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CHAPTER I
H
BIOGRAPHY OF JUDAH LOB RAPOPORY

A deeper knowledge of Judalsm was unexpectedly aroused in a coun-
try which cultured Jews were accushbomed to despise.l Ag it was formerly
asked, what good can come out of Galllee, so it was said, what good can
some out of Galicia? Yet from this very place there came frultful seeds
which developed into healthy blossoms. But were we to penetrate beyond the
surface of things we would not be surprised at the fact that the flower of
sulture sprouted in the soil of Galioin, for Yalicia was not a"barren-place,
a desert"~-but the abode of Jewish learning for hundreds of years. And,
moreover, General oulture begen to manifest its influence at the end of
the 18th century. In 1772 the province of alicin was annexed to the Aus-
trian empire, which event afforded grest relief to the oppressed Jew, for
they were no longer subjugated to the whims and caprices‘of every Polish
nobleman, but were now ‘governed by the laws of the Austrian empire. 1In
addition to the material and political benefit aceruing from the amnexation,
the Jews received the benefit of the general culture, which emanated from
Germany and entered through the wihdowi a8 it were, into the Jewish schools
of learning. Joseph II bent all his effort and energy toward the propaga=
tion of culture. His aspirations were to combine the various oleménts of

his conglomerate empire into a unified whole, and he hoped to accomplishs

this by instilling into them the general oculture, so that they might possess

8 common tongue, a common goal. 8ince théir jargon was somewhat akin to
German, Emperor Joseph desired espesially to implant the roots of learning

xo
in the hearts of the Jews, who resided in his realm. Two causes prevonted

1. Graetz, Hist of the Jews, vol B. p. 60%
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him from carrying out his program. In the first place his reign was of

short duration and he himself at the end of his reign was compelled to

tear down many of the bulldings whioch he had erectsd on a weak foundation.

In the sesond place, he utilized unfortunete means to acocomplish his pur-
pose, since his goal was not s0 much to inculeate knowledge, bubt to influence
them to sever their connections with their faitho:}hs school houses were
usually places where atheism was rempent, the men who were selected to super-
vise were men who ridiculed religious matters. This étate of affairs did
not aid the spread of eulture but rather hindered it. Men who were loyal

to their religious convictions began to suspset the new oulbure, and those

gubjects which formerly were regarded as innocent and innocuous, were now
considered as pathways leading to the brink of agnostiocism and apostasy.
This ettempt of Joseph II to compel Jews to drink from the wells of general
learning consbtituted a great loss to the cultural development of Jewry, | i
for had he proceeded properly, hed he utilized the proper ageneies, his | | |
aim and goal would have been suceessful, for the times and conditions were
very favorsble for the gwowth of culture.

To stem the tids of culture which then swept through Galician

Jewry, therex arose a N T D an ultra orthodoxy which fought the new

culture tooth and nail. Iven thep-rrs,w began to regard with suspicion

secular studies, But no man can stop the onrushing floods of knowledge

and sducation. In the large cities the rumors and reports of the'rkwa. Mavi
enthralled the imagination and ocuptivated the mind of the youth. The rish
merchants also aided the movement by bringing back the new ideas which they
conbractbed on coming in comtact with the disciples of Mendelsohn. Thgge

seads of a new intellectual movement were sown, and hence it is not at all

surprising to see the flower of Jewish learning blooming on the soil of Gal icia.
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Tt was amidst such sonditions thet Judeh Lob Repoport was born.

He beheld the first rays of sunlight on June 1, 1790 in the city of Lemberg.

2 and Zunz® are of the opinion that Rapoport was desoended from a

(raetz
renowned Jewish famil?. & racoe of learned Rabbia, one of whose branches

had been transplanted from Italy to Poland. Bernfeld, however, maintains
that the family neme of Rapoport was a renowed one and avoked admiration,

but the immediate family of Judah Lob was not a respected ona.4 His

fether possessed the knowledge whish the goneral ruh of Jewish men possessed,
but was by no means a scholar. Nor was he extremely wealthy, bur haed suf-
fioient means to support his family in a comforteble fashion. Tiut when
Rapoport reached maturity and began to mingle among men, hﬁ>1§;tb;is wealth
in a bad business transaction, and he was Feduced to such a low state that
he was éompelled to become a tax eppraiser to earn a livellhood for his
femily. Thia position was detested by all Jews, since the person involved
was regarded ¢s an informer, as one aiding the government againsf his own
brethren. This very fact,namely, that he was compelled to become a tax
appraiser proves oconclusively that he was not descended from e renowned

family, nor was he a scholar, for were he distinguished either in family

relations or in knowledge, his fellow townsmen would have never permitted

him bo eurn his bread by such infamous means.

Nothing of great importance happened during the youth of Judah
L;b, M en esrly age he was admitted to the study of the Torah, and was
soon at home in its labyrinths, owing to his extraondinaryam@mory and penw
éﬁrating acuteness. When Rapoport reached the propér ege he went to the
Beth Eamidraah in one of the suburbs of Lemberg, and there he bégaﬁ to

interest and acquaint himself with events that were taking'place outside

2. Graetz, p. 810
3' vTo Shil", pQ 42
4. _To Shil‘ ‘R 4
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of the caﬁp of Israel. The ora was especlially ripe for the development of

an eugsr and serious youth. When Rapoport was about 15 years old he heard
the wondrous taleg relatgziéba Napoleon, of the new ideas whioh were then
swoeping through the world, some of which must huave surely stolen into the
YyTO T N L o The Jewish student had already heard of Lessing, the
saint of the Gentiles, of his relationship with the Jewish Soorates. They
fabled ebout Mendelsohn, and repeated the stories of his greatness, of
his oconversations with Frederick II, with whom he was very intimate. They
rend zealously his ~}/¥ 2 whioh enabled theﬁ o appfeciate pure Gorman and
which bred in them a desire for more of the Germen literature. Tgey devoured
from cover to cover all the works of Lessing and Sechiller. Despé&i the
fact that he was not fQVorably inclined towgrd the Jews, Sehiller wax mede
a speciafwzg%them by his exalted andvemotional st¥le, his flowery phrases,
A

whioh harmonized well with the temperament of the students, who loved a
flowery style and orﬁate phrages. This tendency was displayed to & marked
degree in one of Rapoport's works on the style of Schiller.

| We do not know, nor do we possess any authentic account of the
events bf his boyhood. There are meny legends, abbtempting to account for
the selentific spirit with Which JYdah was endowsd,, of‘his_extraordinary
skill as historian and eritic. The following beautiful legend was one of
the many ocurrent ones. When Rapoport was about 20 years old he had to
fhe in order to ovade the draft, but unfortunate.ly, or rather fortunately,
so the legend runs, he concealed himself in a smell village where a troop
of goldiers were stationed. By accident the ocaptein saw him one day, and as
soon as he oaught sight of him, he detected the genius latent in him. The
commander offered his servéces to implant in him a desire for Yrench liter-
ature. With the aid of the commander he resd Beyle and other French authors

and through the efforts of this army man there was aroused in Rapoport a
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desire for reaearch, a passion for investigation into the history of hié
own people,
JeWin e

This story whioh Jellinjypk took end embellished, and which wus
published a month after the death of Rapoport, was received by the publie
as an authentic story. Though there may be a grain of truth in it, the
greater part of it is merely o legend and a fabrication of the imagination.
There was no lew to the effect tha t all young men of a sertain age were |
compelled to enter the army. Fach community contributed & sertain fixed_‘
number, and usually a certain sum was donated in place of the reoruits.
Or they would select the waifs and the less capable, bul it is very &ubious
that a young man of promise, nay, rather of genius, would be selacted.
There is no need of fabricating tales, of resorting to legends to account
for Rapoport's zeal and sbility in the field of critiecsl research. Rapoe
port himself gives us the clue as fo when);:entered the paradise of wisdom
and ate of the tree of knowledge. In his eulogy over Krochmal he says, "Thirty
years have elapsed since I first met him and sew the splendor of his couﬁu
tenance. #s soon as I spoke to him, the spirit of understanding and knowe
ledge ocume over me and I was converted into another being‘."5 Rapoport
made it a prgotise, at least ohcé a month, to take a journey from Lemberg

AT kL

to Zolkiew, to visit the bold and at the:sameﬂtimid philosophiocel inguir=
" I

e

/gzﬂKrochmal, and to enter into intellectual conversation with him. This
intercourse with his gifted ydﬁﬁgbrriand~bédaﬁe such a negessity td Krochmal
that whenever he was engaged in a subjech of research, he sought out

Rapoport in Lemberg to reach clearness by an interchengesd of idems, Rapoport

needed only suggestion; he had inborn taste and love for Jewish history
— , X2 '

8 K. M. voliwe, P44
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and as he possessed both scholarship end keep perception, he made prolifie
discoveries. In the interchange of thought between mnstar and disciple,
they in company arrived at sk important results, and in the end they did not
know from whose mind they had emanated. It is therefore perplexing to know
exaotly which of the many results of their common investigations ere to be
asoribed to the master end which to the diseiple. These fruitful conver=-
‘sations betwaeﬁ Kroshmal and Rapoport marked the birth of science of Ju-
dajism on the historical side. But we must admit that the book of Beyle

had also a strong influence upon Rapoport. For desplte their combined dise
coveries, Kroochmal hed more liking for general and encyoclopaedles studies,

E while Rapoport)on the other hand, was more interested in minute, especially

in biogrephical research. This interest in the deteil and in the minutia

Repoport derived most likely from Beyle. In the introduction to
WD ‘;m th | 10 M-Thin he says "It is extremely necessary and important to com-
pute the years of every scholar wo know how long he lived."
Rapoport merried the daughter of 24 k22 the author
of the IWnr\ MX p . His father in law was not aware of the faot that
he was a ﬁ'avxx end when he was informed that his son-in~law was able
to speak French he laughed and said "I know that my son-in-law ofttimes
AL gives expression to foolish statements. I thought that he utters vain
things in one language only, but now he yill utter foolish things in French
also." Rapoport wrote comments to th%// HIv® *13¥  which marksd him as S
one well versed in the intricamcies of the lalmud. In his early manhood he
also wrote a treatise againstRabbi Jacob Orenstein, the author of 3pv: )
and he showed the sourcegfrom which Orenstein obtained his material.
Erter, the grest poet, took the material for his satires against Orenstein

from this treatise of Rapoport's.
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Rapoport was supported and sustained by his father until the
age of 27, and this afforded him ample time to indulge in.matters of the
intellect. Fortunately he was not ccmpelied to earn his bread by the sweat
of his brow, but he could utilize his time in beocoming well versed in in=
tellectun) fields, in conversing with Fsmac Erter, Samson Bloch, Judsh
Mi%gﬁ and other membérs of the literary circle in Lemberg.

In his early years Rapoport dabbled in poetry and attempted to
translate some of the poems of Schiller. Hés translations were of little
merit, for Rapoport was not endowed with poetioal feeling. In 1814 he
wrote a "description of the city of Paris and the Island of Elba", The
dwellers of the ghetto read it eagerly, for it #ggvery timely and desalt
with conditions and.situationﬂ transpiring at the very moment.

Gradually Rapoport forsook the delights of his youth, nemely
the works of light character as poetry, translations, ete, and began to

interest and busy himself in oritiocal research. We see the first frults

of his investigation in the long letter which he wrote to'ﬁgifto dissuade %i;aaﬁ%zf‘i
himérom Joining the Haaéidio g;;g. In this letter he deseribes graphically
ﬁEéboonditiona of his time:-uanu undoubtedly saw some of the reapescted
¢itizens who were gathered at“the home of your father=syou beheld their
hypoerisy- you saw how they plotted, how they took bribe. You saw that
this was not ﬁhe proper path leading to happiness -~ you sought a refuge,
and you thought you would find it in the harbor of Hassidism." |

In 1817, when his father lost all of his wealth, and was reduced
to poverty, Rapoport was thrown upon his wen resources. He became &
cashier for meat tax farmersy a very tiresome and tedious position. It
was doubly trying ln view of the fact that he was compelled to listen to

the angry mumblings end murmurings of those who were in supervision. In
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1827 he wrote to one of his friend56 "Behold I am a servant to many masters;
how wearisome the work is: I am compelled to listen to murmurings and
mutterings. But what distresses me mostly is the loss of time. You know
how precious time is in my eyes. During the dey I am busy with my work

end in the night I cannot sleep because of worry. Oh! all that I have
acquired will gradually sink into the sea of forgetfulness. 'Oh: when I

think of it, my bair stands on edge."

