulder, Jate,

18y00111a¢ Sefer, p. 15,
1v14., vo. 107-8,

1130r the text of

p. 17,
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.this aum, the other halfl belng divided among severai adayyanis.
.In the letter of sppointment the parnasin notad Lhat
Amsterdan was go igportant a cenbter of commaree that mer-
chants from gll parta braught their dispubtes to ths rabbi
‘snd the sum of the psak geld was considerabdle.?'® ypon
aceeptling the appointment ag chief rabbl Hakam Zebi pledged

- this ingome Yo the compunity cofrara,ll?

2. Educatien
Hakom Zebl's major contribution was without a doubt
‘his work on behalf of education, The Ashkennzim were deeply
committed to the study of Torah and sought to maintain their
longatanding traditions of Talmﬁdic scﬁalarahip‘ Deapite
this favorable abtitudes thers was nc established institution

~of higher learning end the compunity had produced no scholars
‘of note.i18 Ap previously mentioned, in hls brief span of

‘office Aryeh Leld Kallaoh founded & Talmudia Acadesy in
Amsterdam. After Kalisch's death the community apparently

d1d not meinbain the yeshiva.ZIQ To this vital ares, funda-
‘mental for the development of the community, Hakawm Zebi
-dedleated his efforts, Upon arrival he sabablighed a Bet
¥ldrash where students-might purgue uninterruptesd Torah study,

115Hagenaar,Tolﬁant, Appendix, iX.
11??&83111&“5 Selaer, P 2&.
118510

on, p. 210,

66 11851uys, Geschiedenis, p. 343; Hirachel, 1bid., p.
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He davoted nis attention to the malntenance of the school,

‘He prevalled upen wealthy philanthropist

donations for the upkeep of the

the lis% of contributors, 1In addition, he pledged to the

Bupport of ths Students the foen to which he was enbitled fop

In his new home

study, Many of thae students even slepk in his home. Eaoh

ay he lectured to the students in the pet Midrash.lgo

Emden' g report of his fathents efforts to raise

he yeshiva is substantiated by the takkanos of
ng which Ashkenazit

funds for
1711, regard-
% influence has been indicated,

29 stipulased that apart frog the gpecific allocation
the Lomede Tarah
M

Article

3 for

Jociety additional donations in the synagogue
were o be set aside for the benefit of those who studied in

&the Bet ha-Midrash op the

Klzus of the chief rabbi." These
same articles further stipulated that one hundred ang

ifty
e of peat and two

fathoms or Wood wers to be at the

dig-~
63al of the Klaus, 221

Regardingfﬁakam gebits

. Emden deplores the
udy prevalent in Poland and deseribes

organlize the educational aystem 1n

12 Lllat Sefer, pp. 26-27,
Pedagogieal approach ef, ihid., P, 46
haphazard methods of study pr

Hakam Zevits efforts to
Lemberg

12151uya, Bedden, p. 22,

iy
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After Hakam 4ebl's departure there was again no

yéshiva in the community. It has bheen claimed that at the

tine there werse insufficient funds fop this purpose,

1% note

It
worthy that when he capme Into affice a8 chief rabbi,

Aryeh Lelb, Hakam Zebl's son~in-law and diseiple, immediately

reestablished & yeshiva in &msterdsm.
on May 27,1740,

He was chosen as rabbi

On Jeptember 15, shortly after his érrival

there 18 a record of the deocision o rcund & Bat

agaia.leg
3. Publications

Amgterdam was a celebrated eenter of the Printing
industry and

Mldrash once

numerous works were published there, 223 During
his tenure as chief rabbi, Ashkenazl was approached seversl

times to write letters of approbation. He wrote approbations

to the Amsterdam sditions of bhe Seder Dlam Raban (1711),

Responsa of Isgerles {1711), Humash Tselna u'Rebna {1711),

Selihot (1711). Other works published in Amsterdam such as

the Dlelot Efreyim (1710), Wekuah Mayim Hayyim (1712), Resser
Kibhar (1712), ‘Omek Halskah (1710), Torst Moshe

anad

(Alshak) Commentary
on the Torah (1710), and the Comse ntaries of £11jah Fulda on

the Tractate Shekalim and the Yerushalmi Tractate Zerainm (1710)

: laeFrank;-ﬁe_ﬁmaterd&msche Oggerrabbidn H. Arjeinh Leib
en R, 3aul {1740-55Y en =1in t1id (Amsterdam, 1735 s Pp. 8-9,
T, Megillat gefey; p.

123For a deseription of the rlourishing printing in-
gstry in Amsterdam vide I. Hirschel, Geschiesdenis, Pp. 468-
0.
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also contain the haskamah of Hakam Zebl, Moses Hegiz' Shete

1733) containg an épprobation
Zebl deted, 11 Adap I, 5472,

ha-Lehem (Wandabeolk, of Halkam

Emden contests the authenticity
of & letter of approvation for Solomon Zalman*Hanau's Shatare

""“"'"-'—--0—-—-.‘.
iefillan (Jessnitz, 172%) Prasumably gigned by Hakam gebi.lag

¥hile chief rabpi of Amsterdam gékam &2bl published

& collection of hig Tesponisa, The worlk rapidly gained sn

internationa)l reputation and it redounded to the
conniunity,

Pame of the
125 In his fntroduction Hakan Zedl wro

te in praige
of the great commerelal netropolis of amsterdam,

“whose in-
habitants ars 8killed in artisanry, in particular the print~
ers whose work is unparalleled."laé The collection wag printed

in 1712, by the famous Ashkenazic printers, the House of
Proops, 127 Subsequently 1% was reprinted in 1767 1n Firth and

in 1858 in Iemberg with annotatlions appended by Aaron Mirels

124£mdan Lush Eresh (Altens 1769). c¢f, B.X. ’ nzion ;f
Eatz/, "Ya'grop ﬁmd&n'u'Tekunato}” Ha-Shilloah, Iv (1868), pug |
and Kahana's reply "Emet le~¥atalken,?

<ob, " 1bid.)TV {1899), 256,
Duckesz, Sefepr Hokme AHW (Hambnrg, 19087, 55, notes an
8rticle by Hillesum in which the latier pointed out that the
haskamah in the dhatare Tefillah was in the form of & handg-
¥ritten letter.

»

IESZwarts, p. 160; Meyef Haxman, A Hlgtory of Jewisn
“Litersture {New Yori, 1960), 11, 188; 1. Maarsen, Joodse
Wetenzehap en letterkurde Lot 1795, " Geschiedenis, p. 540,

M
126y, ke Zebl, Introduction,

Imﬁirachel, Jeschiedenis, p. ke,
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and Joseph 3aul Mathanson. This work is the chief reposibory
of Hakam ;ehi*s scholarly output. Intending to print addi-
tional fesponaa and novellae at sueh time as finances would
permit Ashkenazi entitled theicampilation Part I. BHe did
not bring these plans to frultlon; in a1l probabllity pre~
pecupation with the subsequent pélemie with Hayyun hindered
211 scholarly activity.lag This collection consiats of 168
regponsa to 1ngu1rera from &ll ﬁarta of Jewry. Several ad-
ditional responsa of gakam ;ebi ape found scattered through~
| oub éther works.129 The responsa deal with varioua aspects
of religious, family and clvil iaw and the writing is dis-
tinguished by &2 claritj of style.

Several responsa concern problems in Amsterdam, Hakam
Zebl disousses whiéh specles may be used in fuifiliment of
the obligation of bitter herbs. He argues againat the use
of horseradish since 1t is virtually iwmpossible for an indi-
viduai to eat the requisite amount without endangering his

health., He identifles haseret of the Mishnah as latuga aalat

128yegi1lat Sefer, p. 57. Enden notes:
LaxTn apadnan akea a7 0 AEan

12940me of the moye significant are: Shelelat ¥Ya abez,

Dibre Rab Meshullam, Teshubat ha-Geonim, ‘Bdut bl~Yehosefl and
¥ben ha-Shonham, Novellae of Hakam “ebl are ineiuded in Aaron
Wirels, Bat Aharon {Berlin, 132%?, Ihepbethal b. Moses Cohen,
Minhat Kohen (Furth, 1741), Judah Glogauer, Kol Yehudah

AmsGerdam, 1729). For additlional veferences vide Julius
Purst, Bibliotheca Judalca (Lelpzig: 1849), I, Ob; Buber, P,
192,
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and regards this 23 wmost preferable though expenaive. Ulshin

of the Mighnah he ldentliftes as endlvse and states that the

way be fulfilled with this vegetable which was post
readily available in Amsterdas,

mitzwah

139 yin regard to the

- hadasin found 1in Amsterdam, Ashlenszi refutes the contention

“of the Shebut Yahkob that they ape hybrids, Hekam Zebi

attests to the purity of the spaetes found in Ameterdan

declaring them to be Bost beautiful and hence preferabls

over otherp fOr verformance of the oblization of arhy min1?.131

In reaponsunm 1?3, Aahxenanz Teports that he abolished 8

eustom prevalent in Amsterdan with regard to the selling of

S¢rolls of the Law. The usual procedure had been to sell

them at public auetion in the s;nagague

Aghkenazi cltes

the prohlbitien found in the 31078132 poainst the sellhg of

& Jowish slave at auction, Thiz prohibitien is explalned by

Maimonides as being based on the fact tha: such a method of

sale is undignified and not in keeping with the rinciples

ef honor due to one's fellow man. Hekan Zebl reasens thag

ithe reverence gug to a Sefer forah can in no way be less thean
he respect due to g eommen thief sold as a slave in order

?to make restitution. Agcordingly, he protested to the gexe

tong and instructed them to desisk Trow this practics, Hakam

130Hakama;ehi, no, 119
1311m14., no. 161,
132reviticus 25:42.
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%ebi addressed nimsasle 2130 to the question of buprial prag-
tices in Awsterdam, The specifio ismne Included in nig
rezponsa e how far Ore.grave is to be removed from anothep,
Sitce the Amaterdnm ceretery wasn large an& spaclous angd 1tg
30;1 B0ft and 2andy, Ashienazi ruled that ne grounds whetsow
ever could ba Pound for—permitting'a Separation of less than
8ix handbraadths, In his opinion, the practiee turrent in

the olty ofp providing a2 legger separation was contrary to

Bhe halakic requirement and constituted "rotbing the dead,"

He insisted that 4+ wag insumbent upen these who had she powayr

to de mo to direet the burini soclety to &brogabe this pracg-

In the Dibre Rab Meahullam of Ashkenazi' g Bon,

Abraham Meshullam Zalman, several Péaponsa of Hekam Zebi are
ineluded, One of these, dated Siwen, 5473 records a Talmudic
discussion with an emigsary from the Holy land, named Abraham
fitzbakt . % vivanact who visited the city in July op
Auguvat 1712, was the first person to lssue an official warning
in Ansterdam a58inst the noterious Neheminh anyun.135 The
arrival of Hayyun was to bring total upheaval 0 the Amsterdam
¥ehillok.

lEBgakqm Zebi, no, 149,

13#K9raee, 1783, included in no. 3; P. Sa,

135Graetz; £ Appendix, LXIYVI,



CHAPTER IIY
THE NZHEMIAY HAYYUN CONTROVERSY

A, The Course of the Dispute

On June 30, 1713, Nehemiah Hlyya Hayyun arrived in

8 arrival was marked by flerce conten-
" ¢ion which developed into a tumuiltuous feugd ultimately over-
. whelming bthe entire community,

Amgterdam.l Hayyun'

Hayyun dispatched his diseciple,

Elljah Taragon, to
_precede him to Amsterdam,

Taragon may have been the aecret

- Shabbethaian whe sought to print Cordozo's manuseripts in

‘Amsterdam and againat whom the rabbiz of 3myrna had issued

a warning,? Hayyun himself apparently poaed 28 an emisgsary

from the Holy lLand.

From the very ocutset he was beset with
dirfioultiesn.

Mogen Haglz of Jerusalem, then residing in

Amsterdam, 1mmediate1§ connected Hayyun with the admonitions

of the inveterate opponent of Shabbethaianism,
Yitzhagi.

Abraham

As early as 1708 Yitzhaki, reslding in Jerusalenm,

Yoractz, X, Appendix, Louvi. ce, Nadav, Sefunot,
II1-1V, 326, n. 130.

2a6raetz, loe, eit. Kahana, Toledot ha~Melubbalim,
s 130; Milhamah Ta-snem (Amsterﬂam, 17i4), p, Siz,

105
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had slgned an intepdict against Hayyun.3 Visiting Amsterdanm
in 1712; Yitzbaki Warned the eemmunity that a cartain peraomn,
®¥hom he ieft unnamed, would attemps to publish Cordozot's
Wribings in that ofit + He exhorted them to be wary of thig
person and also Publicly diseredited ang defamed Nehemiah
gayyun.a Hindful of Yitzhaki's exhortationg, Haglz began »
tampaign agailnst the 3habbethaian adventuref‘5

Hayyun also met witp antagonism from ancther quarter,
Hearing of Nehemiah Hayyun's presence in Amzterdan, Hakam
Zebl mlstakenly ldentified him with nig former enemy of
Sara Jevo--Hiyya Hayyun ha-Opuk,® Hakam Zebi informed the
Portuguese that the stranger Wa3 a wan of evil Fepute ang
that no aszletance shoylg be éendered o him, Thereupon,
Hayyun was dented éntrance to the Portugusse Synagogue, How-

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

3gmden, Torat ha-Kernaot, p, 30a, Concerning Yitzhakl
and his opposition to the ' Shabbethaian movement vide Frumkin,
II, 153-~56; Graetz, X, Appendizx, LXX?III*LXXIX, .
Esmanuel, Sefunot IX, 214, n, 16, notes that Hayyun himself,
in the Modals Rabah (Amsterdam, 1714) montlons Yitzheki's
him,

Mases Haglz, Sheber Poshim {London, 1714), p. 8a,
notes: F2IINC RD1Incnn Kn*Pw dy71an RIANT X192 2322 snypy
VUM yiup exn brooeq 2272 233% pany 2P0 v 9y nPpn pravd

N D¢ T1°n Ryen

Vide also, Milheman: la-Shem, p. 28a,

SThe Manifesto of the Sephardic Bet Din--the Kos
dire Emet is reprinted in Aaron Freimann, Anyane shavfat]
. Zebi (Berlin, 1812}, pp. 128-36. The Sephardim describe
“Hagiz® early campailgn againat Hayyun, ibid., p. 129,

ﬁcf. supra, p. 16.
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the Fortuguese diatrusted thelir

cording to Hapiz ang Emden,

own hakam, Solomon Ayllion,

On account of ienient decision
- that the latter nag glven with regarg

0 the writings or
Abrahaw Gordozo,

Therefore, the Portuguege barnasim submit-

2 book to the Judgment of Hagiz angd debi
8 after a brier examinatio

%ed Hayyun!