In addition to the trouble and enxiety, that of furnishing material
means for his family, Rapoportvineurred the hatred of the fanatics, of
those who detested the new culture. Rapoport undike his master Krochmal,
who kept his views under cover, bared the secrets of his heart to the
world and revealed the results of his investigations to the public, ofttimes
to the dismay and discomfiture of the ultre pious. He had moreover aroundl
the ire of Rabbl Orenstein by the critioism of his book  ajsi Av! ,
ns was stated above. It can be easily seen, therefore, that the works g
deeds of Rapoport and his circle were regarded as herétical and as undew-
mining the faithxand unity of the oommunity, that they were influencing
the youth to depart from the old paths snd travel dn the new.

One might in 1816 or 1817 a ban of excommwniocation was found
affixed to the gate of the synagogue. It was directed ageinst four men,
who were seid to teach heretioal‘viGWﬂ, viz, Rapoport, Efter. Natkes and
Pagtor. .The bon, which caused a great furore in the oity, read aé follows:
"Brethren, it has been known that of late the study of Gorman has spread
among the inhebitants of our city, and the responsibility oan be placed

at the door of 2 well known young men = Repoport end Natkes. Openly and

&. T, Shir . Pe 16
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unabashed they read the Bible in the trensletion of Mendelsohn. They als§
persuade men to study lenguages and‘sciences; therefore we decree that these
men shsall be excommunicated." The formal excommunication, customary in

olden deys bad been forbidden since the time of Emperor Joseph. Although
this matter was not the work of Rabbi Orenstein but of some unknown overe
zealoﬁs Hpssidim, the "intellectuels", believing thet this would be an

opportune moment to take revenge on those who had fought the intellectual

. , g
- movement, brought this affair before the authorities, maintainjdg thet Rabbi

Orenstein was responsible for the lewwel éxcommunioation¢ The Rabbi rew
plied that his hands were clean of the whole transection. But the"intell-
ectunls’ wpmn prevailed upon the Aystrian government to compel Rebbi Oren-
stein té meke a public declaration in his synegogue that he was not resbon—
sible for the affair. A certain young H'ofﬁ; » an employe in the
Austrien govermment was appointed to see that the public declaration was
carried outs Inasmuch s Robbi Orenstein oould not spesk Yerman, in which

language the law demanded that the declaration be made, he delivered his

- talk in é%giet tone to the interpreter, and the interpreter, in turn de-

liversd it to the public. The Nov v s the official selected to super=
vise the proceedings would interrupt the Rabbi to ory out "A 1ittle louder,
we cannot hear you“ The wh:iov» who were present engeyed themeelves
immensely at the e;penaa and honor of o Babbi in Isrmel. This ocourrence
was end will be an eternal reproach, an everlasting stain upon the name of
. U, d

the "intellectuals' of early ti;z;»

There is something to be said in favor of the enemies of Rapo~
port, for although he loved his people, his assoeciations with men of this

type rendered him a suspicious and obnoxious person in the eyes of the

more falithful.

et
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These ocourrenaes?ngvents did not stay the intéllectual develop-
ment of Rapoport. We have already seen the first budding out of his gen-
fus in the letter which he wrote to Bak, and which displayed his eoritical
acuteness and versatility in the Jewish flelds of learning. DBut his
ebility, however, displayed itself to a greater dégree in an article which
" he published in the "Bikkun He ittim" in 1824 under the title "an article
on the independent Jewish tribes of “rabis and Abyssinia." This work con=
tained a good deal of sclentific material end was regardedfizghly. This
l article was of such merit that Fugstpublished a German translation of it
in his journal ‘nampa in the yoar 1840 when research was at.giglheight of 453
glory. Despite the great value of this treatise of Rappport, he did nob
c¢linmb the heights to which he attained when he was sbout forty, which fact
is to be atbributed to the condition in which he found himself. HeHis
work consumed all of his time.and energy, leaving him but a few moments
for study end resesroh. In one of his letters, he complains very bitter-
1y, "My thoughts are scattered. You speﬁk of the trouble which befalls men
who éeek the truth, to hinder their progress, as if they were appointed ’
by Satan to defeat the effortsof those who would aéhievb'progress and
happiness for mankind."7 When he was in Prague he graphlcally deseribed
the painful path trodden by him and his peers in order to arrive gt the
tree of knowledge. It was diffieult to obtain eny sclentific book, most
difficult to obtain one in a Buropean language. The index of books pro-
hibited by public opinion was much more comprehensive tharn that of the

Popes
pogess If one thirsting for knowledge secretly procured such & book, it

7. K.H. vol 1 Po 83
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was scented oubt by the prying eyes of his relatives or friends, he was
implored to throw it aside, @ his friends 6n their own-responsibility.
confisoated the heretical work, so as to preserve the student from fanaf
tical persecuticn by the Chassidim. Even clear minded men wers doubtful
whether the study of profane sciences were not forbidden,
In 1828 Rapoport returned sgain to the delightsof his youth, amd
trensleted a work of Bacine's whioh he published in the Bikkure Heittim
under the title of ATIN » A o The work is not of
greet literary value, for, as it hds been stated above, the muse had not
endowed Rapoport with poetical powers. Bub in the introduetion he revesled
some of the result of his zealous investigation, end also displayed his
love and his admiration for his people. "po you not know," he wrote,
"that the existence of our people has bee; the miraecle of the eges. Those
nations who trusted in strength, in armies, have gone the way of all flesh,

bub our people, who sought refuge under the shadow of the wings of CGod,

heve survived them all, ete."

Graduslly Repoport ohenged from the  intellectual” who dabbled
in works of a light character as poetry, translations, ets, to the great
investigator of the annals of our people, to one of the builders of the

temple of wisdom of Israel. He was not en intellectual who suddenly

sprang up over night, but his contributions reveal a grest familiarity
and versstility in the lore of his people, the asquisition of which must
have extended over o lonk number of years. His feme begen to spreed

throughout the Jewish world. Many came to heer the wisdom uttered by

8. fH. vo1 6 p. 46
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hisg lips and wonderful things were predicted for him in the fubure. The
suholars and ﬁ&gﬁ# in Tsreel begen ta correspond with the cashier of the
mopt tax farmors, who vesided in the ghetbo of Lemberg. A1) dirfiouls
mabters wers brought to thie Polish segs, who in bizn works showed olenrly
that no sesret of Israsl®s wisdom snd literstuve was hidden from hime
Bopoport sehieved fave and abbracted the attention of the Jeww
: iah sobolars through the kkg blegraphies %,,thﬁ Hedisval %gaa wirich hw
published im the Pilkure Baibbtim Prom J82% until 18813 when Bapopoert began
him mrﬂ%ﬁvﬁ;ﬁﬁy in the fleld of biographicel research, | it wes as yob mu &

émm urkoucheds There are gome who meintein thet %unz was the Prat bo

plow the Field of mﬁgmyhm bub Sung himself :am&:m thet Bapoport proe
soded him”ﬁmi- MOPROver Mm*f:» Bopoport wos bebter mui@wﬁ bo do thimg
| The firat of the ﬁwma of biopraphienl). works on the pedisval
lad  ovwipl I
Jdowlsh Bogos was ﬁhaﬂ’%mo o J\_’j hin' whieh appmm& in the Eﬁiklmm '
| Hoittim of 1829. "This work possossns grest selentifie sad lterary
value®, Bornfeld seys, *It wust svoke the admﬁ,mﬁ Son of all to wee that
Eap@mm anme b0 the proper conglusions in all detalls. TH ig the mww
ﬁﬁmimblﬁz when we ave ewere of the fact theb Bapopord wes wnsble o
rend byabie taxte, nor d3d he have the use of manusevipbs wm;mh wore later
disoovered. Rapoport wes the firsht bo %&&% olaar ‘;tzigm-m Saadya¥s 1ife
smei avents aurmunéﬁmﬁ: ihe In the vory firet paragreph of bis work, Sapopert
xsampukw sorrootly the :maw of Emdm 8 mfe and slge ceme to the
correot sonclusfon ss to when ho Iived. 511 previous evitics and investi~
goators erred grisvouwsly in these detsils. IThere is no nesd to wmﬁmm Tilven

R

that this book orested such a sensation, for ell the signe sud merks of o

LW, 2
highly m*%iwl mim% aﬁ

SE e

S0
3 4% from vover 4o covers” Thig work gained

% Toldobh Shir, p. 82
10 T Bhir, p. 52 and 38, F-whEmEt-pT-36E
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for.Rappport Luzetto's friendship. The great poet wrote to Rapoport in
the following terms, "My spirit within me rejoiced that a man after my
heort arose in Israel; and from that day I yearned to correspond with you,

end to meke a covenant with yuu«"ll
Thyn
In the following year he published AHV1 JAT 329 miTha e

In his introduction to this work, Rapoport gave the purpose whioh actuated
him in writing it, viz, “to shub up the mouths of those who spesk infemous
words against the anoient rabbisn,whose wisdom consists in mooking and

ridiouling the true sagesf He directed his attack against Judah Mises,
o
who in his book,wwn Axfy expressed opinions derogatory to the sagesof
" says Bernfeld, 'was also

-~

Israel., "This treatise |n3 {723 7 41d
8 very imﬁortant piece of work, deapir%:th@ fact that Bapoport erred in

a number of details. It was of especial value because it attaolked Moses
Lendau who published the ”“]\wy?{.under a new name g anvw o Landsu
hed perpetrated unspeakeble and detestable things to this book. VRapoport
wrote against the book WA YD in strong terms, but he
did not attack Moses Landau pefscnally, who in reality deserved to be
rebuked, becsuse he had treated and handled the book Jin¥n as if it
were his own. Not only did Landau fail to give the neme of the author, bub
he corrupted purposely the text and f&llad it with érvoms Ag usual, Rapo-
port did not fuil in théﬁwork to spread the fame of Israel.uhen he attacked
Landau for eradioating the neme of the author; he rebﬁked him becaﬁse he
did not mention the great individugl S 330 and it is befitting fur
overy Israelite to ekéif; he saystﬁgézzgezther peoples. It will eohsﬁme

. : W
too much time and space to emfferate all the good qualities of this baek,

for that would require an entire book. In this book he touches on W very

11. I. Shadal p. 166
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important phases of the philological, historical and cultursl apsects of
our llterature, and practically esch paragraph conteins something worth
while, something that shows great research and great eritiesl qualities.
In it we see the vestness of his knowledge, of his acquaintance with all
the phases of Judaism, especially ipﬁexplanation of strange words in the
Talmud. The style is besutiful, simple, short and consise. With a few
phrases he reveals the treasures hidden in the literature of our peoplef He
This work, in addition to its great literary mefit, serves as
the sttorney in defense of Rapoport. There wers meny and are meny who
maintein that Repoport prided himself on two works which he never wrote.
They claim thet <gva 'v I¢  was never written, that the lst part of e
)be -]~)y ~ was composed in the latter years of his life and hence he
was merely prevaricating. ey
"But when we 1ook,ﬁ§nto thisf, Bernfela continu@s, “we can easily
see that Fapoport had practically all the materisl for thése éwo works, for
in this bﬁokfgteisubin of the graneries is full of substaﬁce, in every
1inevtheré can be found 2 profound remark and a sapge expression. JHad he
not boen compelled to enter the Rabbinate to earn a livelihood, he would bnve
" undoubtedly published +these two works. The blame cannot be placed at
his door, but must be attributed to those who hindered him from zealoué
study. 4nd furthermore, it appears that he only lacked the proper arrange-
ment, but he had the material either in writing or in his remarkeble memory.
We ﬁust carefully seek in other plaoes;‘we may not find them in their proper
place but he may>havé‘written it in oﬁher sections. Wé have guch an in-

adal

stance in s letter to iﬁﬂ in which he records the merit of T the
Alexandrian’Philo. He writes as follows: "Wust as the rabbi is not Jus-

tified in the rest of his arguments against .-rv' , as I have showm to gz

lla T. Shir p. 33
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greater length in 3yn vax ™« The yyj. 'vix was as yet not published.

He had undoubtedly the material either in writing or in his memory.%
A7
The SRR SENE Y B T S ng 133y 0T h)n published

in 1830 posseses great merit and displays the grest ability of Rapoport.
The work also gained Rapoport many emthusiastic friends and s good deal df
preise. In this wofk Rapoport erred in a mumber of details, but this does
not detract from the value of this biography.

In his next blographical work QThe Time and Plece of Eliezer

Kalir" Ropoport missed his mark emtirely. Repoport place: the time of
Kelir in the 10th century and the plece of his activity in Itely. In

his old age, after a great deal of disaussioﬁfﬁapoport admitted that he

erred in the time of Kalir, and placed the period in the 9th century. But

even then he was not correct in his econclusiens, ;A;'soholars'have proven,
Kelir did not live in Ibaly, but in Syrie. Not“gnly did he live prior to
Baadys, but even prior to Natronai Géon.l3 But despite the errors, bhe
work "the time and place of Eleazer Kalirﬂ is very valuable.

L]

In 1831 he merely added certain notes to his previous articles.
. Whylegip
In 1832 he published two more works 335> | Axa3ah 329 AT
“ .

he made the remark which astounded and hurt the feelings of the
ultra-orthodox, that most of the early Geonim knew very little €f the

Jorusalem Talmud..

These works oreated a great sensation throughout the Jewish wordd.

Never had anyone soquired susch great fame in such a short period of time
as Rapoport had. All had the feeling that a new period and a new era had
arisen in the cultural development of Esrael due to the effortsof Rapoport.

Through these works he received recognition in the scholarly world and

1%« Dor Chacham p. 22 £ 5 -f§~
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gained many onthusiasti® friends. Shadal wrote thet femous letter to him, ¢
"Thou art my brother and I thank thee, my father, end I exalt theee" Zunz
ends his book "Homilies of the Jews in Divine Worship" with the following
words ”It is ﬁot on admission on my part, but it must be evident to
anyone £hat I must thank and pay my respec-ts to Rapoport whose name I
have mentioned on 110different occasions in my books Notvonly am I
obligated to him for the help received from his works, but more so from
the letters which he has written me during the last three ye#ra.? Rebbi
Solomon Judah Rapoport at Lemberk, an offspring of a renowned family, has
acquired great fame ezmpecially through his works published in the Bikkure
HaTttim. They contain the life and the history of the greét sages in
Israel of the 10th and 11th eenturies. In his work he built a wonderful
eftifice on the field of research, for this man is endowed with great poweré
of research." bep T

Moses Lendeu forgave him for the artiele which he directéd against
and began to correspond with him. In 1835 Geiger wrote of him, “Rabopoft
dﬁélis:among}his own peéple in Lemberg. Were he not a Jew, he would becoms
a pré&essor'in one of the‘universities.“ Delitoh wrote of him, "The broad
and wide Hebrew litérature, with all of its hidden treasures;~the pdths of
that Wonderfui literature are known to Rapoport. His six works in the
Bikkure.HaItﬁim constitute a great medium for those who busy themselves

in Hebrew literature and desire to give their readers a true picture of

its influence

At the height of his glory Bapoport's oircumstances became
straitened. In a letter to Luzatto he complained bitterly over his con-
dition. "Behold," he wrote, "I.am a hired servent, a servent to many

iﬁ .
masters. And he inguired whether or not there wus any hopes of his

-
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beconing a teécher in the seminery over whiech Luzatto had been appointegf'
In 1832 the farming of the meat taxes fell into the hands of his enemies end
he was left without a source of income. His lot was a bitter one. In one

of his letters to Luzatto he wrote "The work from which I had earned a

16 and in another letter
&

he wrote, "You have already heard how the fountein of my sustenance dried

livelihood for my family these 15 years is gone."

up; for boys of no account have come and have taken over the business in
which I had & share and for which I was the cashier." Then he eddeavored
with the aid of Zunz to xms seoure 6 rebbinste in Berlin. TWe are stilli

in doubt whether 4unz endeavored to procure a position for him, bub perusing
the letters of Junz, it is evident thét he did strive to prosure o rabbinate
for Bapoport, but he failed, due most likely to the faot bhab Repoport

“wag not suffioientiy proficient in German. Rapqport alse attempted to
secure a rabbinate in Italy but hd was informedvthat a uniﬁersity diploma
woas raquired, and henoe hevwas inelligible for a rabbinate theré; He was

in dire straits as is evidenced by a letter of his, Vi do not know what to
do. I shall be compelled to go out into‘the‘streets’and beg. Oh! When

I think that I will be compelled to neglect my studies and sell myself
forever to material things.,"

But in the beginning of 1833 the intellectual Jews of Brody
established 2 bugsiness and made Rapoport its supefintendant, as we are
informed in a letter to Luzatto. "Four months ago I returned to my former
position. Formerly I was the cashier and did the work of 3 men, but at
the beginning of this year I joined & new group on the condition that my
work be reduced snd rendered easier. The rabbi of this ity and his son

(reforring to Orenstein) fought against me and tried to alienate those who

16. I Shir p. 229
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sponsorsed the new business, from me. They were instrumental in having
people abstain from buying our meat, causing a great financial loss. They
did the same thing two years go. They drove my former partners out of busi-
ness. What shall I say? - They have been quarmiling and dispubing with

me these 17 years, and they have not ceased to persecute me. I have never
done anything that would hurt their feelings, only in that my views are
different from theirs. During all these years I never saw them nor even
entored their home, but now when they assemblefto persecute me again, 1
entered their home. I asked them "what is my sin, QQQL;:;:;; that you per-

secube me?" They could not and did not answer. I was in sonversation with

them the whole day. Finally they were too humilisted to fight againat_mb
and 1 remeined at my old work."la In 1834 Rapoport hoped that he would be
relie&ed<of his work and would bg able to become a beacher in the seminary
of Joseph Perles., His hqpes wore never redlized.
7 In thosé days hé incurred the wrath and ire of the ultra=or-

= +thodox by a 1et£er which he’published in the first issue of the Twn U“lél
In this 1et£er he contrasted the method of the Babylonian school with
that of the Palestinian school. He correctly pointed out thet in meny
respects the Bebylonian school hed a bad influence on the spiritual'and
ﬁultura1'49velopment of Israel. Meny even weré“hhughtu hypooritioal:
lovers of casulstry. The acedemy of Pumbedithe was especielly the sinner
in this respect. The ‘YW~ of Pumbeditha was end is a well known phrase.
Thia letter, with its pungent reﬁarks, aroused o good deal of diéouséion
Qﬁd also emnity. This artiole of his was always recalled ﬁo him by his

enemiesa whenever they wished to harm him.

oy N
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In general we can say that he was not accorded respect and

honor by the men of his own city. Just a few intelleoctuals revered him.
But the rest regarded him as & heretic desplte the fame he had acquired.
In 1841 when h& was already ?fPrague oisbdzan he described his townsmen
as follows: Those who study the Talmud do not follow the instructions
thereofs They select only thd passages which reveal hatred against any
intellectunl. They cast behind them all statements of love towards men

!

! '
of intellecﬁ)and those who eall themselves Hassidim rule over them through
Tlattery and intimidation. Most of the rich men have made gold their

Gode Only in Brody have I seen rich men who were meek, but the reverse

is true of another city."ls

Degpite the fact that his lot was not a bad one, Rapoport longed
to free himselffrom his material worries and anxieties)and yearned to apend
the rest of his days as a teacher or as a Kgbbi, to be able to meditate
in the law of the Lord. His endegvors to secure the rabbinate at first
failed. But finally through the eddeavors of Joseph Perles he obtained
the rabbinate of Tarmgbol. His seleoﬁion cuused a great stir i? the Jewlsh
worlde At the time of Rapoport's appointment hven :?{11
SR#URE9daxthe rabbinate and he had served the congregation falthfully for
< 40 yoars, It had never been the custom in Israsl to remove a rabbil because

of old age, and in a cass of necessity, when one was needed to carry on the

rabbinical duties, an assoclate was selscted, but never was a rabbi deposed

18' KoHo Ve B P 42
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or retired., In this instence, aswel;)the majority of the members of the
congregation did not desire to perpetrate such sn unheard of orime, bubt
it was effected by the few leading men, those of great influence, who
undoubtedly reasoned that to bring a men of the caliber of Rapoport to
Tarngpoi, the c¢rime of removing an old rabbi was not great and hencd was
justified. They were aided in their endeavors by an official decree which
demanded that the new rabbi must be selected duriﬁg the lifetime of the old
rabbi. A proclamstion was issued for the first time in the history of
Galician Jewry, a practice imported from Germmny, to the effest that whoso~
ever wishes to assume the Fabbinical dutiesrin Tarnapol must submit his
desire and his oredentinls to the governmental officials. This proclaha-
tion was issued, most likely, to point out to the general public, that no
favoritism was displayed, that there wus no conspiracy in the whole pro=
codure, They did not, therefore, write to Rapoport, but waited until he,
of his own acoord, _woﬁld send inhis request. Rapoport dispatchéd g lotter
.kto the congregation in which he wrote as follows:

"In accordance w ith the proclamation of the government, I have
sent in my name as a candidate for the rabbinate in Tarnapol. I have not
done this out of pride, out of self-confidence and without knowing before-
hend the will of the leaders of this congregution. Heaven forbid that
I should act in such a menner, for I know that withoult the consent and good
will of the members of the scongregation, no rabbinate can aceomplish any-
thing. But since many of my friends have informed me that the men of‘the
eity of Tarnapol and sspecially the leading men are favorably inelined
towards me, that they had already written a letter of gresting to me to
ask me to assume the rubbiniocal duties mf at Tarnapol, which, however, was
not sent for some unknown reason; having been informed of all this I sent

in my epplication to the officials. My heart tells me that I mill be able




to discharge my duties faithfully and to the satisfaction of alle”

Vory few rabbis applied for the rabbinical position, e;ther out
of respect for the old rabbl, or besause they knew +that the leading men
desired Rapoport. Perles, the main instigator must have had the feeling
that the whole procedure was conducted improperly, for he determined not t
place Rap0port's request before the officiels until an epplication foom
another rabbl was received. Perles himself gave a version of the whole
affeir. He wrote, "It was well known that when Rapoport was informed by
some members of our_OOngregation of the opening in our congregation, he

‘sent a letter to me. But I informed him that I was silent with regard to
the rebinnieal positiom. When he sent in his appliéation to one of his
friends, I took it and hid it. I determinedto place his applieation be-
fore the examiners only in case there were other applications. When I was
informed that the examiners had received an application from another rabbi,
I placed Rapoport's letter before them." Rapoport was finally selected,
obtaining Eg out of 36 votes.

But his appointment was met with great opposition and uproar,

“.-not only by a few but by the majority of the people. Goldberg, the

editor of the KerenyHemed, who was an intimate friend of Rapoporﬁ, wrote
as follows: "The lovers of strife and hatred and the haters of truth
began to 1if§;up their voices and to earry evil reports about thig great
man., At first they thought they would obbain money from him. They fabri-
cated lies and forgeries and placed them on the walls of the houses of the
oity. They threatened with excommunication all those who would go out

to weloome the newly elected rabbi. Then that‘great prince in Israel
arose and announced publicly that he rejoided to see a shepherd of the

type of Rapoport in his community. This statement by Perles infuriated
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the rebellious group and they began to send letters of hate to the oities
near by and far away. They went to the extent of sending unsigned letters
to Lemberg, to frighten Rapoport into not coming bo Tarnﬁbol. But all

of theme efforts were met with utter failurs.”