1 of the book-wthe

arnasim to 1aform them op hls verdiet and to wamm them

not
o accord petronage to Hayyun, 9

TFveimann, loe. cit, cr, Megiliant Sefer, P. 31,
8

to the Amsterdap community
8 writing

. Th :
Yequesting them to eandemn Cardozo’ + ‘Hagiz ang Emden

¢laim that Ayllion ruled that the centent of thede works was
Not heretical bus  that subsequently the Portuguese parnasin
themselvey conglgned the writings to Tlames, Milhamah la~-Shem,
P. 296; Megillat Sefer, PP. 30-31, Nadar, Sefunot, 117-1V, 2h
oves the good relationship of the matanad Towards Ayllion ang
oubts whether 1in dctuality thoere ¥as an open clash vetween

hew regardlng Cardozo's works,

“Freimenn, loe. cilt.; or, Hayyun, Ha-Zad gebl,
ntroduction, : ’ :
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Ayllion was incensed at this decision and felt himp~

self slighted in the handling of the entire matter. .He '

prevalled upon the Sephardim--in particular inciting the
powerful barnas Aaron de Pinto--to raject the influence of
the &shkenazic Tabbi. On 15 Tammuk, the matamed commlssioned

Ayillion £o investlgate the matter &nd at his request a come

mlitee consisting of himself and six other reople was formed

o examlne Hayyun's book, All members of the committes wepa

sworn to seerecy unbil after pronauncement of the final

verdict. Each one recelved 2 copy of the book from the
author 6n the condition that 1t would be shown to no one., In

addition to Ayllion's two eelleagues hhe aged David Aben-Atap

(Melo) and Samuel ben Aaron Zarfattl, the Bet Din was composed

of David Iasrael Athias, Solomen Abrabanel Sousa, Solomen de

Mesa and David Mendes da Silva,

In their Msnifesto the
fSephardim refer to

the council of seven as having beén wise |
en and scholars, well versed in Tarah incluaing its myatic

spectp, 10 According to the report of an anonymous member of

the Amsterdan community, six of the seven men on the coupt

ere totally dependent on Ayllion and lacked the requisite

knowledge of Khbbalah essential for a judgment on Hayyun's

writings. Only ong member was competent to deal with the

Problem and this person had jJoined the committes underp duress.ll

IOFreimann, p- 130.

llﬁraetz, Xs Appendix, XCIIT-XCIV,
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Haglz too wrote scathingly about the Ineptitude of the mem-
bers of Ayllion's Bet Bin,lg However, in ﬁié recant astudy,
Emmanusl has polnted out that each of the seven memherﬁ of
the couneil hadg 30me standing am a Torah sehqlar.13

while the Partuguese banel were engaged in thelr de~
llberations, Hagiz and Ashkenazi Wrote to the rabbis who had
signed approbations fo Hayyun'e book in order to verify the
authentiolsy of these testimonials, In theilr letters thay
were able o clge only thoge Dadgages whioh they recalied
from thaeip hasty perusal of the book since the Portuguese
Iauﬁhoriﬁies were not willing to make available to them 8
copy of Hayyun's book 14 ﬁttempta.ta securs the #reaﬁise
slocuhere weve at first frultless, Rebipy Nathsniel of Cleve
Possessed the work but refused to send 1t to them.15 only

after acme tipe had elapsed dtd they obtain a oopy of the

book from Hamburg paying the exorbitant Price of sixty guldan.lﬁ
In the interim, on the basls of this original cursory exmmin-
ation of the Hohonmuts and Hayyun's commentaries, Hakam Zehi

and Haglz pronounced a pentence of eXeomiunication againat
gayyun and his wrltings. The Judgment dnted July 23, 13, ang

i

ragiz, 1oc. eit,
13nmmanuel, Sefunot, IX, 217,
luﬁiih&m&h la~Shen, p. 305,

lﬁﬁreimann, log. cit,

Wunyyun, Ha-zag 2ebl, loe. cit,
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signed by Hakam Zebil, was printed infbﬁbh Hebrew and Spanish
and distributed as a pamphlet.>! The ageusersy unegquivocally
condemned Hayyun as "this heret%c andievil person who passes
among us to entlce and lead astray thé pecple of the I~
from thelr Torah and their belief. . . . He has chosen for
nimself new gods . . . and hes made for themw z threa-legpsd

suppors. "

411 who were in posseaslion of Hayyun'sg book werse
ordered to burn 1t,18 |

| Haglz states that Dr. de Mes&, a member of the
Sephardic Bet Din, with mallclous intent persuaded Hakam Zebl
to publicize the decision ut an eariy éata,and that de Mesa
later used this hasty action as e weapon in arousing the
populace against the rabbl of the German gehillah,lg The
precipltate actlon of the rabbis in publishing the ban before
the Portuguese courbt had completed its deliberations aroused
the ire of the Sephardic authorities and probably strengthened

thelr resolve to declde the matbter in favor of Hayyunsgg

YT¥reimann, loe. cit.

laThe text of Hakam Zebl's indictment was subseguently
lneluded 1n Milhawmeh la-Shem, pp. 25a3~26a. It is reprinted in
Freimann, pp, L17~i9. Hagiz' deelaration T1URTT 2non oIt
in the Sheber Poshim dates from the same period.

1Sm11hamah7ia—6hem, P. 32a. 'Elsewhere Haglz clalimed
that at & later dabte de Mesa went over to the side of Hakam
Zebl. Vide J. Sonne, "Halifat MikSablm beyn R. M, Haglz we~R.S,

Morpurgo betInyan Nehemlah Hayyun we-Siyhto," Kobez 8l Yad

a

{Jerusalem, 1937}, n.s., II, 179, n. 2.
20

smanuel, Ssfunot, IX, 21z,



111

1

Certainly the Portuguese felt deeply insulted and were.ednw
vinged that the honor of thelir congregadtion was at ataks.
In ths Manifesto they later wrobte "Who is this person who

has come to rule over us and to lmpose undue awe--not for

the sake of heaven--on the communiﬁy which 19 not undepr hin
Jurisdiction? But sincs we have learned 'Be slow in judg-
ment' the rabbi of the Jephardim and his Bet Din have not
yet_ébmpleted thelr judgment."21 The matapad issued &

B T P T

proclsmation in the synagogue on 29 Tamnmuz requesting under
penalty of herem that congregants vhe were in possesalon of

the writings against Hayyun in any tanguage whatscever bring

them to the Bet Din within two days., Furthermore, no one
was permitted to discuss the matifer until the Sephardic Bet
Din reached a final decision.ze Hearing of this prozlama-

tion, Hakam Zebi publicly sttacked not only Hayyun and his

work but aldéc the Sephardim and thelr hakam.?3 Hagliz relates
that ‘Ayllion on his part engaged disreputable people Lo abuse

and affront both Hokam Zebi and himself (Haglz) on the public
strects. Mabbers came to a head on Sgbbath, 4 Ab, In the
marning sernon, Ayllion made several maliclous referentes Lo 1f
the disturbers ag the petce. In the afternoon Haglz delivered |
a sharp rejoinderﬁénd spoke of the evil of pride which leads

2lpreimann, p. 130C.
22pmmanuel, Sefunet, IX, 227.

T

23ppeimann, loe. oit.
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even to heresy. VWhen Haglz sppeared on the strset Ayllion's
supportera threstened to kill h:'nu.ejl'S Hagiz asserts that he

in perason made ssveral attempts at reconclliation but these

endeaveors were ot succeasful. When Haglz appearsed at a
meetlng of the matlamad, de Pinto acted in a brusque and high

handed wanner constantly laterrupting the former in his pre-

sentation, Invited to a sessiocn of the council of seven,
Hagiz spologlzed to Ayllion, but would not promise to csase
denouneing Hayyun as & heretic,®5

After several weeks of deliberation (16 Tammuz to 14
Ab) Ayllion hastily recalled to Amaterdam the seventh member
of the panel, Devid da Silva, who was absent from the clty and
the final sessions of the committee'werﬁlconvaned, In Hagla!'
opinfon Ayllien feaﬁed'further delay lest hils adversaries
obtain a copy of Hayyun's book and thus be ensbled to present
thelr case more farcefully.26 Graetz suggests that the com-
mittee wlahed to forestall the publiecation of the ban ageinat
Hayyun issued by Leon Briell, the revered rabbi of Mantus,2!
The official verdiet was announced 1n the synagogue on 15 Ab.
The Portuguese Bet Din declared Hayyun entirely guiltless. l
They atated that 1% would be adviaable not to print matters

2§M11?amah'1a-shem, pp. 33a-b.
251&&@4: pp. 342 and 35a,
aéékié*; p. 3la.

Tgrastz, X, Appendix, XCVI. !
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of a mystical.nature. However, they had found "nothing remosely
objectionable in the entire book /of Hayyun/” and they con-
sidered thet 1% dessrved to be mumbered among- other kabbalistic
works.2% Tne declsion was presented as a qnaﬁimoua ong.,
Addressing a friend in Mantus, &n anonymous member of the
Sephardic econgregabtlon writes that his 80N, a member of the
committee of seven, was opposed to the verdict but woral
pressure was exerted upon him and he was compelled to aign
agalnst his Judgment. His father--the writer of the lettep--
had also protested againat the Sephardle pronouncement deelar-
ing that Hayyun's book obviously contained Shabbethaian
doctrines, To these remonstrations the matamad pald no heed.
They clrculated the deeision preceding it by a new Torward
filled with insults directed against Hakam Zebi.29

The Sephardim now sought to make amends to Hayyun.
Two parnasim were delegated to visit him for the purpoge of i
tendering a personal apology for the inconveniences he had
suffered. The 3ephardim in their Manlfesto and Haglz and
Emden in their wriﬁinga describe the triumphal reception for
@ayyun axranged in the Portuguese synagcgue. Pealm 75 wasa
sung "For God 18 Judge; He pubieth down one and lifteth up
another, ., . . All the horns of the wicked also will I cut
off. But the horns of the rightzous shall be 1ifted up."

28Fraimann, pp. 130-31. The decision of the Sephardic
Bet Din is also printed at the beginning of Hawgad Zebi.

®Graetz, X, Appendix, XCIV and XCVIL.
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The crowd cheereq Hayyun Jubllantly ang vilified his eneme
1ea 30 Aeccording to the Sepharﬂim, Hayyun noy offerad to
meet Hakap Zebl in order o answer nig quesﬁions or to appeap
With him before any Bet Din; three times Hakam Zebi declined
_anyun‘s advances.Bl '

Meanwhile, Hakam Zebi Tinally obtained a ecopy of
Hayyun's book ang requasted the Ashkenazioe Parnasliyy to pro-
nounce an anethema agalnst 1% in their Synagogue, fThis they
refused to do, Several explanations have been'offered rop
the reaction of the Ashitenazim, The 3ephardinm maintéinea
that the German congregation believed their rabbi to ne |
wotivated by personal hatped and bitterness. 32 Hagiy ag~,
cused ghem of having gone aver to Hayyun's side,.39 Emden's
analysis is close to the mark, He underseores the fact that
Hakam Zebi'a adversaries had been wailting fon Just such an
becasion. Untll this point the Sephardim had been partisans
of Hakam Zebi. Now they were arrayed ageinast him and they
were Joined "by the above mentioned opposition faction of the

Ashlienazim who were Jogful at the misfortune, "34 In truth,

' 39Freimann, P 130; Mepillat Sefer, p, 323
Milhaman ia-Shem, p, 36a.
~=aian 1a-Shem

3preinann, p. 131,

3%10¢, cit,

33M11hamah la~Sham, loc. elt.:
Mm—-ﬁm—-

002 0PYIM2 Twysy RITYI? 0y 19vvnsyw TB*390 ftTa

3 ept11at Sefer, p. 34,
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Hakam Zebita relations with the Ashkenazic Gongrezation waien
were alreedy strained now deteriorated even more. In addi.
tion ta their-longatanding eomplaints against She rabbi, the
Ashkenazim now resented the olagh Wlth their sister community,
De Pinto's influence waa not negligible and the Ashitenazim
were probably concerned lest business relations with the
Sephardim be adversely affected.35

However, many raebbis outside of Amsterdam eonourred
with the verdict of Hakam Zebi ang Haglz. They sent letters
to the Duteh capital excommunicating Hayyun, sxposing nis
Past hisgtory and denouncing hiw as a Torger and a liar, Do
ing the month of Elul Zebi Ashkenazi and Hegls printed thege
documents, Most signifteant were the communiestions of Leon
Briell, The aged rabbi of Mantua was considered to be one
of the foremost scholaps of the time and was helq in great

steem by the Sephardin,.3® He actively supported Heltam Zebi,

P

353mmanua1, Sefunot, IX, 216,

36For a brief blographical skebch of Leon Brieli,
yide, M. 3. Ghirondi, Toledot Gedole Ylsrael we-Gebne Italya
(Trieste, 1853}, p. 127 and uraets, X, Appendix, ACVI. Gragtz
eites Hayyun's acousations against Brieli:

RIT vee 91019707 7omxY N7IN2 P71 Anp qivcwa avews 4y 17K

®Y 193y 33 .. vxp1c am T2 *9n 13°Rw 0110 931 wrNoan
188% TPTN OR 01 Yox wek .., Ao Xwl P n3w noyaw

N the obher nand, wmost of Brieli’s contemporsriss speak of
im with vespeot and admiration. Cf. Nieto, Eash Dat {London,
T15), pp. la-b and his description of Brieli’s militant op=

TV N3 X?1 opw k¥ 15w xYq NIP Poynn pyos =310 17° T1¥4
«72N80 Yy qnon Sy TIPHIR PIINRAT 7304 P2 T117 R3 Twx
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writing a total o7 elght letters régarding the matter: two
to Halanm “ebl, three to Ay¥llion, twe to tﬁe matarmad {4in
Italian) and one to Benjam{n Finzl (alsec 15 Itallian), 1In
hla Tirst letter (dated 10-15 Ab) Briels expressed hias
'complete agreement with Hakam Zebl's position, 37 In their
reply to & Subsequent letter from Briell, the Sepherdice
Parnasim reprimanded him Tfor relying golely on Hakam Zebily
Opinion and not examining the boak himgelf, Briell:. apolo-

&lzed but would not Teverae hisg decision. The Portuguese

“Indleated to Briell that they counsidered the dquestion of a

verdict concerning Hayyun's bellefs to be o matiter under

the Jurisdiction of their gehillah and warmned him not to
interfere in their'private coneerns.  Brieli deew up an
@lght-point 1ist of questions on Hayyun's book and Ayllion

and his court Bent him an explicit answer. In thelr rejoindep
they pointed out that the rabbis outyide of Amsterdam had
aceepted in good faith sverybhlng thatHakau Zebi and Hagiz

hed written. The latter had ot been aocurate in theip
charges, They hagd misquoted bazsagss, citing them oug of
context and they had aocused Hayyun of Cxpresslng ideas which

Were not present in his writings,38

37milhamah i8-3hewm, pp. 43a-b; Freimann, pp. 126-28,

_ jaEmmanuel, sefunot, IX, 22835, glves the texts of
the ma‘amad's answers o Brieli., of. ibid., ». 213, n. 12,
for other references Lo Brieli's apguments in the writings
of Hagiz and Hayyun.



117

Hakam Zebl algo received a letter dated 5 Eiul fronm
Gabriel Zskeles of Nikolsburg, Eakeles declarsd his appro-
batlon to be a forgery. He had not signed the haskamah
nor had his seribes written siuch 2 dooument, Hayyun had how-

ever reoelved from him a letier of racammandatien.39 The
Sephardim countered that wany individuals who had seen the

slgnature on the document testified thatit was indeed in the
handwriting of Sakeles, %V

A lengthy epistle from Maphtals Cohen, also dated §
Elul, denounced ﬁéy?un and told in detall of Oohen's dig~-
enchantment and disappointment in him, Cohen averred that
gayyun had shown him only a few pages of his book. To these
he had originally given the seal of his approval, but upen
discovering the rature of Hayyun's charmcter and conviations,
he had sought to retvact the haaskemah,td

On behalf of the rabbils of Venice, Jaoob Aboab ad-
dressed a letter to Hakam Zebi dated 13 Elul, The Venetian
rabbls expressed their agreement with Halam Zebl's interdict
against gayyun. They dec¢lared that at no time had they given

Hayyun & letter of appéabaﬁian to the Mehamnuta‘az In thig

3%Reprinted by Kaufmamn, "Tggerot R, Gabriel Eskeles
¥e-R, Yalakob Avoab," Ha-Hoker (Vienna, 1894), pp. 13-14 with
emendatlons, p. 66, n

40rreimann, p. 131.

ﬁlxaurmann,_ggg, XXXVI, 275; Freiwmann, pp., 123-26.

hEK&ufmann, Ha-Hoker, pp. 14«15 and £6-67 .
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eaBe as well the Jepnardip responded that the handwriting of
the document contalning the haslkamah was publicly recogni zad
@8 that of the official saribe of the Venetian jehiljan,43
The pasltion tekan in this fssye by David Oppenhein
of Prague 1s not clear, To ghe documents which ha publisheqd

month of Eilul Hakam “ebl added a
that Oppenheim had written to kim

duriné the netation stating

declaring that he had
granted the haskamah to gayyun Or the bagily

of only ane page
ef the Dibre Nehemiah,
M

In their Manifesto, the Sephardin
later asserted that sna

rmer attacked Hakarn Zebi venemently for inciting guar-

rels and for pronouneing & ban on Hayyun's baok Driler o 4

tharougn conlfrontatlon wish the authop,

44 In support of
this alag

m of tha Sephardim we find the Pse

. charged Oppenheln with bearing a personal
Hakam Zehi. 4

¢ that Mosag Hagi=z

grudge apainst

3 Euden also alliudes to Onbenheipmta sympathy

“3pretnann, p. 132,

Ghpaeg, Pe 133; of. ibid., p. 138,

45Graeﬁz_x, Appendiyx, XCVIirx s ¢ites Hagiws
TIRA 1P 203w vab sax ‘hp by O¥inas (n2snsmyx 1497 1) nrnw
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However, or, Mil%amah la-Shem, p. 30a:
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wilth the Ssphardic stand on this issue. He reports that his
father met Oppenheim in Poland and peprimanded him in public
for supporting gayyun.45 A letter of Oppenhelim to Ieib
Hambuprger, & membér’of‘the Ashkenazic ecmm?nity, hag reaentiy
been published throwing iight on Opﬁenheim'a position in the
guarrel and on his attempt, by virtue of his contact with

" Ashkenazie leaders, to arbitrate in the dispute and to restore
geaee to the conflicting partiea.&?

With the publicatien of bthese letters the quarrel
became increasingly heated., "The hearts of children were set
againat parents, and those of parents against their ¢h11dren.”“8
On Blul 20 the ma‘asmad ordered 2ll congregants to surrender
to the Bet Din all pamphlets against Hayyun found in thelr
possession and prohiblted sending such pamphlets ouiside of
Holland.*3 Agitation was mounting elsewhere and in Breslau
Naphtall Cohen placed & formal ban on Hayyun and his wriﬁings.50

During this pericd Hakam Zebi printed a short polemic entitled
Eres Napaah.dalineating Hayyun's heresy snd denouncing the
Mehemnuta as 2 Shabbethaian work.3l

4yer111at Sefer, p. 37.

| 471, 2. Kahana, "Teshubat R, Dawld Oppenheim,” Sinai,
XXr (1947}, 327-34.

JE"83‘1:%f..rmmrn'n, p. 132. Cf. Meglllat 3Jefer, p. 30.
49¢peimann, log. cit.; Emmanuel, Sefunot, IX, 212.

50kaufmann, REJ, XXXVII, 274.

513raetz, X, Appendix, XCVII1I,
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'fne Sephardim, meanwhile, sought to subdue their
antagonists. On October 29, they diepatched two messengers
to invite Hakam Zebl ib appaar befors thelr tribunal. He
responded that the 3ephardim should zubmit hhe matbter to
Naphtall Cchen, Brisli and Fskeles for adjudicatiori, ‘The
Sephardlnm were unwiliing to act on thia‘suggastian. Among
the reasons for thelr refusal they wentlon that they were not
certain ag to the authentieity of the statements printed in

the name of the above rabhia.52 Twice nore the natlamad sent

delegates to Zebl Ashkenazl requesting hlm to appear before

their court, On these ocoasileons a3 well he did not anawér

thelr aummonses. The Portuguese then turned to the Ashkeﬁazic
authorities. On November 2, the Ashkenazlc parnasim sent a

report to the Portuguese stating that thelr mediation had

been of no avail., They had importuned Hakam Zebl to accede :
ta the demands of the Sephardim, even providing him with a ; ﬂ
carriage to transport him to the Sephardic Bet Din. Hakam :
Zedbl at first equivoecated giving ns excuse the pretext that
1t vas night and that he waa not well enough to leave the
house, The next morning they again besought him to sppear
before the Sephardic committee, but he remained adamant,33

52Fre1mann, p. 134, With regard to this argument of
the Sephardinm Graetz, X, Appendix ICIX, polnts out that at
the time of the printing of the Manifesto the Sephardic
matamsd had thewselves already recelved letbters from Brleli
indicating beyond a doubt his stand on the wmatter,

53s1uys, Beelden, p. 35.




Hakam Zebl d1d not respond, Accordingly, on 20 Heshwan, »
trict ingunction ¥as proclaimed in the Portuguese Bynagogue
y Bevid Aben Afar, The tongregants were to disscclate them-
8lves from Hakam Zobl and Hagiz, They were not so intercede

: Emmanuel, Sefunot, Tx, 236-238, pives the text or
the summons which wes 2130 proelaimed in the synagogue. Sluys,
lgg. 1%., nanes the notary as Johanes van Villekens and gives
he

date as Hovenber &,

553“3@“&11“&1» gefunob, IX, 213, n, 13, e text of the
NJunction 1s found ibld., pp. 238-39,
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desired results. Apparently, individual eongregants pap-
sisted in asnding their children to study under,ﬁégiz; Con~
gegquently, on 2 Kislew the mataméd pronounced a ban égainat

Hakam Zebl and Hagiz:

Ne individual of our nation shall be parmitted to

agsoclate with the aforementioned Zebi and Hasgiz or

to address /them/ or permit, upon any pretext, thelir

children to do so. HNelther /shall they be permitted/

to speak or communicate with them in writing or In

any manner whatscever, without any subterfuge, girectly

or indirectly, all under the penalty of hzrem,5
This @arﬁm remained in Toree until the departure of Halkam
Zebl and Haglz from Amsterdam.DT

A Tew indlviduals remained staunchly on the side of

Hakam Zebl. Three members of the Ashkenazic kehiilah aigned
a letter of protest in whiech they describsd the behavier of
the Sépharﬂim a8 wost unjuat. They clalmed that the matamad
izhed Hakam Zebl not only to retract the ban bub even to
supply Heyyun with letters of recommendation. There was 1ittle
that they eould 4o in the face of the powerful opposition to
Hakam Zebl. "It 18 not in our power to prevent /fhis in~
Justice/, but for the zeal of the I~rd of Hosts we have
wWritten this as a sign . . . and as a memorial to ggtablish
the matter in a certified document until suoh time when the

word of G-d shall be fulf1lled.”5® Hayyun's supporters

55Ib1d., pp. 239-41, Cf. Freimann, p. 1353
Milnhamah ha~3hem, p. 44a,

5?Emmanual, Sefunot, IX, 214,

58Graetz, loc. clt.
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_outnumbared his adversaries, A a;ries of perseoutions en-
gued and Halam Zebi and Haglz were openly insulted and -
altacked. David Nunez Terres,_hakam of the Sephardic come-
munlty of Hague, wrobte “as the party of seven rabbls wap
stronger, the other two rabbis fHalkam Zebi and Eégié? were
perazcuted terridly there and were finally obliged to move
elsewhere.”?9 Moses Haglz especially was adversely affeotad
by the sephardiec interdlet., A stranger in the ¢lty, his sole
meaﬁa‘ﬂf Support had been tutorisl fees and the favors of the
.meaitny FPortuguese, When these avenues of sustenancs were
closed to him, Hagis was compelled to 1eava Amaterdan. He
travelled to London and Iron thers wigrated %o Altons where
he resided until 1738,60
| The Jephardim gave Hayyun free relgn in calumiating
his foes. He published a work entibleé‘ﬁggggg_gggl in which
he attacked Hakam Zebl as "singular in his genevation in
‘haughtinesa and evil ﬁoingi"ﬁl Seon therealter fesling im-
pelled to Justify their actions, the Sephardim issued a wapl~

festo entitled Kosht Imre Enet presenting their slde of tha
case. TWhile the Portuguese 1n Holland vere attacking Hakam

"9Cited by Graetz, loc. oit.

SOSGnne, ¥ohez'zl Yad, n.s, II, 159, points out that
Haglz remained fop a short period in lLondon as can be meen
from hia correspondense with Morpurge, From Altona Haglz
Teturned to Palestine where he dled in Sarfed.

SlﬁafZad gebl, Introduction,




@ebi numerous rabbis in italy vere pﬁb;ishing bans agalnat
Hayyun.§3 Among the rabbla outside of Amsterdam, Judah Lelb

pen 3imon Frankfuirter of Mainz ralsed a solitary volce in

favor of the controversial Kabbalisg, pralaing Hayyun's

accompiishments and erifticizing him only for publiclzing

Rabbalistie wysterdes whereby misunderstaanding wight arise.63
In Austerdam--the center of the vonflict--Hayyun's

supporters soughk to depose Hakam Zebl and to banish hin

from the oity, The Sephardim Influenced the elvice authorities

to plage the rabbl of the German congregabion under house

arrest. The guestion of nis incumbency as rabbl was once

again brought before the maglistrates and several professors

were consulted regarding the matter,.b% Enden later wrote that

L 62he texts of wany of these are included in the
Milhamah la-3hem. The letter against Hayyun sent by Abrabham
Segre, rabbl of Kassel, 15 also found ibid., pp. 136~1786,
A, Berliney reprinted this lebter from a menuseript in the
Magazin fir das Wlesenschaft des Judenthums, AVII {1890),
15-28, without mention of previous publication. The letser

1s identical with the document published in the Milhamah
ia-8hew -except for an additional brief elosing paragraph,

53yraets, X, Appendix, C.

51‘1&1.\.1:161*, Jagrboekte, p. 43, The Ashkenazic Parnasim
had not desisted from bheir attempts to secure a reverssi of
the decislon of the Dutch maglstrates with regard to the dis-
mispal of Hakam Zebl, It was the Ashkenazim {hemselves who
‘sought the copinton ef a CGentile professor--¥ilhelwmus van
Jurenhuysen~~hoping that the authority of such a scholayr
Bight carry welght with the burgomasters. Sluys, Beelden, p. 31.
Subsequently, the megistrates consulted other professors,
CL. Vredenburg, Jewish Eneyelepedia, II, 203; Sigmund
Seelligmann, "Amsterdam,  ibid., I, 540. 3urenhuysen was a
professor of Hebrale studies who achleved renown for his
gianalatian of the Mizhnah into Latin. Vide Urmetz, i,

2"‘130
) The Ashkenazlic parnasim requested Surenhuysen to
make an officlial translatlon of Hakam Zebit's contract. In
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when the litigntion was brought before the civie courbs hig

father decided to leave Amsterdam lest "the Divine Nawe ba

defamed among the gantil&a."65 Elsewhere Zwmden adds that

Als father feared that he might be corpelled "to show in a

book published by an author known as @ scholar 1n Israel,

with the approbations of wlse men, great scholars of the

géneration, matters foreign and bittep to the Jewish faith.“56
| Indeed, scorned and hindred on every side, Hakam Zebi

found conditions in Awsterdam intolerable. Tt s important

to nata-ﬁhat his bitter adversaries, Aaron Abrahamsz. Polak

and Samuel Cohen de Jonge, were once more elected to the

only a throe-yesr term of office, He considepred the phrage
“unto eternity may he leaq n8" Lo be merely an expression of
sentiment which “"did not constitute & law or & contract bind-

. ing for more years," To hls translation of the contrack

- Surenhuysen appended several questions which were subseqguently
- pased to Professors Johannes Meyer of Harderiyk, Adrianus

- Reland or Utrecht, Johannss Heymung and Carolus Behanf of
Lelden, These acholsps expresged bheip agrespent with

- Surerhuysen’s conclustons, Desplte this f£he burgomasters did
-not, 3t the time, reconsider their Judgment:, They -continued
to support Hakam Zebi in his position and once mope instructed
- the Ashkenszie authorities £o pay the rabbi's salary, Purthep-
Hore Hakam Zebi's allien were able to persuade 3chaaf to

. retract the statement in which he had concurved with Surenhuysen
‘on the queation of the rabbitas tenurs, Sluye, Beelden, PR, 31+
' 33. Por another ingtance in which the Ashitenazim themsslves
¢onsulted the Gentile professors of Leiden, Harderuyk and
Utrecht~~in this case regarding a purely halakie questiopns-
ef. B, Siijper, "Eon merkwaardig proces anne 1752," B jdragen

o ¥edeedelingen IV {192k}, 130<145.
Sknden, Torat ha-Kerlaot, p. 33p.