This view 1s merely one aspect of the affair. Unbissed persons

ntid)/

Lﬁig;aboésthat not only were the rifraff and the lowly opposed to him, but

sven men of great learning and importance were ubtterly dissatisfied with
his selection. It is true thet bhe tumult and terror whioh olracterisegl”
Rapoport's stay in Tarnopol was carried on by a few worthless and ignorant
men, but if the majority had not been in sympathy with them, they would
not have been able to oarry on thelr activities to such an extent. There
are some who maintaln that Krochmal, anticipating the trouble which would
befall his pupil, advised him to desist from assuming his duties, and when
Rapoport declined to do so, the ties of friendship were broken between the
two men. This is not corroborated by a lebter sent to Rapoport by his
teacher. We read as follows: "You know my present unbearsble condition.,.
Words ocannot express my jdy on hearing of your new position even tho, mkm.

the path is difficult and is among stones of pestilence; know that the goal

T

W
is beautiful and that the rewardqcommensurate with the effowts. Verily

you are the "men for the job," fitted for it from the day you were born.
Tha principal thing is to have courage and not to bhe dismayed boo easily.
Do not pay attention to the small foxes who are always ready to destroy
every beautiful vineyard. There are only two or three who are ﬁnrmnring
ageinst you. A good proof of -this ean be found in the fact thet all the
lotters which have reached here are unsigned, and their contents show

that they emenate from one source. As to your request that sk I accompany

~ you to Praguez I would be only too glad to do so, but the weather is too

B RIS
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gevere and moreover the anniversary of the death of my father will prevent

my doing so. I may be able to go down to Saltschub to greet you, ete."

%@4“'
This letter shows elearly that Krochmal did not oppose, bub rather encouraged///f

a ﬁ ) } f 4 ot ,s"fi% o
Rapoport to enter upon his dutiGS} ﬂw@%,fjﬁé@ﬁzﬁE“&évﬁkgﬁﬁ”fﬁwiAE%ﬁﬁﬁ

The tumult and the great opoosition did not deter Raéonrt ’
from coming to Tarnopol. On the 10th day of Hal 1838 Perles went
to Lemberg to accompany his friend to Tarnopols On the 15th day of »*C he
was wolcomed into the oity amid great festivities. Thexz sermon which he
delivered the following day mede a remerkeble impression on those who were
unbiased and were willing to listen. In it he gave detaik ‘of his life,
of his struggles and ekso hejﬁigresaed his desire to cooperate with the
various groups of his community. He would have suecceeded in allaying the
fears of the members of his congregation, he would have sucoeeded in ine
gratiating himself wkkk into the good graces of his community, had he been
given the opportunity to do so, and had not the opposition been so seﬁere.
for he was of a very sociable temperament and had a good fund of genial
humore Rapopprt believed at first that the alarm and nolse raised against
hin were of a temporary nature, and he hoped that in time he would be able
to remove all causes for suspicion and harmonize the various factions.

But ﬁ% was sadly disillusioned. The flames of the confliot rose higher
and highe?n%y the summer of 1858, they became an all-consuming fire. Con-
tinuing their tactics which they pursued previous to his entrance to thi;
eity, the men of the opposition prppegated documents of insult and slander
against Rapoport throughout the ocity. Goldberg in his Journal Kerem Hemed
made light of the tactics, saying thet the doocuments were thrown into the

19
fire,  but from a number of letters to his friends, we can see that Rapoport
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did not consider them so lightly but was, on the obher.haydy

érea'b ly
alarmed by them.

The fury against him was espeeially aggrsvated by an unfortunate
incident. His enemies were wont to assemble in two synagogues, where they
would %fvyge means of aggravating and putting Rapoport to shame. Some
of Rapoport's friends reported this fact to fhe authorities, and through
a decree of the gowernment, these two synagogues were shut down. This
incident coupled with the fact that Rapoport made his headquarters in the

gaTen A2 of the old Rabbi, raised the fury of his enemies to a higher
pitch. They begap to pursue more agfressive tacties. Placards were placed
on the synagogue with the inseription "Thou shalt utterly loath him". Some
othera pranks were perpetrated upon him in order to disgrace him in the
eyes of the public. One Friday evening e —r:.o n threw an unclean fish
into hﬁg kitohen and then spread the rumor that the Rabbi was partaking

of unclean food.20 On the morrow, when the rabbl was summoned to make

the bleksinga over the seriptural portion he was astoundéd to see that

the fringes of his 5 ¢ were removed, perpetrated by some worthless
rasocal, and then soms of the spectators began to hiss and ery out ,"Don't
pay so'muqh éttention to the fringes, but pay more attention to thé unclean
fish eaten in your house.” On one Shabuoth night the Rabbi, in accordance
with the custom in Judaism, was reciting the liturgical portions of the
festivals In order to keep some of the other men awake, he asked the cantor
to sing a new song. The cantor, proud of his voice, began to sing louder
and louder, and finally attracted the attention of a chassid, who went to

the members of his group and informed them that the Rabbi was making merry

20. KurlBnder, S.L, Bapoport, p. 26
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and was conducting himself in a rather light and joyous manner. Thezi
gstoned Rapoport's home and;were it not for the inbervention of the police
he would have suffered bodily injury.21

Desiring to put an end once for all to the slanders, the advo-
eatésof Rapoport succeeded in having the government prosecute the person
who Ezgfe the libel. The slanderer was found guilty and the penalty of
flogging Wasmiﬁ;;éed upon hime. The keen antagonism towards the rabbi was
displayed in the fact that the person found gullty submitted gladly to the
floggling and the other members of the group who were imprlsoned, regarded
themselves as martyrs for a holy cause. Matters were becoming very grave.
The Fall Holydays were approsching~--the two synagogues were as yet closed
and the multitude was‘ggzﬁgggg.more and more against the present incumbent.
Rapoport saw that something must be done to miiwsxy allay the wrath of the
opposition. He.summoned his partisens, suggesting to them that they re-
quest the authorities to reopen the synagogues. Some of the exfremists
maintained that the battle should be fought to the bitter end, and that no
compromise should be effected, but the majo}ity conoarred with their
spiritual leader. They prevailed upon the chief of police to grant them
permission to reopen the closed synagogues and to reldase the primoners.
But the chief of police informed the public that it wes against his own
wishes, but only through the plea of their rabbi that he sanctioned the
reopwening of their houses of worship. The storm abated somewhat but not
to a great extent. |

The objection to Rapoport was based on mistrust, on the wvague
feeling that hb wns insinedre. From the answdr of Perles to one of the

more influential members of the opposition, we can see some of the charges

which they leveled ageinst the Rabbi. The charge was made that Rapoport's

H
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table was covered with all sorts of food and dainties on the ninth day

of Gb. Anqther acocusation was that the members of his household accepted
tickets for the ihxms theatre, and that they promenaded and ate in the
Jesuit gardens. The charge was also levelled that he uttered words un~-
becoming a rabbiozz Absurd stories as these were believed not only by the
rifraff but even by men of culture and of understanding. @1l these charges
emanated, as stated above, from the feeling that he was not sincere in his
religious conviobions, that his piety was merely a contrivance to delude
the pubiiég The statement was mede that he should have been & rabbi in
Germeny, but not in Galicia.

Despite his efforts towards a reconciliation, Rapoport found
himself again in trouble. Bo great was the opvosition to him that all
those wh§ had thelr preseription filled at the apothecary of Michael

Porles son of Joseph Perles, were banned. The T :4n,rn refused to olr=

cumcise the ohildren of those who sympathized with Rapoport.

Clearly aware of the situation,of the attitude towards him,
Rapoport determined to depart as quickly as possible from this "accursed
valley". Fortunately, the community of Pragus was at‘this time looking
for one, of high intellectual attainment and of great renown to assume
‘the position of ELNIE a¥ . Hearing of this opening, Rapoport
wrote to one of his most intimate friends, a wvery influential member in

the community of Prague, and requested him to use his influence in having

him selected. Rosenthal bent all of his efforts and energles in fulfilling
the request of his friend. But there wus a grest obstacle which thresatened

to hinder Rapoport from abtainingAhis goal, viz, his relationship with

Moses Landau. Moses Landeu was the leading Jewish oitizen, and it practically
devdlved upon him to select the candldate for the pdsitiqn of |1 oo 23X !
The question was would Landau recommend ome whohad bitterly attacked him

yeors ago? Would he bear the grudge or would he be magnanimousf enough to

overlook this antegonism? It ie quite true that peace, on the surface,

22y T, WHLT pe 88 T ‘ - R
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et least, had been effected between the two meﬁ. Rapoport wrote in 1833
to Luz-autto, ﬂTwo scholars of Prague have sent me their books-~the neme of
the second is‘Moses Landau the auvthor of }IW 4 154vv , who has sent
me the Pentateuch with German trenslations snd new commentaries. He sent
me & letter of greetings despite the fact ﬁhat I hurt his pride - I
sincerely regret for having attacked him.'.’25 In another letter to Luzzatto
he wrote, "Moses Lendau has often written me that he has eradicmted all

%/ ?Xﬁ?ﬁgﬁi of hatred."% | |

Bubt it is very doubtful whether Moses Landau forgot the deed of

Repoport. The fact thet he corresponded with Bapoport snd sent him letters
At
of greeting was magé)likely prompted by business motives. He desired to

obta~in the good will of this great critic to sssure himself that Rapoport

wonld not injure his busines s by attecking hny of his publications. It

is very doubtful whether Moses Landeu forgﬁ% his hatred and antagonism,

for his whole attitude elesrly shows that he gonsented to the selection

of the Rebbi of Tornopol, but half=-heartedly as if he were compelled to

do s .vaﬁat Moses Landau still harbored & grudge can be seen in a ]etter
NN

sent by a group of men who advoocnted the selection of Ahh Y an

to-him. They wrote, “With regardgfto Abpa¥ 20 Wwe have noted as

u25 f

you have advised us In another letter they wrote,

relying on you to secure the rabbinate for him. Will you spread éood report

about him? Rapoport is boasting and says, '!_will be the person to be

Lending an ear to these statements, Lendau wrote to Goldenberg a letter
wherein he displeyed his displeasure with the rabbi of Tarnopol. Heering

of this, Papoport wrote a letter to Moses Landau, wherein he stated he was

28, . Shir, p. 28
24, I Shir p. 106
26, T Bhir, Pe 8 92
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selected'." They also recalled the former injustice done to him by Rapoport ..
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astoundéd to hear thet Moses Landeu wes displeased with him. He saw no rea-
son whetsoever for the recrudescende of this hatred. He had always believed

that a;??uge”had been concluded.