®Oegil1at sefer, p. 3%,

et
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AshkenazicICouneil of Farnasim., An attempt on the part op
Hakam Zebl's allies to upset the election by means of gov~
ernment ‘intervention was unsuccessful, In Decesber, Zebl
Ashkenazl sent a letbter to the burgomasters sketohing the
conditions énder whieh he¢ had accepied the ravbhinteal poal-
tlon and the diffieulties he had sncountered during his
incumbency. He requestad bhe maglsbrates to order the
| synagogue authorities to make payment of his salary aprears
and to provide him with the expenszs of tha jovrney in econ-
Junction with his ﬁéparture from Amsterdam. On Dacember 20,
- the elvil suthorities susmoned the Ashitenazic parnasin to
~ @ppear before them bub & Fical dzcizion waa not 1aaued.5?
- Meanwhile Hakew Zevl sent his wife and family to the oley
of.Emdenaa and himaelf'prsparad to leave Holland., In his
correspondence with Hakam Zebi, Naphtali Cohen notes his
friend's intention to depart and comments, "I was extremely

diatressed at the exile of a scholap such a3 3¢uraelf.”59

Before the question of a salary was #ettled, Hakam Zebi fled

from Amsterdam, perhaps secrebly, with the aid of Solomon

“Taluys, Beelden, p. 35.

Kaufwann, RES, XXAVII, 280; Mezillat Sefer, log.

Q . .
B’Kaufmann, REJ, loc. cit,

Ay
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Levl Norden and a few friends.7® On Jamuary 3, he went by

boat to rotberdam and from there he fepaired to London,

B. Nehemizh Hayyun snd His Writinga

1. Backepyound and FEventz Prior to Arrivel in Amaterdam

At she center of the controversy that raged aecross
the European~continént from the Metherlands to Germany, Italy
and England and spread 5 the Orlent and the Holy land stands
the figure of Nehemiah Hayyun., Hayyun was a powerful perason~
ality who attracted devotsd friends and furious enemies, He
has been described as a bage hyprerite and an unserupulous
adventurer, & charlatan who lived 2 life of dissimulation and
imposture,’2 It 1z not our purpoge here to deternine the

validity of such a characterizatlon, However, a brief sketeh
% of the course of hila career prior to 1713 is necesaary for a

proper undergianding of the sltustion ags it developed in Amsterdanm.

7evredanburg, Jewish Enevelopedia, IX, 203; Mulder,
daarboekie, p. 43. Apong those who adcompanied Hakan Zebi to
the boat two have been ldentified as Marcus van Prasgh and
S¢lomon Isacqgs Cohen. The latter paild the fare for Halkam
Zebi's Journey by boat to Rotbterdem. 3luys, Beelden, p. 35.

: 7;;23. cit., In Rotterdem, on January 5, in the pres-
ance of a notary named Johan Verme, Hokam Zebl named Solowon
Isacqs Cohen znd Abraham 3adick as his executors, to make
¢lainma for his salary arrears. On Pebruar 1, the burgo-
nagters awardasd Hakam Tebl a sum of 787 1/8 gulden for salary
arrears and 200 gulden Tor rent. Tﬁermupon the parnaszim made
a ¢ounter claiw, EBxactly how the matbter was zmetiled is not
cleay from the documents.

T2Graetz, X, 343; David Kehana, Toledot ha-Mekubbalim,

I, 124,
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Of'Sephardic_descant, Nehiemlah Hiyya ben Moges
Hayyun was born about the vear 1650. He came from a family
that halled from 3alonies but had later settled in 3arajevo,.’3

It is probably in this city that Heyyun was born although he
posed s a native of Safed. In one of his works he wrote
that he was born in Alexandria whilst his parvents were en
rﬁute to settle in the'Hcly land. He claimed that he grew
up in Paleatine and only in hi; 18th year did he return 0
Sarajevo where he married the daughter of Samuel Almoli, The
teatimony of the rabbis of Smyrna conflicts with Haywun's
aasertions. They state that Hayyun's birthplace was Barajevo
and that he had spent his youth in that ¢ity. PFurthermore,
they report that in S¢rajevo he had on one Javbath day ab-

- Queted the mald eervant of a certain Abraham Hoiira but had

afterwards been captured.”™ No matter which version of the

story of Hayyun's youth is the authentic one, it appears that
at some time Hayyun resided in the Holy Lang.T5 Upon his
departure from Palestine he received a high recommendation

from Rabbi Aharon Perahya ha-Cohen of 3aleni3376 and wasz for

73Hasanas;'lv, 482,

Ti%sg13, Sheber Poshim; Emden, Torat ha-Kemaot, pp,
?16 and 326, In thelr naskamah to Hayyun's Raza gf~¥Thudan
Venice, 1711) the Venetian rabbis refer ko Hayyun as

LH8% 117%¥R BeYan etipn vy 2owinn

TSRosanes, Iv, 483. or. Scholem, Shabbethal Zebi
weha-Teduh, I, 288, n, 3, . -

7630&anes, loe. eit.,

[ -Th-
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a ahdrt period appolnteg rabbl of the eommunlty of Usioup.
Haglz relates that at this early stage of Hayyun's garger
111 rumors already cipculateq regarding his behavior,T7
Aften leaving Usiup Hayyun led a wandering 141fa ag a teacher,
preaeher and merchant, He stayed briefly in Belgrade where
he was vstensibly engaged in commerce,’o Brieli states that
in 1691 Hayyun was in Leghorn, Here his quastianable gon-
duet ateracted much unfavorable attention, It was sald thav
he wes wont to chant = laselvious song entitled "Ia Bella
Margarita," 12 .

Hayyun himsgelf confezses to having relsticns with
Shabbathatans, He admits that on seversl ocecasions he at-
tempted to dimcover thelr theories of the mystary of the
godhead, but claims that the Shabbethalan Kabbalists “witn
one volee angwered that they had been foresworn not to re-
vealléwhis secret/? to any pergon, 150 Elgewhere he refers to
hig dissgreement with g disciple of Cordoma. Years later
Hayyun's documents were seized in Hanover. From the con~
tents of some of the letters then found we know of his contact
with Samuel Prime,5l

T araetz, X, “ppendix, LXXVI.
78Hayyun, Ha~Zad Zebi, p. 376.

"S6raete, x, log. it

BG}WH’ H&*Z&g zabi, P. 313.

BlEmden, Topat ha- ﬁhot, pp. 40b-4i2h, Graetz, X,
Appendix, XXII and LXXVT; ﬁ%aanaa, doe. cit.
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Hayyun writes that from 1698 to 1702 he acJourned

In Shehem. fThe rabbis of Conastantinople refer to his stay

there, descrlbing it in a most derogatory manner. 82 His

travels then took him to Egypt where he was reputed to have

practiced witcheraft and nagic.83 Thence, he made his way

to Smyrna in which ety he began to bropagate his teachings

openly, He had already composed the Oz le-Elohim and the

Bet Rodesh ha-Kodshinm., These treatises he showed tao nembers
_-“-“-“*&——w—*.:.—__hm -

of the populace, among whom he seon aequired a group of ade

mivers,

hin

Several affluent Portuguese were willing to assist

in the publication of these wrltings and to establish on

his behulf g Bet Midrash in one of the cltles of the Holy

.Land 84 However, he also encountered opposition in Smyrna.

Rabbl Benjamin Levl stites that he saw Hayyuntsa writings,
considered them heretical ang sought to diseredit their author.

Levl attests that Hayyun at [irst hed s tonsiderable following

tut that after some tipe had elapsed his treachery
to all,

was exposed
Hayyun, on the othep hand, writes that when he de-

barted from 3myrns some 2000 people accompanied him to the
boat and go effusive was their farewell to him

bresent thought that he must be the Messiah,

that non-Jews

In the same
&coount, Hayyun does however admit

[ T—

that he had mede enemiesa

agEmden, Torat ha- Kéﬂaot V. 32b.
831p1a., b, 31a.

Yoractz, X, Appendix, LXVII; Rosanes, IV, 184,



in Joyyna for he aceuses his opponents of having sent P .
ressenger bearing a alanderous lotter azainst him to Abrahaﬁ
vitzhaki of Jerusalen.35

Yitzhakl acted on the intelligence immediately.
Shortly after Hayyun's arrival in Palestine the Jerusalen
radbinate lasued a herem agalnat him and disgpatehed it %o
3myrna They aaclared that he wasg a “heretic, & nan“baliever
and a sorcerer” and that 1t was "forbldden to support him."
The anethemn containg no mention of Heyyun's Shabbethalan
sympathies or of his writings., The purpess of the letter
was to assure that further support be withheld from Nehemisgh
Hayyun and indeed his prospaocts in Smyrna were rulned., The
defamatory decument addressed to Yitzhakl included sharp
cenaure of Hayyunis aétivities in Egypt, asserting that in
that eounﬁry "all his‘acticns were deeds of sorcery,”S8¢ 1¢
was to Egypt that Hayyun now repaired once more. From there
he embarked on his travels thraoughout Eurape,s?

In 1730 Hayyun agaln appeared in Leghorn. Brgas pe-
ports, "in the year 1710 this snake fHayyun/ came to this
ety /Leghorn/ and we went towobaerve nis habits.” Ergas
elaims to have seen the Yehemnuta and to have ldentifled 1t
as & Shabbethaian treatise.”C The same year Hayyun vigited

B5graetz, . 'X, Appendix, LXXVIT and LXXIX.
BﬁEmden, Torat haigenﬁggf log. cit. For Hayyun's
behaVior in B t vide 3cholem, ‘“Peudah le-Toledot ha~Shabbethaut,”
STGraetz, X, Appendix, LXXVIII-LIXIX,
B570sepn Ergas, Ha-zad Nshash (London, 1715), p. 32a.
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Yenlce and ultimately obtained the permission of three rabbis
of the community--3Solomon Nizza, David Altaras and Raphael
ga 3ilva--to print a small treatise wribbten by him entitled

Razg di-~Yihudah. In justification of thelr approval of this
work these rabbis later wrote that they had ssen only part of

the book. The approbation bearing thelr signatures that

Hayyun subsequently published in the Dz le-Flohim they declared
to be an oubright forgery olaiming that they had never seen

the Mehewnuta or the commentaries on 1t.89 The Razs di=-
Yihudah openly sets forth a doetrine of the Trinity as an

article of Jewish falth., In thia work Hayyun asserts that
three persons (Parzufim) are embodied in the godhead: namely,
the Holy Primeval One (Attiks Kaddisha) and two emanations,
the Holy King (lMalka Kaddisha) and the Shekhinah.9% 1y pe.

eiting the confession "Hear O Isrsel, the I~rd our -4 the

I~rd 15 One” every Jew must reflect on this Trinity. Hayyun
wfitea “from what has been said previsusly 1t can be inferred
that in /pronouneing/ the three Divine names included in the
Shema~--which are the L-rd our G~d the L-rd-~-one must meditate
on the three bonds of the faith, as can be seen from passages

of the Zohar. . . ."91 At the conciuaian of the treatise

%ractz, X, Appendix, LXXIX gives "Salowon Altaras”
as the name of one of the three rabbis who signed the haskamah,
The signature printed in the Raza di-Yihudah 1s David ©.
Solomon Altaras. ’

9Cpaza ai-Yihudah, p. ha.
Il1p1d., p. Ga.
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Hayyun %ddeé & mystical hyun entitled Eeter iyon. Follow-
ing thias he appended 2 poem in which his name. was Included in
an asrostic, Tne posn, to pe reclted afger reading the

Addrab Rabbah 2nd the Zohar, begins as follows:

‘7 I P57 apa wndom wnbra kb
c RO 3 YRW R1h 13N ms2a ox "3

g2

This poem later occasionsd the severe accumation of Hakam
%Zebl that Hayyun "did not believe in the G-d An whom all 3iv-
ing people velieve."?3 Others attacked 1t on the grounds of
its allusions to o profane love song "la Bella Mavgarita,”
In Ha-Zagd Zebl Hayyun himself concedes his intentional use
of secular references,?®

From Italy anyun Journeyed to the eitles of Germany.
Arriving in Prague in the rall or 1711 he stated his Intention
to remain there for two weeks. So Sympathetic was the recep-
tion with which he was met that he stayed in Prague close to
a year,779 A eircle of youthful admireps gathered around him,
He was patroniszed by Jesepn Oppenheim and acclaimed by
N&phtali,cohen. During this time he compoged the_géggg

Nehemizh, & homelitical work,gs and received for it the

4., p. 45,
93Freimann, p. 122,

+

gkﬁayyuﬁ, Ha-?ad Zebl, p. 3Ca.

PSKaufmann, REJ, xxxvI, 274,
98Hayyun, Dibre Nehemish (Berlin, 1713), Introduction.
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approbatlion of David Oppenheim, In his haskamah Oppenheim
writes, "Even though I received only one leaf of his entire
hook aé’a sample andg conaéquently 1t would have besn correct
to withhold my support from him, neverthelesgs , . | the
students of my veshiva testifylthét he 13 a great pman,"97
¥rom Prague Hayyun Sravelled throughout Moravia ang
Silesla spreading his teachings and acquiring followers in
the oitles of Vienns, Hikolsburg, Prossnitz, Breslau, @logau
and Beriin. 3ecretly, he entered into a gloss relationship
with ILcbel Prossnitz, 35 The growing Jewish commnity of Berlin
wag split nto rival faetlona, Hagyun on his part turned the
dissension to his own advantage and gained the favor of the
small but wealthy party of the court Jewgss Liebmann. Aaron
BenjJamin Wolf rabbi of Berlin and son~in~law of Liebmann,
Wlllingly gzave his apgproval of gayyun’a WOrks, In his Eppro-~
bation Woll geclared that he took it upon himaalf to grant a
haskamah to Hayyun although he had no perzonal knowledge what-

soever of mystic subjects, relying in this instanca on the

Inld., letter of approbation signed by Davig Oppanhain,
Later Oppenhein noted that he had intended this apprebation

only for the Dibre Nehemiash and not for the Uz le~Blohim in
which Hayyun had 21580 Included 1%, Oppenhelm ¢lalmed that he
had never seen the latter work, 1I. Z, Kahana, 3inai, XXT, 332,

94 _
Kaufwann, REJ, XXIVI, 275-76.
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landatory commendatlions previously given o Hagywn by other
rabbis.?? At this time, Maptall COchen was in Berlin but
subseguently claimed that he feared Lo ummask Hayyun as a
charlatan lss8t by 30 dolng hg fan the flawes of the laternal
quarrel in the Berlin commﬂﬁity.IOQ The exiles from Vienna

had brought with them to Berlin a llvely interest in Hapbalah
and the mond of tha communiﬁg prasenﬁéd a favorable eiimate for
Shabbbthatan Dropaganda,l0l
ing boih the Dibre Nehemlah snd the Oz le~Elohinm. In the end

Tere Hayyun suceezded in print-

hils books appeared with an lnpressive array of testimonials
inoluding latters of approbation from Haphtall Cohen, David
Oppenhoim and Aaron Wolf and the hasgkeneb-~aunthnentie or
forgedi~~of Gabriel Egkeles of Nikolsburg, Joseph Flametts

of Anconan, Judah Lz2ib hen Mozes of Glogeu and 3clowon Nizga,
David Altarasz and Solomon da D4ilva of Venlcee. Ammed with
these publieationg and commendations Hehemiah Hayyun set forth

for the Duteh metropolis.

g1 de Wolt's approbation ineluded in both ths Bz

le~Elohlm and the Dibre Nehemlah:
abynay 5103 abrnna (nenosx nbapa) avsr> 2% 17Rw D1 AXM
137%nT 229279 WR DO IIRAT PIIT KPR 27 IR ... DRI
JROIY?IXT RIDD PROT RAJwW2

100 yufmann, REJ, LEXVI, 276,

101Kaufmann, Ha~Hoker, p., 673 L. Landshuth, Toledot
Anshe ha-3hem (Berlin, 1883), p. 16,
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2, Hayyun's Mrastlclse

On different ocenslona Hayyun gave three conflicting
accounts of the authorshlp of the Mzhemnuta, Onee he atated
that he had found the tbxu in-a eopy of a Zoha r in Safed.l102
On another occasion he declaved that 2 magsid In the city of
Rashid nad dietated the trestise to him and he sesms to have
relberated this story on different cecasions,.i03 When
Hayyun's paparé were exemined in Haﬁovsr, a letier was found
whose contents Indlcate thet Heyyun clalmed that the Mehemmuta
was of Shabbethaian arigin.le% Yhen he printed the work in
Barlin in 1713 he published the text without reference to
authoer, not nentloning any of these sources.

His adversarlaes, howsvar, lmsediately ldentiflad the

Yohemnuta de Kulla 2s a alsarly recognizable Shabbethaian

dooument, Hakam Zebl wrote "it® suthor is the known heretic
Zhabbethal Zebd . . . and Hayyun . . . feared to mention him
for nhed he mentionsd hin explieitly all Tareel would have 3

AR i e e e

econdenned 1€‘Zﬂhe book/ to burning without seeing what was
written therein."!0% Joseph Ergas declared, "When I opened
the book, I saw its contente ., . . the Mehewnuts de Kulls

and I recognized 1t as the treablse named Raze di-Mehemnuta

192 ayyun, Ha-Zad Zebl, p. 31.

103graets, X, Appendix, XLII; Scholem "Teudah," Zion,
IIE’ 172""'"{3.

19#Emden; Torat ne-jexbot., p. 40b. .
lgﬁﬁreimann, p. 122, :i
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whieh.Shabhethai Zebi composey after he besans & Purk yhilte
‘éﬁkidiqg? in .ﬁ.lir:f,.m:x.”m{5 There are LRNY wanussrlpg copleg
of the Haze di-Mehemnuta. In several the Pamphlet 1g eﬁé
Fitled Razs di-Mehemnuta la=Amlrah (a psaudonyn fop
Shabdethal Zebi). Aslde from a tey “extual vardations the
Mehemmuta de~«Kulia printed ny yayyun in Beriin 1s identieal
with this Raza di-Mehemnuta ag found in manuseript form,
Hayyun' g atary’regarﬂing the origin of the work 1a h&gated
by the earlier teatimony of Abraham Cordoze which corrobop~

ates Hyrgags! atatement, In the faze de Razin Cordozo de-
¢lares, "Whilst I was in Ridosto . , |, in the year 1687 I

recelved a pamphlet 2 di-Mehewmnuts written by o certain

scholer from the words op Shebbethal Zebi 1n Aliun which
| 13 in fthe sountry of/ Arnet, Scholem has identified Aluum
28 Dulgignow-where Shabbethal Zebl mpent the declining yeaxrs
Of his fe-~ang ¢onsiders the work to have been transeripeq
by én’unknéan Shabbethalan pupiy, 107

The Razs &1-Mehemn§ta contains the most expliolt pra-

sentation of the Shabbethaian doctrine of 3oq Elohug-~the
uystery of the Budhead. Shabbethaiang considered this secret
t0 be their own special revelation, Their theology 1s based
on alruhﬁam&ntal conéept of dvaliam, They distinguish be-
tuween the hidden g-g whom they refer o as the Flrst Caugge-

1°5Ha~gaa Nehaoh (London, 1715), p. 324, * ?

i

5
3
H
i
H
#
4

107 seholen, Sha bathal Zehd cha-Tenvs, 11, 776; ibid.,
P« 117, n, 1. Cf, alsg S[¢ Olen's articie rublya, Roah
ha-Shabbethain be~3alonlica,” Zion, VY (1941), 181, n, 2,
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Israel Elohe Yisrae;,,ﬁgggg Kaddisha, The Firat Cayge hasg
hothing to do With creation gng with the worlqg and does not
eXerclise Providence, The First.Effect of the Fipgt Cause,
the Ged or Israel, 1g the God Of Revelatiop and Sinaj, This
God 18 the Creator op everything, a furthep cmanation of
God 18 the created revealed glory and'radiance known as
Shekhinsh ang Some Shabbethalang developed 5 Trinity of the
Firat Cause, the God of Israe; angd the Shelhinah, The goal
©f their religion "88 to effect the union of the god op
israel ang the Shekningp, 108

‘ Even before Hayyunts Journey to Lurope Coplieg or
higa Commentarieg ¢irculateg among Sh&hbathaian'Kabbaliats.log
Publisheq in 1713, the only work of Shabbethaian gahbalah
SVer to be printeq, 120 Hayyunt'g s le~Blohim developed at
length one exposltion or this new Trinity, 1n Summation
Hayyun writea,‘

the three of then ape cne, , , , And the t%o which

Malka Xadadasng Lthe Holy King/ angd nig Shekhinah

are emanationg of the one wWho 1g Actika Kaddishg d'Kol

Keddisha (she Privevai e, Holy o Holi&g}, , In

&1l our meditationg it 1s necessary to reflect ap thege
. three bonds op the faith ang “he entire Torah 1a woven

around this,

G

v QO?SQholem, Bajor Trends in Jewlgh aéiciam { New
ori, 1961 + PP. 32257 For shekhinan vide 1bid, P, 111,
Cf. 3choler Shabbethal Zeby yohaoms nva TI, 779-81, Graetz,
X, Appendix, EEII-ILV'and Lxxxrv;fifﬁﬁi.
109
1
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Hayyun cites numerous Passages of the Zohar which he inter-
brets in a mannerp demonstrating that the Universe is COfR-
Posed of a aystem of triada,lll
The doectrines propounded in the Mehemnuts ang in

Hayyun's eommentaries clearly conflict with the fundamental
beliéfs of Judaisn. Whatever role personal anlmosity op
ambition played in fanning the flames of the feud and in pre-
venting the Ashkenazie and Sephardic communities from achiev
Aing cooperation and mutual arbitration there can he no
doubt that basic to the entire Quarrel wag 8 genuine theo~
logical dispute that transcended the Jurdsdiction of any
individual gehillaha-a question of the purity of the faith,
Writing about the keen opposition to Shabbethaian theologi»
4ns8 1n general Scholen states, "The furious reastion orf
Orthodoxy and also of Opthodox Kabbalism against this attempt
to tear the God of Reason and the Revealed God asunder 1s
only too comprehensible,"il2 It wes in this spirit that Hakarm
4Zebl attacked Hayyun so flercely, The denlal of the provie
deﬁtial nature of the Pipst Cause and of the unity of g-a
Tuns counter to the most basic tenets of Orthodox falth.
Hakam Zebl felt dquty bound fo declare:

It 1z a ciaar end 8lmple matter that the Pirst Cause,

may He be bleased . , - 13 a simple unity, unparalleled

and this 1s the faith of all Israel , . o.8nd that Him
we the people of G-d serve and /to Him we/ prayc. ., .

‘and for this prineiple we are obligated Lo offer our

| 1llciteq by Graetz, X, Appendix, Lxxx1v. For ¥oyyunts
soncept of 2 Trinity cf. also Nieto, Bsh Dat, pp. 13-i4 and
C17-22, Thig trinitarian doctrine became cne of the funds-

- mental beliefs of tne Frankista, cf, Danon, "Une Secte Judeo-
Musulmane en Turquie, " REJ, XXXV, 26T, n. 3,

1123cho1em, Major, p. 324,
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bodles, oup 20uls and ourp mipght and whoever dentes
this deniss the foundation /of oup faith/ and has
f0 share in G-d the L-rd of Isras} nor in his noly
Torah, , ., . Prasently there cams hither . , |
Nehenish Hiyya Hayyun * » o bDearing a certain book
which he published in Beplin, , | . Ypon reading
thia ook I say Ehat he contesats this great aboys
mantionegd prineiple . , S8aying that the Fliat
Cause la not » simple unity without beglnning op
ed, ., , 1 therefore found myselr obligateg by
virtue of oup faith~~the falth of =11 the seed or
1sraal-~40 arouse theirp jearts Jthe rabbis of Israels
With these brief words, 113

Another lzportant 1s8ue of contention a8 Hayyun's
elaim that 1t was permissible to atudy Kahbalah under any
toacheyp regardless of the man's personal pleby., T was
Hayyun's opinton that Kabbalah was o subjeet of philosophic
investigation rashep than of transmittsq revelation, Hakan
kebi, Hegiz and their nlifes Widegoed most sharply with
Hayyun's interpretation of the Mighnah in Hagigah (2:1)
"Whoaoever glves his mind to four things, it KWere better
for him 1f he had not come into the worig, 114

His adversariss-frequen&ly inveighed againat Hayyun's
deportment, In He-zag Zebl, Hayyun states that Ashkenszi ang
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4nd the Day of Atonement.l15 Naptall Gohen desertbed Hayyun

a8 atesped in sensucua pleasurea.116 ﬁnyyun was accused of

travelling in the company of a prostitute in the eourse of

hls second journey through Europe,ll7 Shabbethalan

Kabballasts had developed & doctring of the helinesa of sin

and among some m@ubers of the seot antinomianiam was common, +13

These denuneiations of Hayyun's behavior clearly constitute

an attempt on the part of his detractors to identify Hayyun

with the shabbethaten sectariang. |

c. Social and ?araaggl Factors in tgg,niaggte
1 Saghaggim end Ashkenazin

Hmden writes that Ayllion presented the metter to
the Sephardicpnrnaaim 48 an issue affecting the Prestige and
independence of the Saphardicaemmunity. Recording to Enden,
Ayllion 4in person visited esch rember of the vatanad to
Qrgue his case. He pointed out that the horor of the hakam ime
volved the hohor of the entire community. In accordance
with the primary of the-ﬁaphardi:ccmmunity, it was fitting
that the decision or thelr hakanm e given precedance over
that of the rabhi of thne ﬁshkenazic,gagilla « Jince the tine

Yo yvun, ‘Ha-zaq Zebi, Introduction,

16kausmann, REg, XXKVI, 275.

A7gnden, Toras ha-%edaot, p. 350,
W

1183eholam, "Mitzwah haba’ah bévhwarah,” Kaeaagt, II
(1937), 381-87, Scholem, Major, pp. 313-20.
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of the founding of the Jewish community 1in Amsterdan, the
Ashkenazim had been "subject to and humbled by the Sephardie .
kehillah. The 3ephardim had been the first Jewish settlers $

of Amsterdaw. They were wealthy and aristoerats "greatest

in iwportance and number, in riches and honor,'ancestry and
'glory.“ Now Aylilon argued it was a question of the honor
due the Sephardic community. "To raise the peasure of the
stature of the Ashkenazlc rabbi over that of the Sephardic
hakan” would be to forfeit the rightful claim of the Sephardim

to supremacy.il9

Hagiz too writes that the desire for power-~in papr-
ticular, on the part of the Portuguese parnas, Aaron de
Pinto--was & significant factor in intensifying the quarrel,
Ayllion visited de Pinto to plead wiﬁh his and to importune
him to persuade the 3ephardim to uphold the position of their
hakam. He convinced de Pinto that 1t was his duty as parnas
to safeguard the superiority of the Portuguese congregation,120
Subsequently Hagiz elaimed that when he wished to make peace
it wen de Pinto who hindered all attempts at reconeiliatien 121
Aaron de Pinto, the parnas whom Haglz singles out as a power
in the community came from an influential faully of financiers--

a famwily whose uembers had for generations plaved a2 prominent

119meg11;at Sefer, p. 32.

120M1 1hemah la-Shem, p. 30b.