But Moses Landau was $till not appeased. He could not very well,
after his first 1etterfeome out in open battle, but he sttempted through
all possible means to deprive Rapoport of the rabbinate of Prague. There
was o iﬁg‘thut a rabbl must be e university graduste, must possess a dip-
loma and Rapoport could surely not fulfill those requirements. The govern-
ment eould and would have overleoked this faoct, but Moses Landau seemed
to be always emphasizing this deficiency of Rapoport 's, The leaders of
the Prague congregation, most likely on the instigation of Moses Landaqj
insisted on investigating into his previous record. Lebters were sent to
two raﬁbis. enemies of Rapoport, anqéas was expected, the repliss were
unfavorable. For a little whilk th; hopes of Rapoport were very forlorn.
But after a brief perioed of disappointment, he renewed his efforts in
obtaining the rabbinate at Prague. At the request of Rapoport, Rosenthel
';;;;‘a“;éoond letter to Moses Landau, requesting him to deal kindly with
his friend and to use his influence in having the government forego the
clouse which demended a diploma. All sorts of pressure were brought to
bear upon Moses Landau to influence him to select Rapoport. Goldenberg,
the editor of the [Kererr %wa*J;&Nﬁehael Sachs sew Moses Landeu personally
and spoke to him about the selection. PFinally after great pressure,
Rapoport was elected by the members of the community, but the govermment
had not given its sanction. The authorities wanted to know the causes uns
derlying the hatred against Rapoport. Whele the government was conducting
its investigation, the lot of Rapobort became almost unbearable . ILuzatto
had seversed comnecotions because of a little matterxzs. Kroohmal, his
master had also broken the bonds of friendship, the reason for which we

do not know. A number of individuals slandered and meligned Rapoport to

)
Moses Spf'er in order to have him object to the appointment. But Moses Sofey

26, T?had?l p. 615
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)the grott advocate of Jewish learning did not lend an ear to these attacks,
but he, on the other hand, praised and defended him. A certain impetuous
young men wrote a vioulent sttack sgainst Rapoport in order to influence the
congregetion of Prague to retract from this decision to heve the famous
biographer as their Rebbi. In it heJ%%ealled the letter published im the
Kerem Hemed wherein Rapoport had asserted that in many respects the Babyl-
onian Talmud was inferibr to the Palestinian Talmud. This young men, Ro-
senthal by name, was ejected from the cily. Rapoport's answer to this
virulent sttack was not one befitting his dignity. In reply to the attack,
he described the slanderer as a passiocnate youbh, one who wishes to atract
the attention of the young maidens by his stabements., Such an answdr does
not become e Rabbi in Isrsel, but when we consider the state of affeirs in
which he found himself, we can excuse this undignified and puerile reply
to the attack. |

Before he was informed of his selection, another great sorrow
befell the Rebbi of Tarnopol. His friend Pefles, who hed been his protecty
throughout the trying days in Tarnopol, died, and some attributed his
untimely death to the great tumult which raged in the city against his
friend. Rapoport was left without friend or edvoecate. Fortunately for

him, the govermment finally confirmed his appointment. On the 1Bth of Cav

1840, Rapoport was informed that he was ohosen as I+ A2 axX g,
N : <
end not as ‘”T @ a2 N which meant thet he would not be given a

fixed salery by his congregation, but would be ;upporﬁed by the more wealw

thier members of his commmity. They gave him 500 florins e year and his
living expenses. Finally he was released from the "oursed valley" of

Tarnopol. Although these were meny in Pregue who opﬁosed him, the oppo-

sition did not assume the proportions it did in Tarnopol. On the l4th

day of Temmuz he left for Lemberg to recuperate before teking up his duties

in Prague.
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His literary works in Tarnopol were not of great merit and value.
They did not epproximete the works he published during his stay in Lemberg.
The tuwhultuous state, the murmuring and rumbling of the mob, stopped the
wells of his inspiration, During his entire sojourn at Tarnopol, he did

not publish one work of great merit. His entire time was spent in disputa-

" 4

tions with those who called themselves " 1 'X i\ These men were the

editors of the jourmal “7¥i~n' , and their polioy was not constructive

Cvte fpnepor

to spread culture, buﬁ/on the ether-handy destructive, to reveal the fal-

A

lacies snd errors of the scholars of Israel. Repoport 's works were special
merks of their darts of criticism. Not only did they direct their attack
against his works but ageinst him personelly. They constitut&d‘fhe group
of men who attempted to persusde Moses Landeu to reject Rapdport and seleot
;A),T,-}] N ¥*2.) « Rapoport spent.his time in refuting the charges
of these men,‘ and it must be edmitted he was justified in his refutations.
On & number of occasions Rapoport overstepped the bounds of gentlemanliness,
he ofttimes became too bitter in his denunciations. But this must b;‘ﬁfuﬂ
tributed to the woeful state in whichkéh was situated. Bulas soon as he
was informed of his selection, the wells of inspiration surged up again.t
It was the old Rapoport resurrected. In 1840 he publishéd an article on
“the Chazers, on the lost ten tribes end the Keraites, He refuted=tﬁeﬂ 
claims of the Karaites in which many of the.sages‘of Israel believed;
that the Chazars were converted to Karaitism. In this article he threw

iight on meny other matters. The scholars begsn to sing egain his praisesw"‘qsw

This article regained for him the lost friendship of Luzatto. g

B R Ao 27« 1. Shadal p. 731 -
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Rapoport left Tarnopol for his native city lemberg, there to
regein his strength to enable him to fulfill properly his rabinniesl du=
ties at Prague. Moses lLandau still displayed his antegonism by only sending
him 300 florins, an insufficient sum for his journey. But before he de-
parted from his homeland, Krochmal, with whom he had renewed friendship,
passed eway. In the eulogy over his master, Rapoport told of his daily
Journeys to the eity of his teacher, of their sonversations, and he also
stated that he was not responsible for the eétrangement which took plece
between Erochmal and himself. 28

The reception which Rapoport received in Prague waes very elab=-
orabe, and by far more cordisl then the one he roceived on his entrance into
Tarnopol. His majestic appearance, his powerful physique impressed all
the spectators. His sermon on the following Sabbath maede e profound ime

Vel N & Kk -
pression upon the auditors. YellinitM, who wes among the audience and

who was then just about 19 years old,\%glls us of the prpfound impression
his sermon made, There was a lalmudic tholar who put verious questions
to him, to test his Talmudie knowledge. Rapoport answered the queytions
put to him humbly and satisfactorily, thereby geining the respect and ad-

miration of all. The people in Prague were not interested so much in his

preaching but in his policies. They were eager to know whether he would be

influenced by the new trend of thought and initiate reforms or would he

abide by the old. He allayed all suspicions by pursuing the poliey of re-
taining the old. Déspite his great researches, Rapoport was not regarded;
with the exception of a few 1'% >V , by the people of Prague as &
great scholar. It was characteristic of the community of Progue to believe
that all its members were cultured. But in the latter years of his life,
Rapoport was finally recognized as a great scholar in Prague, and he was

given the title of e N N R 1 § + Though thepwere still some

280 K.H. VOl 6o
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who were diséatiafied with him, Rapoport spent the rest of his days happily

in Prague. In 1847 the government permitted the congregation to pay their

rabbi a fixed salary of 600 florins a year.

Rapoport's coming to Prague mey have insured his meterial happi-
ness but it marked the period of decline in his cultural life. In his

eulogy over Rapoport, Steinschneider mekes the statement that Prague was

the burial ground of the literary activity of Rapoport.29 We may not
concur with Steinschneider entirely, bub we must edmit that, as far as
his cultural life is oonézgaed, it i¢ on the downwerd path, Many reasons
can be glven to account for this sad.fact. His activity in the congrega-
tion prevented him from producing works of monumental worth. In a letter
to Imzatto he informed him that he had been sadly disillusioned. He had
hoped that the Rpbbinate would hese givep him time and leisure to do re-
search, bubt to his great disappointment, he had discovered that all of
his spare moments were taken up with congregationsl matters.so In addi-
tion to this fact, people teok advantage of his socisble disposition.
They came to his abode, to obtain advice or to discuss subjects of a cul-
tural nature. He wouid listen patiently'to all of the new~fangled idesas
and news of the young men. All of this eonsumed the precious moments which
he desired to spend in digging up the treaswres of the past. His wife
attempted to help him by turning eway visitors or by seeing to it that

the visits were not too long of duration. But she died in 1843, leaving

him a prey to visitors. The nobility of Rapoport is displayed when he

29, T. Shir p. 106
30. I. Shir. ps 216
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turned dovm a proposal to marry a young widow. He answered that he, an
old man, did not wish to meke the life of a young woman miserable. The
yeurs ellotted to him are but few, why should he leave her again a widow,
miserable, wretched, etc. | | ’

When we compare the works of Rapoport from 1828}41838 é§;)184o
with those following 1840, we can see the great difference between them.
The first are born of a great intelleot, original, striking, scientifio,
while the latter reveal merely zealous stﬁdy, but no originality.

One of the first literary works coming from the pen of Rapo-
port during his life in Prague was his treatise disproving certain views
and statements of  npn 3Y *aa 1 ;L&AQ (ﬁ%»gvb; had
published a treatise >V P AYAYN  vp i w in which he tducﬁed
on many phases of the history of our sages. In it he also attacked Rapo-
port and Zunz very bitterly. In answering, Rapoport made no reference to
gﬁﬁ;g personally, but revealed meny of the fallacies to be found in his .
work. In the article Rapoport discussed the relation of the Palestinian
rebbis with the Babylonian Telmud and proved conclusively that the Pales-
tinian Rabbis were not well disposed toward the Babylonien falmud. Amnother
article of some value was his artiocle concerning his dispute with Jost
regarding the time and motivity of Rebbi Judah Hanasi. Rapoport's views
as to the time and activity of Judah Hanesi have been proven to be correct
by modern scholarse |

A literary work of great merit, and which deserves to be

placed in the first period of his life is his introduction to the

7)’7)’7] AAVIEIHY oﬁ It )7?5?‘ 27
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This could be used to good advantage by those who investigate the cul-
4 N :

tural development of our people in verious lands. #n introduction by

Rapoport to the ~ ¥ 'JipTp T'I1X» 5)21va was published in 1848.

In it he engaged in a virulent avtack ageinst the Reform wing of Jewry.
"ﬂw%b AnoLh”

In 1848 theyirustae » by Repoport was published, an open

letter to the conference convening at Frankfort. He attempted to dissuade
them from travelling on the new path of reform. Although containing some
valuable notes and suggestions and remarks, the boﬁk as & whole faells be-
low the standard. He engaged too much_in irony and not enough in argumente.
In 1862 Rapoport finally published the first volume of his
':LQ"\‘Hv 7-)y" which whexsxell of Isrsel had been eagerly looking forward to, and
which men like Furst said would never appeer. luzatto wrote a poem in
ccmmqgaration of this gre:t occasion. Despite the great encycloped%ﬁb
knowledge revealed in the work, it was very disappoinfjing and displayed
signs of servi&ig}. Had Repoport directed his energies to this work during

his youth, when his strength and genius were not sapped by congregational

natters, heo might have contributed a very valuable encyclopedia to Judaism.

On the 19th day of ’;-a. 1860, Rapoport celbbrated his T7Oth
birthday., The Jews of Prague, on that occasion payed homage to their teas
cher and leader. Letters of felicitation and congratulations were sent
from the Breslau seminary, London, Venice and from all parts of the world.
411 of the Hebrew periodicels paid due attention to this occasion.

His literary notivity did not cease even after he had attained
the "thréé séore and ten". Hb‘wrote the Un‘?)m qixt’whioh was published
in %“Tln' NhpJ aftef his é&ath. In the 11y1»a X he attacked the
views of Jeiger as expressed in his "Urosohmift" and deolared thet they
were heretical and destructive., In the latter years of his life he wrote

sl gy 2 +" & defense of Zecharias Frankel against the denuncistion




of Samson Raphael Hirsch. Rapoport spent the latter years of his life in
a continual battle with the %}tremists, with the ultra orthedox and

“f% with the Reform. . |

| Rapoport died on the 19th day of Tishri, 1868, The wholg-!;: oity
of Prague mourned its great loss. All of the Jews paid their last re-
spects to the renowned investigstor and oritice Eulogies were gilven in

: warious parts of the world. FRven Geiger, whom Rapoport had attacked, lauded

and praised this enemy of Reform.
'.f Rapoport with his broad shoulders and powerful physique was

ng imposing appearance. Bernfeld writes of him "When he walked through the

e

'"ﬁtfeets he had the appesarance of a men of God. I can see him wrapped in
“his 4h’5 § wearing a turban, dressed in his best clothes, walking from
the synagogue to his home. Rapoport was one of the pupils of Aaron, lave

ing perce and bringing men closer to the Torah."
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CHAPTER TI
RAPOPORT'S ATTITUDE TOWARDS ORTHODOXY

Throughout the entire course of his 1ife, Repoport found hime
self in a peculiar condition,.in the same state of affairs in which Spencer
was situated. When the question of the value of Spencer's research in the
field of biology was put to biolgoists they replied that hls work in this
realm was of little importance but his philosophic dissertations were mone
umental. When the philosophers were asked about his merit in metaphysiss
they replied that his books in éhilosophy were of no wvalue whatsoever, but
his strength lay in biology. The same was applicable to Rapoport. The
ultra~orthodox regarded him as a Reformer, and on the other hand, the Reform
wing regarded his acts and tendencies am those of one belonging to the
Ofthodox camp. Butb Rapoport cannot be claxsified as Orthdox or Reform.