12l1p1d., p. 35a.
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rdle &5 trustecs of th& congregation. Tﬁe Portuguese parn-
balm were men of affairs who wislded conslderabdble influerce
in the communtty at large and $o whom She honGe and reputa-
tion of the aepharﬂic Leilllish was @ sabtter of utmost concern. 122
There 1s 2 strong likelihood that the competition
batween the two sommunities aid affact the course of the guap-
rel. A4s we have noted, the balance of power bebween these
two kehillot was gradually changing., The Ashkenagin wepe
ateaéily gaining In mumbers and wealth.1%3 pep the 3epherdim
to conepde to the opindon of Hakam Zebl and to overrule their
own Bat Din would have given the Ashkenezic community yet more
prastige. At zuch 3 Bime 1t was Prodably more iusportant than
gver far ths Sephaédim E2 preserve thelr dignity and perhaps
consclously or unconasclously this faetop affectad their be-
havior 1n the Hayyun controversy, Throughout the progress
of the dispute btraces of this motive are visible, In g reply
to Briell, ths Sephardie parnsein wrete, “Your Exeelleney
¢ould not have been unaware that there 4a in this fisy =
comunity of Popt sugiese, say the L-vd enhance /ite atature/
wost noble and older than that of the Qerpang, It 45 nok
subject Lo anyone vhomscever nor ig it obligated in ordinary
affalras to {follow the views of anotheyr Bet Din, but rather
LJrust follow/ 1ts own Bat Din., . . . Their honor JAvliion and

lzzﬁhranue&, wefunet, 14, 221-22. Regarding the
Weelth of the de Pinto family vide Van Dillen, {teschiedenia,
p. 550.

laB&upr&,‘p. &0,
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his éoaﬁg? i3 the honor of aur.hcly ecngr&g&tiaa.“le& Tha
Sephardln smphaslzed their onjection tu the Inbewyention

of an outside authority. In a further commanication thaey
wrote to Briell, "Juat ss we do not deem ourselves to have
the right to intervens in the Zovarment of other communities
89 do ue not permit anyone whomesocaver £0 dare to disturb us
or %0 disrupt ocur unity."185 me Portuguese autnoritien wepe
Ipartieulaply Lpposed to the interventian of the Ashhkennzim,
Thelr foelings are expressed expliclily 1n the words of the
firat Injunetion against gak&m_gebi proclaimed on 20 Heshwan
"One must prevent the above /Rakem Zebi/ from intervening in
the adwinistration of curp community which has always been
free from the intervention of other cormunities and one rusk
attenpt o maintain this indepenﬁanae.“lae Again, in the ban
of 2 ¥lslew, the wembers of the Eglamad asserted the neces-
Bity of “endeavoring to achieve our unlty and meintain oup
independence lest mny person dare to intervene in our gove

ernment . " 127

®. Zbe Rehtionship between febl Ashkenazi snd Solomon Ayliilon

An element of personal Jealougy on the part of Solomen
Ayliion towards Hakam Zebl may alse have entersd into the

lggﬁmmanuﬁi, Sefunot, IX, 2238-29,

i251p1d., p. 231,
1261n14., p. 238.
12T p1g., p. 240,
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issue. “We have already noted thelr respective stands in the
case of David Nieto and the fact that Aylliion's antipathy

may have been aroused., Emden reports that when Hakam Zebl
arrived in Amsterdam, the Sephardim accorded hiﬁ unpre-
cedented honops,128 Emden mentions that one of the reasons

for his father'sg popularity among the Sephardim was the fact
that he spoke their language. This is significant in light of
the fact that the Sephardim and Ashkenazim had no common
language, In general the Sephardim did not speal Judeo-
German, the Aghkenazinm had no-knowledge of 3panish opr Portuguese
and nelther group was eonversant in Duteh, 129 Perhaps Emden
renders an exaggerated account of the adulation of his father
on the part of the Sephardim, However, they did show Hakam
Z2ebl every sign of regard. One sees evidence of their re-
spectful attitude toward him in the stand taken by the ma tamad
with regard to both the ta@@ag&t of 1711 and the question of
Hakam Zebi's incumbeney. In the Kosht Imre Zmet, the Sephardim
themwselves wention that originally the doors of their synagogues
were closed to Hayyun at the behest of Hakam ?abi.13g Thus
Ayllion way well have resented the position of esteem acecorded
Hakam Zebi by the Portuguese congregants. He 1s reported to
have ecriticized Hakam 4ebi's arrogance and to have expressed

%%Mextalat Sefer, p. 25.

12941 pgchel, Geschledenis, pp. 456-57; Van Dillen,
M'l p# 595-

130preimarm, p. 129,
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the opinion that “Hakam Zgbi considera himself greater than
Moses, our Teacher. "131

Similar sccusations of pride were repeatedly levelles

Bgainst Hekam Zebi by his opponents. Hayyun wrltes that the

rabbl of the Ashikenazie congregation was “lnown in &1} the

world for hias haughtiness and pride.”132 1, pia study of

the course of the quarrel Graetz, too, interprets Hakam Zeplly

behavior ag being motivated by pride. (Graetz notes that when

asked to transeribe the heretical passages in Hayyun's works,

Hakam Zebi answered that “to do so was not in sccordance with

his honor for he was a rebbl who decrses and nos & recordep

- for houssholders, 133 Furthermiore, %o the suggastion that

he Join the Sephardic investigatory eomnittes, 3akam Zebt

. Teplied that the slite of Jerusalem "did not seat themselves

‘until they knew who would be seated with them and the seating
arrangement.” Prow the latter statement Graetz infers that

Hakem Zebi intimated that he would not sit in a
he wers not the head.B Thé

-

eourt of which

JSephardin gave other vessons for

loracts, X, hppendix, LOOVII.
13%8ayyun, Ha-zad zebi, Intreduction,

133Graatm. %, Appendix, CXII, quoter only the first
part of the statement attributed to Hakam Zebi. 3Zeen in con~
text, Milhamah la-Shem, p. 30a, the dPemark may admit of &
differant interpretation:
DIBIWIT IR?I°Ww RX?Y DPng TSyab w19 KY
FPIva pownh X2y 23 R 19°*nooy

T 9TIAY 51 RIn o*»
P2 1378w °n weh

+ It should be noted that Hakam Zebi
Waa particulariy consclous of his dignity and vole az rebbl ang

ead of & congregation. cCr. Megillat Sefer, pp. 66 ang 102,
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dakam Zebl's refusal to appesr before their Bet Din; they
elaimed that he feared his arguments would not stand up before
the Sapharﬁ1c court. They charged that Hakam Zebl's sole
intention was "to sow dissension in this city and in the

whole world"13% an thet he wsa moved by personal hatred of
Hayyun rather than by theological considerations.136

. Avillion's Shabbethalan Leanings

Solomon ben Jacod Ayllion was probably born in 1660

in Salon10al37 ang 1t was there that he spent his youth,
Subsequently, he settled in 3afed where he was appointed as

an emissary to colleet funds in Burope for the poor of the

Holy Land. In 1688, we find him in Leghorn, 3% from there

he procecded to Amaterdam and thence to London where he was
appolnted hakam of the Sephardis eongregation (19 3iwan 1689),139
Hie eleven year tenure of office in th&t community was troub-
led, 3erious scousations were made against him and his suth-
ority impugned by a certain Abrahanm Fldanque who conducted a
Private Talmud =school 1in that @ity.lao After an investigation

A——

Y oprmanuel, Sefunct, 1x, 228-29,
136pret-ann, p. 131,

3Tadav, sefunct, IT1-1v, 303, ne. 2, 3,
138t}metz, X, Appendix, XCI.

13%uster, p. 23.

40m14., pp. 27-2% and 37. Jacon Sasportas, Shelelot
! Teshubot Ohel Yalakeb (Amsterdam, 1737), nos. €7 and 73 men-
tions a Jacob Pldanquea., Cf, 4, M, Hyamson, The gegggrdim of
England (London, 1951), P. 69, who refers to both Jao and

Abraham Fldanque, lather and son, as belny involved in the
dispute.
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of the charges against Ayllion, the London ma‘amad exonerated
the hakam of the alleged offenses but HarmIony was not re-
stored to the community. In 1701, Ayllion realgned from this
post to accept an appolntment as assoclats rabbi of the
Porfuguese congregation of Amsterdam. The senlor hakan at
the time wia Zolowen de Olivaifn. Aylllon served as head
©f the 3ephardic congregation until his death in 1728. Thepe
18 every evidence that he had the respect and honor of hils
own community throughout this pericd. Certailnly, the great
majority of his congrezants supported hin in his stand on
% the gayyun question. During hle term of office, the
Portuguese yeshiva £z Hayyim flourished. After Ayllion's
b demtse two or Als own students--David Israel Athias and
f Isaac Hayylim Abendana de Britto--succesded him &s hakamim of !
the kehlllah., Never before had 2 native of the community been b
appointed @ak&m.lal

During the Hayyun controversy, however, in which

T s,

'E_ﬁyllian was a principal instigator, many charges were leve-
. elled against hin. Moses Hagiz in particular heaped oblogquy
- and viliification upon the Jephardic hakam, Many of these
C &llegations were made in the heat of the battle and in an

f exaggerated manner.laz Nevertheless, several of thesm have
f been shown to be founded on facts, Haglz writes that
f Ayllion's wife left her fipst husband without obtaining a

P—

IHID'&ncana, Geschiedenis, pp. 293-94 and 297.
M2cr. Nadav, Befunot, III-1V, 304 and ibid., n. 4.
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ki1l of divorece and later le”t herp Bacond spouse to narey

30lomon aylllon. Aecording %o Haglz, Ayliion, 1in his axposi-
tians, identified nimselfl with King Davig, hie wife varicuasly
wlth Mihal, daughter of Saul and wWith Bathsneba, her Pfirst

husbznd with the primeval snake and her S2conda husband with

%1 4
}

Urlah the Histlte. There is no evidence to substantiate oy
,_? refute theae conteatinnm of 3&315.1ﬁ3 Haglz' assertion that
| Ayllion wzs elosely allied with Shabbethalan elrcles in
ﬂalenicaléﬂ nas besn confiraed by & 3hadbethalsn

i source In which 2yllion is mentioned in comnection with the
N students of Nathan of Caza. We know too of Ayllion's contact

iE with Shabbethaians in ILeghorn to whowm ne ¢xpounded his mystie
1 doctrinac, 145

in the English capital there were many who sympathized
wilth the Messianie movewent, but the question as to whether or
not Ayllion astteupted to prepagate sectarian teachings there
is largely & matter ol supposition. His shabbethalan setivi-
1 ties covld not have been practiced openly for we find Jacob
: Sasportes and Zebl Ashksnagzi--both relentless focs of
Shabhethianism~*referring to him at the time in a respectful

}?? manner, 14% As Nadav points out, the transition to amabyrlom

U3m014., p. 305; Haglz, Sheber Poshlim, pp. 33b and 405,
| 441b14., p. 9.
Y5%aauy, sefunct, Irr-1v, 304-305.

L4 kan Zebi, no, 1; Qhel Ya'gkog, ne, €4,

iy
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WHS g wove to a hattep position, Haglz reports that Ayllion
gave his cath never to leave the Londoen community but that
Ne purposely invalidated tinia vow by removing the phvlactar-
les from the bag upon which he SWore and replacing them with
two ontons, feeording to Hagiz, Ayllion also claimed that
his aéth was nmull aad void gince he swore never to ageept &
position at any fgture bime whereas in actuality the ne-
ceﬁtanae hag &lraa&y taken place ang henee was nog covered by
the cath., MNaduvy direzses the fast that such duelicity was
Pocognized practice anong habbethaians, sven though there
mway ﬁave bean some discord between Ayilion ang bis congregants,
nevertheless, she 4180 ndes that the atbry a3 narrated by
Hagle initeaten that theve was a desire on the Part of the
London kehillah 4o vetatn Ayllion as theip spiritual 1ea&er.lq?
When Ayiiion did depart the London matamad presented him with
& grant ol 50 guineas in éppreclation of his sepyviceg, 148
Haglz was a resldent of Amstepdgan prior to the arrival
of Ayliden but volced no protest at the appointwent of Ayllion
28 hakam, He later malntained that he vag silant regarding
Ayllion's beliefs "4pn order not to weaken the hand of singere
penitents and T saiq to myself since he has risen /to this
posibiqﬁ? let him not descend for the sake of the honor of

Ea—

14742 gav, Sefunot, III-IV, 306.
Winyanson, p. 69,
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the as:lmzﬁunfi't:y wnich has stunblea 1p ignorance, "149 Once the
cmnt?ééaésy hroke ounk Hagia &tsoloasea nig infomation ¢ol-
cerning. Aytidon'g badkground &zcusing him in the cane gt |
hand uf'parﬁiality b0 & fellaow Shabbethaian,

A treatine wrltten by Ayllion has been Publighed po-
eonUly with a beler interpretive aptiale 2nd annotations by
aed Madav, The eantrai doctrinaes of this treatice ape in
the tradition of Hathan of tzza ang the Shsbbotheinn Eabbalietn
of Saloniles and the Balkans, The nane of Nathan of Gagzp is
mentlonag éight tizes in inl¢lals in Ehe manuseript and the
treatize Aiscusney the creatlion of tha world in terms of
Hathan's dooteins of & dualipm of twg vprizordial lighty,
Nadav sugragts that the wanirsgs content of this wopk of
Ayilien 15 a gyubolical sover for the tvus subjeet of thae
treatigo-~the nafurge of the Mezpiah, The document certainly
tonfivms Aylilien's Jhzbbathaian 1aaniﬂga¢150

The extert to whicn these bellefs Ry nsve Influsnced
him in nia Teletionahip to Hayyun iz wpen fa conteoturs,
Oraetz sdvances the ¢pinion that Ayliion feares ¥hat his past
connuetions with Jnabethatang wight be revealeq by Hayvun

- and consequently he fols coupelled o suppors him, 352 Hoglz,

légﬂagiz, Sheber Poanln, P+ 330,
» %m""’—-&-“

Bloraets, X, 354,




152

aafﬁhg othar hand, aroucs thab af Kjxiian wighed to “bury
nis past” he would have reszingd neusral in the strugzle.

In Hagiz' aplnion, Ayllion supportad fayrun In an ougright
2ttempt to propagate Shabbethalan bellefs.132 Maday suge
pecets that Zyllion's owm béliafs 313 not constitute the only
raasaﬁ'far Wla support of Havyun, She does not considep
Ayllion's dhabbethalan views %o have besn close to thoge of
Heyyun. Nobting the greal mumber af haskowol glven by Soloson
Ayllian;.sha advances the dublous supgeztion thef the powi-

blon he Gook with regard to the aporobatlon of the

023 le-Rlohin may heve been an expradsion af his genaral policy
of liberaliﬁy and Soleranca with relevenca %v—puhliaaﬁiona.l53

4. Momes ¥aply
| Belng the [1rst to conduet o canpalsn ssinst Hayyun

in Amaterdarn, Mogea ben Jacob Haglz stood Ly Hakem Zebi
tharoughout Ths aourse of the entire dispute. In bthe Kosht;
Ioixe Enet the Baphardis a14 not shrdnk from glving the
saverest charactorization of Hagle, desoribing him as an invete
erate trﬁublemﬁngar and » contentious wrangliew,lBd

 Frior %o the eppearange of Hayyun, Hagiz had been
involved iv some géﬁaanal difficulties with the 3e§hardin

authopritizs in Awsterdam. It would haweverfapywar that these

Y5%agia, Snever Foshinm, pp. 9b-10a.

153Naday, gefuno, ITI-IV, 309.