He was a Jow belonging to the Zeoharish Frank%& olassification, traveling
always the middle road. His whole life was a battle against the two ex-
tremes-~ulbra orthodoxy on the one hand and radical reform on the other.
His son stated well the course of his life. He wrote ﬁW&ll you not see in
these two letters (referring to AYIN N MPN 90T )

that there was no change in the views of my father, blessed be his memory,
during his whole-lifetime. The same spirit that animated him in his yo;th
animated him in his old age.r One thread runs through all of his letters, .
resenrches and sermons, namely, the love of truth; with the flag of truth

ook
he fought against the indifferent (referring to theva'ul'l:ra\--t.)rtltloc'lcn‘:)3'l who
say that nothing matters, and with the banner of truth he thundered against
those who deemed themselves wise who said 'There is no Torah', Agaihst

theée two extremes my father fought with all his heart and with all his soul.”

ot -4
34. Nachalath Yehuda pe TIK

**k Note: I cannot understand the reason for designating the ultra-
orthodox as indifferent. ' '
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Rapoport's attitude towards orthodoxy is very well disclosed

in the controversy he had with Lyzatto. One must admit, no matter what
one's feelings may be in the whole discussion that the disputex revolved
itself around the question which was then confronting the Jewish world, viz,
Orthodoxy asiéﬁposed to Reform.

Before going into the dispute, en account of the relationship .
between Rapoport and Luzatto would be in place. In 1829 when Luzatto be-
came eware of the remmrkeble acumen and profound eritieal abllity of Rapo-
portl,d.isplayed in the 2o A JLE S S W VG S e TR _,\,~TL,m“
he ionged to make his acquaintance and wrote a letter to that efféct to
Rapoport¢55 Répoport was overjoyed to hear that a scholar of the fame of
Luzatto should seek his friendship. Despite the différences in temperament,
despite the differences in religious nieﬁs, despite the intolerant nature
of ILmzatto their friendship continued until 1839. When one reads the let-
ters which they exchanged with-such.obher, one xwsd must admire the pa-
tience of Xepoport during these ten ysars. A person of less patience would
have severed oconnections, bub Rapoport overlooked the insults heaped upon
him by his friend for the sake of peace. In the swmmer of 1839 when the

4th volume of Kerem Hemed waes published the break occurred. LThere appeared

-in the Kerem Hemed a poem composed by Luzatto in commemoration of the se-

lection of Rapoport as Babbi of Tarnopol, and also some remarks by Rapoport
to an article written by Luzatto. This enkindled the wrath of Luzatto tnd

on the first of Iyar he sent a letter, wherein he announced the severing

of the ties of friendship. In it he upbraided Rapoport for having published
his poem without his consent, and for commenting on his artiecle without

firgt submitting his ocomments to him.56 But unbiased investigetion will
olearly show that Luzatto did grant Raboport permission to publish the poen.37

Then Lyzabto went literally on a rampaga} he knew no bounds. He began to

¥5. 1. ohedal p. 165
36, »¥, Skix Shadal p. 615
37. T. Shir p. 62
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write letters to his friends denouncing Rapoport and characterized the

58 His whole conduct was disgraceful and un-

works of Rapoport as lies.
becoming, especially when we recall the faotvthat Rapoport was then sur-
rounded on all sides by trouble end tribulation. But after reading Rapo-
port's article on theéchazars and the Karaites: Luzatto in 1851 renewed
his friendship and apologized for his conduct.

The first dispute which arose in the very early days of their
friendship and which displayed the differences in their religious views,
was over Rapoport's relationship to Jost - Luzatto rehuked Rapoport for
continuing his associations with an individual who did not believe in the
divine origin of the Bible, nor in the divine inspiration of the prophets.
He wrote in one of his letters, 'I hate and detest Jost. I sincerely be-
Jieve there is no one so despioaﬁle.as one who overthrows the fundamentals
of faith, without which men would annihilate each other. Bhall I consider
that person, who writes the history of our peopls, from the tiﬁe of its
Exodus %o the Hesmonean period, to prove that fhe Lorah 1s a colleoction of
manuseripts written at various stages, and of times contradicting each
other--shall I rogard that person as a friend of my people? For whofe bene-
fit smét did he publish these volumes? Was it not to point out to the
Gentiles that he is forsalking the faith of his fathers? Is such a men &
soeker efter truth? No, my friend, no, neither the love of truth nor ‘the
love of Israel is in the heart of that man, I can see that he is a man
of unclean lips, and therefore I detest him. When I see such an indi-

- vidual engaged in apologetics for his peoples I say unto him "toke the good
that you intend to bestow and throwwét gway:ﬂfor the injury d;ne by hin is
greater then sny good that he could p;;;;;;r‘ The enemies of lsrael only

aided in strengthening the bond of Isramel but the traitors and agnostics

38/ 9’" Shadal p. 644
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were responsible for the great deflections from the ;:;;;;of Israel.
Such an individual is Jost. I will detest him."39

Rapoport who was more liberal in his tendencies replied that
he could see no reason whatsovever in breaking off relationship with
Jost, who was a profound scholar and who fought for the welfare of Is
raele He, like Rabbi Meir of old, would eat the food, the better part
of what Jost had to offer, and would throw away %he kernel, and he hoped
that even the kernel would become palateble in time. He could see no reason
for the quarrel. All scholars have one goal after all, even thqugh each
may select a different peth to athain it.40

Luzatto was aroused to a great frenzy by this "1iberal” reply.
Ho wrote "Woe unto me that you selegfmgqusympathize with»the enemy. Wore
you tov weigh him on the balances, he would descend extremely low, and
Semuel David Luzatto would ascend very high. One thing I ask of you. If

b3
you desire to greet me, do not greet me with the title friend or sage, for

if Joet is & sage and a wise man, then I undoubtedly am & foolish person,
who believes in foolish things. I will continue to be your friend, but
my heart will weep secretly."4l When Rapoport still refused to do the
bidding of the greet poet, Luzatto wrote that he went out in open battle
against Jost because he wished to destroy the impression that Jost was
spesking in the neme of Jydaism, that his view represented the views of
world Jewry.42 The wrath of Luzatto gradually abated and finally he wrote
to Rapoport that hb did not wish to see Rapqport break off relations and
display aversion towards Jost, but as for himself, he will always revile
him.43 It was but a few years later, that Luzatto joined hands with Jost
in attacking and denounoing Rapoport when he was located in the "cursed
valley" of Tarnopol. |

During the ﬁhole controversy, Rapoport did not fosm or rége

or plously speak in the name of Judaism, bubt displayed a liberal attitude.

He did not declainm against those who differed with him, but asserted that

. . B ; g . M G 46 O+ Y 3 M Teghmdal-pe-1i8t—
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everyone hes the God-given right to travel undisburbed his own path of thou ght .

In one of his letters he wrote to that effect, “You were grieved to hesy
that I considered doubt a good quality, = beautiful flower. I cannot une
derstand your grief at my statement. Is there a tribunal to determine what
a man should think or say, g% to prevent him from doubting? We cannot allay
doubts by foree. What can the person who is in doubt do, but pray to the
Eternal to clear away the mists of his doubts. No other method is effec~
bive. We oannot remove the misgivings of a men's heart by battling with
him. Let every man walk in the name of his God, and we will walk in the

v 44

name of our Gode These words reveal a very liberal tendency.

Another controversial matter which threatened to sever the bonds

of friendship and which revealed Rapoport's attitude toward ultra-orthodoxy

was fﬁat of the authorship of the 2nd book of Isaiah. Rapoport believed
that the 2nd pert of Isaish, from chapter 40 to the end was written by one
who witnessed the restoration of the Holy Land to Israel, bubt Luzatto on
the other hand, maintained that the prophecies were delivered by the Isaish
who fléuriahed during the reign of Hezekieh and that all views contra§§
were heretiocnl. Luzatto wrote to this effect: "The agnostiod have ﬁain~
tained for the last 50 years that the prophecies in Isalah depicting future
events were not written by Isaish but were written towards the eﬁ@‘gf}%ﬁo
exile, I hear that you also are of the opinion that they were wfittenr
towards the end‘of the exile. Let me have.your views.“45
‘1 cannot understand why you brand all those who maintain thet chapters 40
éo the end were not written by Isaish I as disbelievers. I cannot compre=-
hend your anger. Is there any statement to the effect that thé whole of
Isaisch was written by the lst Isaigh? Is it a dogma of faith to believe
that they were the work of one man, because they are all inoluded in one

collection and in one book? Then to follow the seme remsoning, ome must

44, I Shir. p. 21
45, % Shadal p. 216

Rapoport replied:

.



believe that all the Psalms were written by David, and that all the proverbs

were composed by Solomon, which even you deny. No, the fact that they

are included in @#LOOk does not prove that they are the work.of one author .
The internal evidence, the fact that the incidenbs related wg;; the second
part are entirely different from those narrated in the first part, proves
conslusively that they emanated from two distinet prophets. We zm can ac- é
count for the inclusion of the two books under one collection. Chapters |

40 and on were written by an individual whose name was also Isaish, end

who presched during the exile. Bubt later generations forgot this fact and
affixed his prophecies to the Isaish of Hezekieh's regime."*6
Luzatto replied that if Rapoport did not wish to quarrel with
him over a matter which he deemed & T7]¥Y n AW nY©  let Rapoport
point out to him that there was nothing in his theory which would destroy
faith. "Show me," Lugzatto wrote, "that it wes a false prophet in Babylon
who wrote theese prophecles, knowing that the predictions were being made
of events close at hand and trying to delude the people to have them believe
that these prophecies were delivered im a long time before their ooourrence. "’
Rapoport answersd that his view did not desﬁroy or undérmine tle
fundementals of Judeidsm. It was untrue that the prophet was flying undeyr
false colors, trying to give the impression that he was prediocting events
long before their actual occurrence. He asked 'where did you get this
impression?" The prophet is not prediecting Puture events, but is con-
serning himéelf with comforting the people, sndeavoring to persuade the
populace to return to Palestine. The whole contents prove conclusively
that the prophet is livhg at the very moment of the events he narratas.48

Luzatto remained obdurate and could not be swerved from his

original opinion. He replied "I nave found your view full of subtle arguments,

46. I. Shir p. 223 and 224
47. I. Shadal p. 226
48. I Shir p. 236
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but I have found no proof whatsoever to make me depart from my faith and the
faith of my fathers. I will give you a proof for my thesis. The exultant
end exuberant tone proves conclusively that the chapters were written
during a period when Iswiwede was independent and free. Had they been com-
posed during the exile, the tone would have been humble and sad as the
prophecies of Haggei and 4§§hariaho"49
To this Rapoport replied: "You write, furthermore that you have

noh found a proof to cause you to depart from your faith and the feith
of your fathers. The word ‘my faith' was well chosen, for I have found
that it is impossible for you to change your views and conclusions. But as
to what you add from the faith of yourfathers, I take objeection to that.
I seriously doubt whether my fathers or your fathers regarded the matter,
viz, the time of composition of the "Book of Comfort” as an article of
faith. And let us admit,for argumenf's sake, that i; was an article of
faith to them--why do you dread it so much and why are you not afreid to
say concerning thelbook of Koheleth that it is not the work of Solomon,
even tho the name of the author and the name of his father are given?
And moreovxer, the sages aseribe the book to him; and because of the con-
tradictions they ask "where are you Solomon, where is your wisdam; they
make the expliclt statement that Solomon wrote 3 books = P§%%§ﬁ, Song of
Songs end Koheleth. In another place they put the time of the composition
later and Eaid that Hezekiah and his group wrote it. And you who undoubted-
ly placefl the date of Koheleth later than the generation of Hezekiah,
why do you refuse to do so with the "Book of Comfort"? And I will answes

your question regarding the difference in style between this book and that

49. 1 Shadal p. 234 and 235
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of Haggai and Zﬁébariah. In the first place, we have but few of the prow
phecies of Haggai and Z?%hariah. In the second place we have many Psalms
1]

which date from the exilic period and you yourself admit that the "on

the rivers of Babylon" plalms are late. All these Psalms, tho of the

exilic period are cha;acterized by joyfulness, happiness and exuberant
phrases. The same is true of this book. There is internal evidence that
the book could not have been written by the Isaiah of Hezekimh's reign.