W4pretmmn, p. 129,
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3

ha& been resoiveq anﬁ an amiecadle relgticnshlp had been.
es#ablish&d, In 1694 ﬁagiz lafe Jerusalem aga an emissapy,
In Leghopn he attempted to galn Muaneial BUpport for the
Teestablistment or 5 Private Klays 1n gne Holy Land. yngye.
Ca@8sful in thig endeavor he made his way o Amsterdan , 155
In that oity 1, the year 1707, Hagig Published a wop) et~
titled S¢fat Pmet 1n vhich he eriticized the Amsterdam
Partuguaae kendliah, iIn hig opinion the Sephardir Squandereqg
their fa?tunas on worldliy bleasupesg, Taking Cognizanve op
the wealen of the 6ommunity, he desmed theip yearly doﬁatinn
of EOG-IGOOiflnrins for the poor of the Holy Land to be ap

A e e L

Insuffictans aum, Aatually, in addition o the Jearly dong-
tions the Portugiese kehillan beatowed handsome Ellooetions

i i e S
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ig outstde of Hollang, 57 Howgven, when a volume of hig

L

155Fer Haglizt life vige Graets, x Appendix LKXXVI?—
X&i Frumietn, 11, 2h.qet° Vide T ’

155Emmanue1, Sefunot, 1x, 213,
15?151&., PP, 223-24, pp, D'Ancona, Geschledents, ., 295
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novellas on the Shulhan Yruk Orap Hayyim and Yoreh Detah

entitled Leiet zRewah was printed in Amsterdam Haglz

cbtained the approbations of both de Oliveris and Ayllion.

In this work Haziz slighted the communal leaders of Leghorn.

The parnasim of that eity complained bitterly to the

Amsterdam matsmad for permitting publication of the book,158

In 1709 the Amsterdan Bet Din sent a vesponse signed by

Solomon Ayllion, David Aben-Atar and Solemon Judah Leon,

to the rabbis of Leghorn defending Hagiz against all charges,i59

The Portvguess pasmasim, too, wrote to Leghorn that the
complaints against Haglz were groundless, They wentioned
that Hagiz was prepared te appsar before any Bet Din and
that he had given them his promiss to publish no book that
might lead to furthér_complaint.laﬁ In a letter to Abraham
Suleimah, a wealthy congregant of Leghorn the parnasim again
refer to the watter stating that they found ne Fault with
Haglz' works.161 From their forthright defense of Haglz it
1s evident that the Sephardim did not at that time continue
to bear a grudge against him for what he had written in the

Sefat Enet.

158Th15 letter was subsequently printed in Hayyun

in the Meda‘a Rabah.

159Hagh§ included Ayllion's letter at the close of
the gheber Poshim,

160znmanuel, 3efunct, IX, 224-26.
161ypi4., p. 212.
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ALl indications are rather that they exbended n
hangd oy friendsnhip énd Support to Hagiz, He eatablishegd
% yeshiva for Sephardim for which purpose he doubtlass
Fequiired the comsent of the takam and the matamad. Many
waalthy Portuguese sent thely children to study undey hig
ﬁutelagai They also helped finance the publiestion of the
writings of Mozes Baglza and his father, 162

Ezmanuel has suggested that Hugig! deep seabed
“pposition to Ayilion nay bave 1t roots 1n_& peréﬂnal grudge,
In 1692 Hagiat brother-in-l1aw, Hizkiah da Silva wag offavad
the rabbinate of the lephardie Lovmmanity of fmaterdam, In
the end he did not beosone haksm and in 1692 Bolemon Aylidon
Was appointed to the posltion,163 |

Whatever may have been the situation before the
Qarrel gver Nehemish Heyyun during the foug Hagiz did indeeq
write sharply agptnas Ayllien and the Porﬁuguaae,@@ﬁ_ﬁ@g*
Gonsequently, the Sephardin severed 513 reletions with him,
S0 strong was thelr feeling Of resentment toward hinm that
1t parassted rop Yyears after the dlspute and extended even
nto the next genevation, 164

5. Raphtals Gohen :

One of tﬁe most active participanta in the sontroversy,

*21m14., p. 216,
253114, p. 227,
4yp1a,, p. 213,



Maphtali Cohen, was related by marriage to Hakaw ;abi.lﬁﬁ
Gabriel Eskeles ol Nlkolsbury, was also related to both

Cohen and Hakam Zed1.166 1, thnotr mantcesto the Sephardim

stressed the relatlonship of Easkeles and Cohen to the rabbi

of the German congregation.l67 Hayyun also emphasized this
relationship intending thereby to impugn the motives of all
three men. He writes that the aituation "resulted in three
relabiwaa'éﬁéputan1§7 bearing witness on behall of one
another."165  when Haglz suggested that the entire case be
brought before a court consisting of Brieli, Eskeles and
Cohen, the 3Sephardic pa‘amad objected on the grounds that
they did not wish to involve rabbls from outside of
Amsterdam in the deliberations and that moreover two of these

three rabblas were related to one anather.169

- The role of Nephtali Cohen 1s of particular interest.
 Having himself once been filled with admiration for Hayyun,
1 Cohen underwent & dramatic reversal and became one of

~ Hayyun's wmost willtant antagonists. Following a brief im~

sl

 prisonment on ehafgea of arson (January 14, 1711) Cohen was

forced to leave his rabbinical position in Prankfort am-Main, 3+

lﬁﬁxaufmann "R, Naftoli Cohen in Kampfe gegen

Gh&JJun," Jah uch flip Jﬁdiache Geschichte und Literatur,IT
(1899), 5, n. 2.

l%umann’ EE'HOHQP, e 12,

167?1'&1%1%, p. 132,

e x"’"

———

lﬁagayyun, Ha-Zad Zebl, Introduction.

169Emmanuel Sefunot, IX, 216.

170Regarding Cohen's hhaumaturgj ef, Raufmann, JIGL,II,
3 1125, n. 3, Landshuth, Amude Aboda (Berlin, 1357), p. agd
3 {Wracts, X, Appendix, LIXR




He moved to Prague whers nine months later he made the ac-
: guaintance of MNehemiah Hayyun. It was no difficult matter
for Hayyun 0 galn the confidence of Cohen. The lattar

f possessad a oredulous nature, had a keen interest 1n Xabbalah

171 THe former chiefl

and an affinity for Sephardic scholars.
rabbl of Prankfort soon came te be enchanted by the Sephardie
myatic and gladly gave him a glowlng letter of apprebation:
“_ ., Nehemish Heyyun, a trusted divine nystic. . . . Two
gparks of light proceed from the Bat Kodesh ha-Kodshim . . .
it is called by n#me . « « and the other . . . he called 1its
nase Oz le-Elohim . . . and both_ are equally good « + » I
have read 2 large portion of them and they wers very sweet

to my palﬂt&-“172 In the letters that Cohen later addressad
to Hakam Zebl he reveals the initial appeal of Hayyun--an
attraction to whien others were not immune--and gves a de-
talled description of Hayyun's activities in Prague. HMany

: residents of Prague shared Naphtall Cohen's enthusiasm for

?_ the Sephardic visltor. Hayyun and Taragon were quartered in

the homes of prominent communal leaders; the chief rabbl'e

17 lgaufmann, REJ, XXXVI, 274, For other irslances of
Cohen's credulousness vide Kaufwann, JIGL, II, 127 and D.
Kahana, Toledot ha-Meghhhalim, I, 128, n. 2.

l?gﬂayyun, oz la-Egghiﬁ. lstter of approbatlon. The
haskamah was also reprinte by Kaufmann, REJ, XXAVI, 272.
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80n, Josepn Uppenhein, A0corded thewm wapm Patronage, 173 At

first, Hayyun declareg himselfl loath Lo wite any amulets oug-

ing 1n Prague but fourteen days, ‘However ne tarried 1n the
¢ity ang gradually g change 4in hig demeanor wag Perceptiple,
He let 1t pe known that the heavenly c¢hariot haq descendeq
inte hig room, in peraon.hq had spoken with zhe_Shekh;ggg,

and Elljah the Prophet hag w¥ritten hip a letter, He ¢latimeq
that he waa Potsessed of the Power to resurreet the dead
and to create new worlds, 174 The populace lent a oredulous

173;Q1d¢, P. 274, ﬂayyun,‘ggggﬁ Nehemiah, Intruduaﬁion,
Writes; i

1" a9n “9%9 300 723 peypan X?9127 20% 2023 11%99x9
-« 171327 Roay N2 fon ss A3 In%2 nr -wy *es D727391% npv»

1??ng. elt.; Emden, Topag ha~Ke 9%, p. 34p; Kaufmann,
Samson WQrthalmaF*%V1enna, 13557?"”_”§%“ﬂ%“-l. Regarding

p. S5, m,
“Tehdah,""gim, IT, 174, n. o,

Hayyunig anmulets af, Schalam;
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Severest punishment fop Hayyun, Cohen wrote that he hag seen
only selecteg pages of the bz le~Elohim and that he hag nevep

cammentariaa.lTB‘ In the subsequent correapondéne& Hayyun
threw hinmgelf into the fray attacking Ayllion and the
Sephardie B;t Bin,l79 On Cetober 20, 1713, he pronounced a
Berew against Hayyun in the synagogue of Rabbi Eliezep Segal
in Breslay,180 In further comrunioations to Amsterdan Cohen
answered some of the eriticlsms contained in the Ha-Zad zeny,

revealed Hayyun's admission that he wrote amulets to chtain

manﬁyzgl and relayed the testimony of a Jerusalemite on
gayyuﬁ'siritchcnark in Kgypt.lagcahen*n letters give avery
indication of genulne disillusionment, Having nimsels once
glven his approval to the D2z _le-Elohiu--"sinee the stumbling
block was caused by myself, to mﬁ great sin, for with ay
slgnature I absolved the guilsy"183._, felt morally obligateq

to Join battle against Hayyun.

. 178Kauﬁmnn, REJ, XxXvI, 276. Cr. Graetsz? critictam
. of Cohen, £, Appendix, LXXXTT-LXxXT1T and Kaufmann'g defense,
| JI6L, 11, 136,

1T %autmann, REJ, XXXVI, 278,

1501b1a., xxxvr:, 27475,

it 0. 216 ang 281,

1821014, PR. 279 and 282,

1831444, XXXVI, 277,

A
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€. David Nieto
M
A3 has been mentioned, Davigd Nleto, the hakam op

London, wag indebted to Hakam Zebi for the latter's inter-
ventlon on his behalr Several years previous to the feug
over gayyu£: At the sapme time, on the other hand, Nieto
had obtaineq RO support from the Amsterdam ocoyrg of which
Solomon Ayllion was & merber. That Nieto should row become

merely a case of the payment of g Pereonal debt or gratitude,
Nieto's stdﬁ& in the'cantraverny was in kKeeping with his
character and hig general attitude ag hakam. He had at all
tires been aective andg Ooutapoken in his defense or tradition

of the Oral Law Against unbelieverg, 104

& result of the 1nf1uenae of Nieto's bPredecessor, Solomon
Ayllion, ‘me Poasibility has been advanced that the early
antagonism that Nigto encountered stemmeqd from the secret
adherents to the Shabbethatan movement. It has even been
Buggested that one of the ressons that the London Sephardic

lgaThe Matteh ?gn (London, 1714) 18 the only worik of
Nieto that gain opularity and wasg frequently reprinted.
Vide 3olemons, Iransactions, X1I, 25-28,
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his known Opposition to Shabhathaianism.lgs Byyun's activi-
tles arcuseq mach Interest and it ig probadble that Nieto

1 and reactivate aympathetie ETOUDS within the Londor aongrega~
£ion, 3eakiné t0 prevent "the Persicious consequences of
thiajqehism,”lgﬁ Nieto becams 8 militant menber of the opposi~
tion to Hayyun., #He authored a devaatating erltique op
Hayyun Published in Hebrew undep the title nsn Dat and in
Spanish gy Puepo Legal. Thig book is written in the form of

8ystem; the Second 1g & discussion of theprinciples ef Jewlsh
Law and the trua import that 13 to pe attributed to Kabbalanh
and ﬁemanstrataa that 1 broperly understoog there is ny
dichetamy between the revealad ang iystie aspects of the Torah,
In the apecial preface to the Sﬁnniah edition-=not included

in the Hebrey Version--Niate Writes that the Zpanish translg-
tion 1s intended fop the benefrit of the Maranes in order to :
Tortify fhem against Bectarian doctrines, In this Preface ;i
Nieto mentioned that ne had written mope ox ' |
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- Theologleas ¥ Morales sobpe el execrable Systema de Hehemiya

. Hlya Hayonp" appears to be g continuation or the Spaniash
Preface to the Fuege Lopal., 1In 1t Nleto denounses Hayyun's
others have heen subjected, He Prays that bils brethpen will
“refuse, abhor and detest the new gods and ney rituals whieh

we‘ém noE know nop our—f&thera,.bu& In faith unige surselves
With the one ang true g-q, 187

| In the preface to the Fuepo Legnl, Nieto refers to !
Cordozo g Boker Abraham, Severn)l manuderipts of Cordezots 55
Writings were at the tyme eireulating in the London community, 183§
Howavap, Hieto's polemics proved affaeﬁive in quelling the B
Shabbethalan movenent in London and in elininating “any sup-
POrt which the friends of thay heretlicsl Party in Ansterdam
might have 6hta1nad among the members of the congregation, 189
Lendon becane & genter oy literary agtivity to combat the
danger. In 1714 Haglz printed the Sheber Postinm there, f4he
fellowing Jear Joseph Ergan polemical wrdtings, the Tbkahgt

Mepuliah against éhe‘ﬂz le~Elohim ang Ha-Zad Hahash, an angwer ¢
to shaiheb§§; Yah wers alse published 4n London, 3 pamphlet
agalnat Hayyun writtﬁn by Naphtali Cohen ang probably entitlad

8y
Abid., pp. 31-33,

e nter, p. 109,

*I1o14., p. 118,
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Hereb Pipivot ma

¥ 8180 have been printed in London,190 The
vigorous

Sppoaition of the Londbn congregation served as g

final blow to the Amsterdam Sephardim,

1900raatz, X, Appendix cmor. Furst, Judaiea, II, 198,




EPILOGUE

Following the departure of Hakanm 2ebl and Hagiz the
Sephardins granted amnesty to indlviduals who In violation
of the_ggggg had previously assoclated with these rabbis but
the prohibition agalnat communiecating with them or reading
their writings remained in effeet.l "he Portuguese later
pronounced another ban to include Hagiz' Sheber Poshim.?2
Influenced by the Portuguese the Ashkenazim followsd sult.
On August 16 and-19, 1715, they pronounced a ban in the gsyna-
gogue agalnat Moses Hagiz and all his works; any congregant
in possession of thesge ﬁacka wag e bring them within two days
to the president of the Councll of Parnasim, Aaron Abrahansz,
Polak.3 It appesred that 1n Amsterdam Hayyun and his advooates
were victorious, Thelrs, however, was & dubious trivmph.
Within the Sephardic ggggiigg 1tae;f there had been
stirrings of discontent. In protesat Abraham Senioy Joined
the Ashkenazie congregation., On 27 Shebat 5474 the Sephardin
placed Senior under the ban but he begged pardon and on 6

1Emmanua1, sefunet, IX, 219.

ZLog. ett,
331uys, Beglden, p. 36,

165
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refract hinm ertsy elam,

Acﬂor&ingly,-tha Bet Din Placey him
undar ap interdiot an 9

Elul,5 The Amsterdar,
Tecelvedq 5 lettep agalnas

ratamaq &lso
Eitzhagi. They

1 2 in Austordany
blamalesa and thae they o

longer turm

in CGnstantinapla and 1ne1ud1ng & copy of
the earlsep ban of 1708, Among the slgnatures Was that op

#Emmanuel, Safunct, Ix,

219 and 2#1-42.
S1b14,, PP. 218-19,

5;bzg., PP. 2424

Taraetz, X Appendix, ¢, Emden, Topag ha~Keraot, P
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Abraham Y1tzhajy o Although banished from Amsterdan Hagiz
did not cease in his efforts to distribute Polesical writ-
ings., He published a pamphilet in Berlin (Igggreg Kenbot,
later appended to the dheber Poshin) 1n which he openly eriti-
cizéd Hayyun anﬁ'hia=3aphsrdie Supporters. In an attempt to
silence the &rovwing clamor of his critics, Hayyun wrote a
8mall apolaguﬁic.pamphlet entitled Modata Rabah which was
Printed in Amsterdanm in the wonth of Nissan, s474, Thereln
Hayyun presented a brief autobiography answerin; some of
Brieli's accusations and 1n retaliation ahnwéring calumny on
Haglz. The hand of Ayllion 1s evident in this work; he hag
furnished Hayyun With the documents from Leghorn and Jerusalem

tirely unjustirieq,y
An Italian Kabbalist, Joseph Ergas of Leghorn, 10 now

Joined Hayyun'sg opponents and authored a polemical work

entitleq Tokahat Megullah., To this Hayyun Pénned an answep

which he ealled Shalhebet Yah, Protected by the Portuguese,
he circulated other incendiary pamphlets, 1In Ketabgt Ka tica

he attacked Erges; in Pitka min Shemayah, Zebi Ashkenazi,

St01d., ». 306..

Jeraetz, 1o¢. eit.; Emmanuel, sefunot, IX, 204.p7.

1°Joa¢ph Ergas also wrote a collection of responsa
entitled Dip osel (Leghorn, 1742) and several works on
kabbalah and e ¢8. Vide Ghirondi, p. 14¢,
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Hagiz ang Brielli., In ;ggeret Shehgggg he again attacked

Hagig, reéprinting the 1ncr1m1nat1ng documents from leghorn,
Hawavar, Hayyun's Opponents Were not to be 8silenced, Fronm

Haglz printegd the Sheber Pogh'im referring on the title page
to the "three calamities, Hayyun, Cordozo ang Ayllion," fpe
book containg numéreua allusions to Ayllion's youthful trang.
&ressions ang Shabbethalan learnings, Soon thereafter Nieto's
Esh Dat was publiahad at the express order of the London

ma tamad, 11

could no longer waintain Hayyun in their miggse, On Iyar 29
they'pramiaed him an annual stipend on the condition that he
settle ip Palesting, 12 Finally, Hayyun wag Prevailed upon
to leave the eigy, The Sephardin Provided hip with letteps
of introduction to a2 number of Jews and non~Jews and he

raueindad.lB
As Hayyun travelleq castward, no Jewisnh commund ty
accorded him refuge, 14 The rabbig of Leghorn obtained g deorees

11591umans, zgggsactionn, XI1, 30,

mﬁmmanuel, Sefunot, IX, 202,

23(}1!391;3, x, ﬁpp@ndix; GI-

YiHagt 5, Lehishat Separ (Hanay, 1726), p. 7a.
M
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Sage. Arriving 1n Ganatantinapla Hayyun foung ali doorg
barred to him. Hayyun asserts that he sent the Yoz le-Elohdn

¢laring these works to be beyond reproach, Hayyun then tray-

elled to Salonies where on the basis of Ze'ebi's Cestimonials

he was able to geCure & letter slgned by Joseph Kobo and

éolamon Amarillo., Thig letter was addresseqd to a rabbi or
Canstantinaple, Heyyim Kimhi, and requeated him te persvade

the Constantinople rabbis to annul the herem agalnst Hayyun,

ghgiz casts aspersions on the authentieity of all these docu- ;
ments.15 g records the rumor that Hayyun first approached E

his former antagonist become reconciled with hip, Hegiz ad-
ults that Rabbi Hayyim Alfandet did Intercede with Nephtali

Cohen on Hayyun's behalf, but he Esserts that Cohen remained
obdurate and rufuaeq to have any dealings with Hayyun.

 Oraig., mo. sach. Graetz, loo. eit., points out
that Ze'ebi was the son-in-law of & Shabbethaian sywpathi zer,
named Abraham Quengui,

16&agiz,_;gg. eit. Rosanes, IV, 489, notes that
§:yyun'a writings are found in the archives of the Donmah in
lonlea.



influence the §ehillah was forced to glve Hayyun Some meana
of Sustenance ang the rabbis wWere compelled_ta Télease him

from the han.l7 31x years after the attempteq recanciliation
With Naphtaly Cohen, 1in the Year 1724, Hayyun Secured a dooy-

ment releasing hin from the sentence op exaammnnication. The

Turk, ne stay&ﬁ briefly in Vienna where at the court of the
Emp&rar, he denounced the Jews for theip hlindnesa.19 Travel-
ling through Moravia he once more activated the followers of
Lobe) Prosanitg, 20 His enemies asserted that on this Journey
he wag dccompanied by g well-known progtitute, 2l Hayyun
travelleq to Glogau, Berlin ang Hanovep, but nowhers was he

————

1?Hagiz, Lehishat dagraf, pp. 6a and Ya; Emden,
Torag ha -gé@og, bp. 36b,
1

Saagis, iog, git. Rosanes ig the author of the
H;nge? de~Melak CQnatantinuple, 1731), Commentary op
Malmonides shrwh Toran.

1

 1Hag1 g, Lehishat sayar, P. 3a; Bnden, Topat he~
~eract, p, 356. '

Qﬂmm., P. 42b,
Elmm., p. 35b.

——
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walaaﬁe. In Hanover nis Papers were taken from him, The doe-
unents foung ineriminated hip 8t1ll more and he Was banlshed
from the o1ty.22

In Jamuary 1726, Hayyun arrived once wore In Amsterdas.
There, in a final attempt to'ragainnravor, he published his
last book, Ha-Kolot Yggudalug, which contained the text of
_tha'ralease rram'the ban granted to him in Constantinople,
Houever, he no longer found a Sympathetic reaponse among his
former friends, Documents 1n the arﬂhivaa of the Portuguese
¢ommunity record that on 24 Adar IT 5486, the congregation

dwell permsnently'in Palestine, Finally, on Siwan 16 of that
year, he received a sum of 600 florins fop travel expenses ang
took an oath.befaru the hakam undep pPenalty of‘ggggg, nevey

to return to Amsterdan, When, however, Hayyun was ones more in
Amsterdam shortly befope Ayllion's death, the Sephardie hakan
refused to see hin,23 mngen relates that Ayllion publicly

In Elul, 1728, Ezekiel Ratzenellenbogen, rabbi op AHW
included ghyyun in a ban directed against Lobel Prossnitz, on

Eacraetz, £, Appendix, eIV,
23 mmmanucl, Sefunot, IX, 222.

24 ? ;
Moglillat Sefer, p, 4T. ©f. Naday's theory F2funoct,
III-1v, %2 and the editorisl ¢omment, ;gg..ggi., n.’ﬂ3.
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13 3hebap 1726, one Zerah ben Fordecal of Constantinople gave
wiltness before the £ltona Bet Din that only under duress had
the rabbis of Constantinople revoked the @gggg &zainst Hayyun.
Onee more Katzenellenbogen pronounced the ban against Nehemiah
anyﬁn, £t the end of fdap I the rabbis ar“Fraakrcrt also
issued a sentence of excommunication against bim.253 A¢ the
beginning of Adar II, Heglz published a final work against
gayyun entitleqd Lehigshat Sapaf, Virtually isolated Hayyun
was reduced to mendlency. In Berlin he threatened to embrace
Christianity 1f nis needs were not relieved.zé In Prague
he was not granted admittance to the eity,.27 Porsaken by
211 his old supporiers, Hayyun fled to Africa where, accord-
ing to Wolf, he died in obscurlty sbout 1733.2° mis gon
aahvertad to Christianity ang endeavored to avenge his fathep
by denunciations of Jewlsh writings before theJtribunal of

the Inquisition in Rome,ZY
| After his departure from Amsterdam, Hakewm Zebl tpay-

elled to the English capital at the invitation of the
Sephardlie congregation of that e¢ity. The London Communitisge-

Esgagiz, Qg@;ghat sarafl, p. Ra,

27Emden dccuses the wife and mother~in-law of Jonathan
Eybeschlitz of bringing food to Hayyun outside of Prague,
ﬁi@gba@ t (Altona, 17¢2), p. 109h.

ﬂsJuhan Cristoph Wolf, Bibliotheca Hebraca (Hamburg,
1?15"33): Iv, 929,

- “9Lo0e. gcit. Haglz, Mishnat Hakawlnw (Wandsbeck, 1733),
P .
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both aaﬁkanazic and 3apharﬂ1c-~accorded hizm a Princely pe-
Ception offering hiw lavish 8ilts and showering him with
various tributes.3® puring nis visse hls portrait was painteq
in oil. It was cCpleted by & stratagem since fop reasons

of ﬁédaaty and personal piety Hakem Zebl did not wish to

have his likeness taken.3% on leaving London, Hakam Zebi
rejoined his tandly in the ¢lty of Emden, wWhilst yeg in
Amsterdam, he had desided to move o Pdand?? and thicher the
family now proceeded, En route they tarried fop a shopt
Peried in Hanover whers once more Hakam “ebl's advice was
gought in Settling the quarrel over the estate of Heprtz
Hanovep, Then the fanily Journeyed to Halberstadt, Berlin

and Breslau.33 1, Breslgy febl Ashkenazi et his staunch ally,
Raphtali Cohen. imden writes that Cohen had "sbungant and
trieg effectlon and eomnunion of Splirit with Iy father, may
his wewory be blessed, especlally after the unfortunate inef-
dent with Hayyun, "34 The friendship was closer than ever ang
a match was arvanged between 4Zebl Ashkenagi's 2on Jacob
(Emden) and Naphtali Cohen's granddaughter Rachel, daughter of

Ovegillar serer, P+ 36 Kautmann. Transsctions, III, 116-
18, h

Bimgumn defer, p. 37; Bmden, She’slat Yatabez, I, no.
170, '
32”&&1!1&15 é‘ﬂfgt’, Pe 340

33Ibid-,l ppi 3?‘394

33;big., P. 39, Feor further Information on the family
of Mordecai Cohen vide Kaufmann, sehriften, III, 138«44,
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Mordeca Cohen, the rabbi of Ungarish-Brod, A marriage date
was 2ot fopr the following yeap and the family 2ontinued theip
travels e€astward. From the vieinity or Cpatow, Poland, Halkam
$ehi_was Sumnoned to Hamburs :o Serve as cne of the Judges in
Y caﬁplicabad legal d1spute. Hmden accompanied hia father to
Hamburg and later they went to Breslau for the former's wed-
ding,35

 Zebdl Ashkenaszi then returned to Poland where for g
short span of time his family wae supported by a wealthy ag-
mlrer. Upon the death of Simha Cohen Rapoport towards the
end of 1717, Hakam Zebl was callsd to the rabbinste of Lembség.

in high repute among the non-Jows ss ¥ell. He inotituted
beneficial reforms particularly witn regard to taxation, elvil
disputes, and the educational system. His ainlatry was, how-
ever, very briaef, on May 2, 1718, the second day of rgsh
hodegh Iyar barely three monthe aftern having entered upon
this office, his 1ife came to an end, 36

News of the loss Q¢casloned publie lamentation ang

srisf 1n the Jewlsh comnunities of Burepe. In London, as wag

35Emﬁen, Negillat Safﬁf, P. &0, writes that after the
wedding he dig not &gain see his fhhher.

3°1b1d., pp. U5-46; Torat ha*sfg%ot, P. 33b. With
reference W the authenticity of s & caneerning an
ineldent alleged to have bceurred during Hakam Zebi'gs tenure
&8 rabbi or Lemb&rgnamaghianed by Bpstein, I, T15~=yide
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thelr custonm “pon the demise op one of their own hakanim,

the Sephardin draped the Symagogue 1in black and erecteq. g
catafalaue, 37 Arriving in Lemberg 8everal monthg later,
Eﬁ@gn writes that he found the menbers of ihe cﬁmmunity

#t111 mourning Hakam Z2bi's deagn .. Brden erected a tomp-
stone on higs fatheris grave-anﬂ delivered » $L0%F whileh was
Pudblishad latep under the title Te2ib Pitaam,3% The eulogy--~
a8 apre ﬁmﬁen'a other workg--1s Teplete with Sxprenslons of

L~rd of Hosts, ., ., | Very R2arly the faiss was loat
and severed until you aposs like a lion, g father in
Israel, ang returned the crown to 14s fncient zlops 40

The record of Zehi Ashikenazi's foum years in Amsterday
1s far feom Bplendid. Hakan gebi'; ministry wag brief angd

3?-'59-5&.1_1@_&&;, PP. 37 ana 47,

SSThia eulogy was Published in Altona 1n 1746 by Erden
in commemoration or the death of nig Son, also named Zebl,

395maan frequently quoted the Talmuate dictum
"13% yyoy AIR? yqagn

$.8. Mor u'kezitn, 17, Introduction)
and was wont 4o desceribe hlmsels 23 ' "R3p 13 *xIp"

}*Gxgg;_p__gm@ (Kolomea, 1886), p. 18p,
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quighed, Insulteq and isolated by the ban, wag foreea to flee
1n 1gnominy, However, Ultinately the kehillah wag destineq

o vindieate his memopy, The appointment of Hakam Zenyrg
BOn«in-lay Aryeh Leib ag ¢hief prabhy Bay be taken ag a token

Pemained in office uNtil his death fifteen Jears latep, He

the mosg Popular chier rabbis of Amsterdam, Known as 3454y
Amsterdammep* he achieveq Yenown in the Talmidic woplg, His
1ncumben¢y harked g period or errectivenaaa and prﬂduetivity
on the paprt of the rabbinate, The Teputation o the Ashkenazie
Congregation during this perieq Superseded that oy the
Portugueae, Saul'g Buccessor was hig Son Jacob Mogesg
Laewénstamm. On Jacon Moses* demise in 1815, hig Son~-in-law,
Samuel Bernatein, Was appointeq to the post of chief rabbi,

Hakam Zenq and his descendangy Were inaxtrieahly ilnked by
histopy and destiny With the kehillan of Amaberﬂam.
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