A reference is made to eghichs in the 4th verse of chapter 56. It is
jmpossible that the practise of eunichs existed in the days of the lst
Isalah, for the prophets would havesurelygaénounced such an infamous prac-
ticea4 The eunichs were first imported on a great scale by the Persians |

K

who required them for their herems. The princes of Isaiah brought some

AR E

of the eunichs with them to Palestine. And furthermore the sentence

(chap 49 v. 7) “Kings will see him and princes will rise and bQW'down"

cannot refer to the prophet, but must of necessity refer to one living in
exile. The prophetz, moreover, describes himself as "one deapised by men
and the servent of rulers” (chap 49 v 7) which can be applied only to one
living in the exile and not to the first Iseiah of whom we sre never told
that he wes ridiculed and despised. In additiom to thisvwe have a difference
in style befween the two prophets. There is the continual repetition of
certain words as nI34 Y EX etee-n peculiarity found in the Persian

langunge. We have certain words which reveal a later origin; sush words

as 5gw (chap'55 ve 13); \¥n (chap 49 v. 22); end );ﬂw“T =Darawon, surely
of a Persien origin, eto."

Luzatto finally put an end to the whole controversy by saying
he would return to it after 3 years. We can see Rapoport's reaction to
extreme orthodoxy in this dispute over the suthorship of chapters 40
until the end of +the book of Isaish.

Another polnt of difference which led to the breaking off of
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their friendly relations was their attitude towards Ibn Ezra. One must

slgo regard the issue involved here as one of orthodoxy as opposed to a
more liberal policy, for Ibn Ezra was always regarded by the ultraéﬁith
suspicion. Rapoport wrote to Luzatto as follows? "You have atﬁaeked Ibn
Hzra because he ventured to say that chapters 40 of Isaish until the end
were not written by the Isaleh of pre-exilic times. I regret my step in
heving brought him in to bolster up my arguments. I am grieved to hear
that you are preparing to wage battle against the sage of Israel, the be-
loved of my hesrt. You compare Ibn Ezrs to Rashi, thereby attempting to
lower Ibn Ezra in my estimatiowm and to raise Fashi in my eyes. Why do

you make these comparisons? Both are great in their respective fields.
Why do you Attaok him because you have discovered some flews in his works?
He is but human and hence is liable to srr in certain conclusions. Why do
you go 6ut to meet. him with the sword of faith? Have you not found in

a1l of his works that he is a Jew with all his heart and soul, and also

o very religious person? His poems, songs and commentaries reveal & lofty
soul, gazing heavenwards towards the eternal. You say furthermore thaf |
he arrives at hasty conclusions, without first penetrating deeply intb
matters. How can you meke these statements concerning one who is very
profound in his research, one who weighs his statements more than any
other investigator in Israel? I say that his theories, excepting these of
astrology, have not as yet been comprehended in their entirety. He

will be understood only by later generations. He surpasses Maimonides

in the realm of philosophy, for he traveled on a new path untrodden by
others. He was the first one not to follow the old beaten path, the path
of Aristotles In this respect he resembled Abrahem of olde Just as our
wour patrisrch Abrehem did not walk on the rosd of his anoastora,’but Une

wswervingly stuok out for himself and discovered the hidden treasures of




wisdom; so did Abrahum ibn Ezra travel on new pathweys and discover new‘
treasures. Our patriarch Abrahsm and #breham ibn Ezra resemble each other
in another respect, namely both were wuanderers, and at each stopping place

they called on the name of the Lord. Thét is precisely the meaning of

the phrase "From 4braham to Abraham there arose no one like Abraham."

Doss he not slways attempt to search out new paths in his commentaries? But
he does not cﬁre to reveal his viewsabut only iz'a few o What did you mean
by the statement “that he was hypooritical"? Is it becauxe he refused

to proclaim his views from the housetops? No, I think his actions were

proper in not disolosing his theories to the world, but only tq; few. The

sages in Israel have always practised this custom, of revealiné their sec-

rets but to a few of their pupils."50
Luzetto replied by bringing grave charbes against Ibn Ezra., "will

you choose such a man,“ Inyzatto wrote, “who ie two~faced, one who says

that the book of RabbingpTw 2 n déﬂerves to be beund because it con-

toins stetements to the effect that there are errors and mistekes in +the

Bible, when he himself is a sinner in this respect, when he himself begins

to destroy the fence' by hinting that there are verses of a later origin

which were added to thé Pentateush. Moreover he says on every page that

the view of the Rabbis is too deep for us, but tradition decides so and

80, and then he himself permits the eating of fat, which the Rabbis have

forbidden, What will you say in regerd to his views on the M Gio 2

Can he believe in the divine origin of the Bible when he meintains that

the priest placed poison in the ocup? Of what use has he been and what good

has he done for his people? The foolish ones remained wisbhin their foole

ishness and regarded him as a saint and & man of mystery, dnd the so-cslled

50, T Shir p. 2B3, 254, 255.




philosophers learned thfough him to break away from the faith of their

fathefs. We would have had proper methods of exeghsisg, had it not been for
Ibn Ezra and Maimonides and their like, who regarded the Tprah as full of
allegories and similes. They were responsible for the rise of the Kabbaml-
istio movement, for they pointed out the way to them..how to interpret the
Pentateush in allegoriecal fashion and how to twist texts. In their-ﬁ&?ﬁ
the decline of the wisdom of Israel started. Ibn Bzrs, who stﬁdied all the
solences, did not write one subjeot clearly and coherently, but jumped
from one subjeot to another. Is this not a sign of a confused mind, of a
restless spirit? Is such a men not subject to the whims of the hour, and

» “J;) H

are not his views obtained through first impressions? His books on T:J3pL <wAIRY [ |
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were written neither colearly nor are they well balanced."51 BITAYS & \A'B”&*>£ .
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"You write," Rapoport replied, "that Ibn Bxra is two-faced, t£;£
he cries out sgainst the book of 7 Tvom v because it contains the
statement that there are corrupt words in the Bible, wh.en he himself is
guilty of the seme offence. Ibn Ezra did not make this statement of the
the great grammarian but of 'z mwen q\hﬁ'. Ibn Ezre was justified in
denouncing his book, because through it the Lorah becomes like a city
without walls. AHe reads into the Seriptures many mistakes whioh are not
contained therein, He is literally reducing the Torah to a forgery. As
to Ibn Bzra's view of the additional verses, with which I do not agree,
he oan justify himself by claiming that he follows the opinion of Babbi
Jehuda and € pay no attention to Rabbi Simeon, who said 'is it pdssible that
the Torah lacked one letter.' Coming to the matter of the bitter waters,

I am greatly surprised at you that you attribute the statement that the

priest placed poison in the cup, to him. Whoever holds such an opinion is

Bl. I Shadal p. 232 end 233.




47,

not only wicked but insane as welle It is impossible for eny law giver,
be he of the denizens of the wilderness, to slowly kill & women and to de-
lude her and the spectators. There is no doubt therefore, that he meant
that some bitter substence was placed in the waters, the funotion of which
was to pain the\ﬁfgte and the inward pérﬁ of the person drinking it,
This)addod to the po&er of her imegination when she knows her guilt and

hears the curse of the priest, will cause death. But if she is free from

all guilt, this will givex her strength and ward off evil. This is pre-
cisely the meaning of Ibn Ezra. He is not the only one to hold such views
but all of the sages of Israel who lived among the Arubs tried to explein
the miracles in a natural way. Some of these said that the serpent and
the ass did not speak. Will you wage battle against these sages as well?
You say, furthermore that Ibn Bzrs did not write anything coherently and

cle

wleatly, that his books of grammar were written "without clarity

nprne i

and without balance." It isagasymatter for you,.sitting peacefully bn
your house and resting in your home to attack one who was & continual
wanderer, one crushed by poverty. In xpeskingxm spite of this, who ocannot
mervel at the clarity of his language and the besuty of his thought revealed
not only ing his poems but even in his commentaries and books of grammar.
Not a superfluuas word is to be found. I have always valued his works
highly, end so would any unbiased seecker after truth. But you hate him.
Woe be to the ordinary man who enkindles your wrath. But Ibn Ezras is
above our estimation and judgmant."sz

To this Luzatto answered arrogently, "In my opini&n Ibn Ezra

slthough honored by Israel, is merely a fraud and I believe that to praise

82. I. Shir p. 5, 6, 7
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him will cause great injury. I have seen that you differed with me in
this matter a long time, for which my heart pains me. I see also that
no one is of my opinion, for all are olinging to the imaginery (referring
to Tbn Ezra) and oesting truth behind them. What cem I do but ory out "I
alone have remained & prophet unto the Eternal".55

The answer to this arrogant oubery of Luzatto's wes as follows:
"When it concerns Ibn Ezra, I say "who am I and who are you before that
great mountain, not only in cultural matters, but also in manners and
conduct through_which men find grace in the eyes of God and man. I, all

of these we maum are but grasshoppers compared with that giant. Go and

~ investigage in his works and see if you can find even one word of self

glorificetion as found in your last letter. You will notﬁ The statements
"I am grester than my contemporaries, I alone am a prophet to the Hternal,
end the others are bul pursuirngthe imaginery? Meekneaﬂ_and humility ohar-
soterize sll of his works. You also say of Ibn Fzpe “that he wes honored
by Isfael and by man - in>my eyes he is merely an imagination and a |
shadow =~ and to relate his praises will be injurious", I see two realities
#nd one shadow , not like the shadow‘of a wall but tﬁe shadow of a fleeting
bird, when you direct your gaze towerd it, it is no more. The story of_t}e
merit of the great men in Israel, emong whom Ibn Ezra must be included,
is eternal and you cennot destroy it. There is a blessing in it, for stﬁ-
dents will learn to penetrate deeply into religious metters and the expla-
nation of Seripture. Your statement as to Ibn ¥zra's opinion of the addi-
tional verses in the Pentateuch does not lower him in my estimetion.
We heve o Baraitha to the same effect. The Baraithe reads 'Joshua wrote

his own book and 8 verses of the Pontateuoh."s4

53, I. Shadal Po 246
54, I Shir. Pe 21, 22. and 26
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Maimonides, was also the target for Luzetto's remarké. He
maintained that Maiﬁinideﬂ wrought great havoe to Israel by bringing in
Greek influence through Aristotle, to Judsism, that hig attempt to harmo-
nize Judaism with Aristotelian philesophy was not only futile but injur=-
lous. Rappport displayed his liberalism by replying, "Do you think that
Judaism could exist secluded without taking something ;rom other peoples?

I see in our dispersion the hand of God, to have us imbibe from the various
nations the best they have to offer. Even the Rabbis assimilated some of
the ideas and ideals of the Greeks. It is true that Judaism is superior

to Hellenism, but Judaism could not have persisted by itself."55 Maimon—
ides in>Rapoport's opinion performed a noble service for Judaism by trying
to harmonize Judaism with Aristotilian philosophy, for it should be the duty
of every sage to correlate Judaism with the culture of his day.

Throughout the controversy with Luzatto, one can detect the
liberal note struck by Reppport.

We oan see clearly the utter aversgion of Rapoport towards fana-
tiocism and ultra orthodoxy, in his defense of Zachariash Frankel. Not
only did he detest it during his early menhood, buﬁéven when he attained
the rabbinate in Prague he fought against it with ;11 his might and main.
Frankel was the most eminent member of historiecal Judaism, which advocated
freedom of research while in practical life upheld tradition. As the man
of the golden mean Frankel was chosen president of the Breslau sémﬁnary.
Samson Raphael Hirsch addressed immediately an open letter to Frankel,
demanding a statement as to the rellgious principles which would guide the
instruction at the new institution. Frankel ignored the letter. When
the fourth volume of Graetz appeared, the orthodoxy of the new institution
was impeached. The attacks against Frankel became more systematic when he,
that is Frankel, hmmsmexmwxm published his Hebrew introduotion to the

Mishnas. The first attack began with the letter of Gottlieb Fischer, pub-

lished in Hirsch's Jeshurun of 1860. Hirsch himself began in the following
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year a series of articles, in which he took exception ﬁo some of Frankel's
statements, especinlly to his defanition of Rabbinical tradition. Rapoport
wrote4%%booktan\ 1N ‘w;z*T" in defence of Yrankel. He rebuked
Hirsch for having published his attacks in German. Raﬁobort asks him

"what prevemted him from writing such & vile polemic in Hebrew, which Jews
alone would understand? The Philistines will rejolce, and the uncircum-
cised will be exultant that they have found another occasion to slander tle
Jews."56  Tn this work he proved conclusively that the views of Frankel

with regard to the Oral law were not heretical but were based on the foun-

detions of true belief. He also justified Frankel's =#kkSRE8 es to the
prinoipleiwhich would guide his institution. He meinteined that the in-

stttution was erected for study end not for controversial matters, and
whosoever wished to drink of the wells of learning, wa; permitted to do so.
The very fact that the graduates of the Seminary were 1oyai Jews and God~
fearing men proved conclusively that the institution was not turning out
men who would betray the cause of Judaism."? The dispute did not end

at this juncture but continued to plague Rapoport. The followers of
Hirsch took u§%§;dgels for him and attacked Rapoport severely for his de=
fence of Bk Frankel. Rapoport, who undoubtedly detested this new German
orthodoxy characterized the followers of Hirsch as "men of lies, who speak

falsehood."58

Rapoport's abtitude towards fanaticism is very well illustrated
by the following incident. A Jew in the city of Prague failed to ciroum-
cise his son, which aroused the wrath of the fanstics. One 6f them came
to Rapoport and urged him to compel this Jew by the power of the law to

circumeise his son. Rapoport refused to do so, saying that he did not

)

want to use force in matters of religion..! But a certain Rabbi advised us

66. Divre Sholom Voemeth, p. 1
§7. Divre Sholem Voemeth, p. 18

&8. Harfgid, p. 193
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to act in this manneﬁf_the extremist replied. "Well, thet Rabbi will ocause
him to forsake the fﬁith of his fathers," Rapopért answered. The affair
resulted as Rapoport had predicted. Wheg the followers of fanaticism
invoked the lew to compel him %o circumeise his son, the Jew, in order to
rid himself of them, left his faith and was eonverﬁed.59

The persecutions that oharacterized the first part of his life

must be attributed to the aversion he displayed towards ultra-orthodoxye.

59. Kurlander, S.L. Rapoport, p. 16
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CHAPTER IITY

RAPOPORT'S ATTITUDE TOWARD REFORM

Altho he detested ultra orthodoxy and utterly despised Hassidism,
believing ,t to consist of rank foolishness and not contalning one‘par-'
ticle of truth, Repoport was not attracted and enthralled by the reforms
emanating from Germany. Although he displayed as e youth 2 liberal ten-
dency,correspondlng with Jost and oharacterlzing hin as "that great in=

vestigator who hes revealed the secret of the past ages’ w60

and degpite the
faot thet he exchanged letters with Geiger the great heretis in the eyes
of the orthodox, and served as a member of the editorial board of the

1 .
"yissenschaftliche Zeitschrift flir Judische Theologie," Rapoport in

practice at least remained conservative and never trave;ed the road of
radieal Reform. In his early manhood his aversion to those intellectuals
who sorutinize the sayings and opinions of the sages only for fhe purposes
* of finding support for their radicel views, was disclosed in his introduc-
tion to his ~?|\y n Ayo. }J\J 1T 2 _ny*rl\hn ' é
]

where he stated ths purpose of his work was to shut up once for all the

mouths of those who speak infamous things: whose wisdom consists in ri-
diculingthe sages," this attack being directed against Judah Mises, who
had been his friend and who.had landed him in his work hw¥pn »nEJ N
His refusal to follow in their footsteps aroused the fury of the advocates
of Reform as we are informed by a letter semt to Luzatto. "Then those who
deemed themselves wise, arrogant youths)dﬁhe and deviséééchemes against me

because I refused +to walk in the path, upon which they were traveling.

60, T. Shir p. 21
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They despised me and put me to sheme even before people of the lowest
strata. But I detested them and refused to departs heaven forbid,
from the Torah,"6l
Whon Rapoporbb?gﬁewt?_efﬁg}? the ape of fifbty, somewhat of & gﬁﬁ{
renoction took place in his life; he became mdre and mors conservetive and
began to lose the liberalism of his youth. He threatened in 1836 to

sever his comnection with the Kerem Hemed because Goldberg published some

of the controversies which ]-ﬂlh Lﬂ71% had with the rabhis of his
generation. In 1838 in a letter to the communitty of Rrotoschin he
announoed his withdrawel from the "Zeitschrift . It read as follows?
"My weys are far from those who wish to tear déwn the laws of Judaism
which must eventjually lead to the destruction of the whole structure of

Judaism. I wrote to this effect to Abraham Geiger. He is & cultured

gentleman and it pains me to see him depart from the path traveled by
Maimonides and the sages of all ages...he placed my name in the list of
editors without amsking my permission. As soom as I found out his purpose

I asked him to remove my name from the list but he did not comply with

my reguest. Therefore I withdrew all my contributions and was compelled

to inform the public that I no longer partioipategin'the work of the

Zeitschrift.“s2 Geiger justly denounced him for this act and also proved
that the faots as given by Rapoport were false. Geiger wrote in his Zeite
sochrift, T want to explain the absenoé of Rapoport's name from the list
of our editors. I am compelled to giwve publicity to this matter since
Rapoport has not rehained true and loyal in his relations to me and to this

~paper. When I was selected as editor in chief of this journal, I wrote to

6l. T. Bhir, p. &8
62. Abraham Geiger - Leben und Lebenswerk, p. 58& and 59
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Rapoport asking him to contribute articles. He received my suggestion
with joy, sending me a number of articles for publication. 1In 1837 when he
was endeevoring to obtain the rabbinate at Tarnopol, he wrote me, criti-
cising the tendencies and views of the paper and also maintained that in
case the tendency was not altered, he would be compelled to disassociste
himself from thé journale I replied, informing him that we would view

his resignation with keen regret and would appreciate further comnunication.

I received no letter from him since then, but nevertheless, I did not
remove his name from the list of editors. It was to my great amazement
and astonishment that I received news of his letter to Krotosechin, in

which he attacked me and announced the breaking off of all relations with

the "Zmitschrift". From our correspondence one cen easily see that his

statements that his name wae placed on the board of editors without his

permission and furthermore that he wrote to us requesting us to publish

in the Zeitschrift his resignetion, which we refused, are entirely untrue."

This letter of Rapoport's to the community of Krobtoschin was utilized by

the enemies of Jeiger to slander him before the governmmntalxofficials to
prevenﬁ his attalnment of the Rabﬁinate of Breslau. Rapoport regretted
having injured Geiger. When Rapoport assumed his rabbinical duties at
Prague in 1840 he was compelled to face thse issue which was then confront-
ing ﬁhe Jowish world. Would he be influenced by the tendencies of the time,

or would he cling.to the old? He allayed the suspicions of the conserva-

tives by remaining steadfast to traditions and he charscterized the work
Q;Mh'ryj ol
n

i
of the reformers as "sbomigetions whieh are now Israel". Hffe characterized
. A

the leaders as misleaders of the people, who cause the people to go astray

635. Wissenschaftliche Zeitschrift fur judische lheologie, vol 4 p. 472-475
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who say they have no share in the Talmud end in the lew of Moses.64 He
also attaocked Jost with whom he had become/éiranged, for his views on
Rabbi Jehuda Henasi, and charecterized him as one who "destroys and uproots"65
In this dispute with Jost, one must decide in favor of Rapoport.

Rapoport's utter hatred of reforﬁ is displayed in his aettitude
towards the rabbiniocal convention held et Frankfort. A number of rabbis |
of more liberal tendencies were assembled at Yrankfort to suggest reforms
which would save decadent Judaism. The first motion brought forward to
dispense with Hebreﬁ’in the 1iturgy,’ggli§gim?§éharaiakFrankel who was
one of the Rabbis present, to sevemi{ his connections with the assembly. Rspo~
port determined to write an open lefter to the assembly, to dissuade them
from the path they were traveling, which he believed would lead to the brink ;
of destruction. But previous tp the letter to the assembly, he dispatched :

to Jost, with whom he had renewed friendly relstions, é letter in which ;
he wrote, "I em glad to hear that you are about to publish a history of i
Israel. I hope that you will express yourself concerning the new seots
which are égasing in Israel, also concerning those individuals who ocell
themselves Rabbis. I hope that yéu will not spare these men for the in-
juries they are inflkoting upon our people. Woe be unto us, for they are
breaking a small people into pieces. They shatter us even as the potter
dashes the vessel into pleces. Luther divided a large and mighty people
and even nojyf the wounds have not healdes# as yet. Bub these wish.to scatter
a small flock, which has already been dispersed and whbh has no sheéherd,

a poople small in numbers, whose glory has consisted in surviving until

this day, and who has performed miraculous deeds by its inner spiritual power.

64, I Shir p. 136
66 I Shir p. 106
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When did Luther arise to bring about a reformetion? It was when he foung
feault with the priests. But what have the leaders of Ispruel done? These
innovators are merely causing strife and struggle in Israel. This struggle
will delay the progress of Israel on the journey of history, This diﬁ«
sension will also damege us in the eyes of rulers and nations, and will
retard our emancipetion. There is no benefit to be gained from the reforms.
If changes are needed in our religious practises, time will bring them,

and kk nothing else.will. Theseﬂgzg will not be able to acecomplish eny-
thing for they have no authority in any country with the exception of

Germany. They cannot even benefit their childred by these innovations.

e AR

The coming generation would prefer thefaith of the Gentiles than this
solorless, cold religion with no emotion and no spirit."G6

When the Rabbis of the convention wanted to know the reasons
for the absence of so many Rabbis, Rapoport addressed an open letter to

them giving his reasons for his absence and he also wrote T would like

] | Ol A
{0 know what prompts you in your convening . T can hear you answ

to reform m certain practisges in order to prevent the conversions which
are teking plece. I gestion whether you have the right to change any
cuétom ourrent among our people and not to speak of aAi%ndamental law.
Fhe No man has the right, since the days of Tanaim and the fmoraim, to
institute anything egeinst the spirit of the Rabbis, I see where one
of your Rabbis (referring to Holdg;im) wishes to entrust the power of
granting divorce to every Rabbi snd to the civil ecourts, even tho it may
conflict with the spirit of Judeism. But his theory is unteneble and
is built, on a weak foundation. To follow his wishes would destroy the
familffﬁ% lgrael. Who wall listen to your advice? All your views and

innovations are limited to the Jews in Germeny, whioh fact you yourselves

66. Toeh%;ath Megullash p. 1~-4
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will edmit. And I doubt whethey one sixth of the Jeywg op Gormany will be
influenced by your doecisions. And even those Who seem 4o be under your
Jurisdietion, those do mo not beoause they respect ang kraw honor you,

but beoagsa it is most convenient roy them to follow yoyuy instructions.

#nd from the addresses of some of those who are assembled, we would believe
that the love of Israel is not in your hearts, Just think op what one yow g

Lorsys
Rebbi said, "Isred for centuries turned its beck against culture,

Its spir-
itnyttﬂ emotions were atrophied because the actibns which aectuateq its
life were not understood by those who perfd;med them, no spiritual motive
actuated their deeds, until our own generstion," It 1s well ndgh impoge
8ible to believe that one who cells himself a Robpi iy Israel would write
such absurd statements. And none of those assembled angwered this attaock,
But how absurd are these remarks. At a period when the peoples of Asig
and Europe were pursuing the shadows of darkness, when they were waging
war against each other without knowing the reasons for doing 8o, when they
rejecfcd all oculture and hated eny intellectual, the sages -and wise
men of Israel studied zealously their Holy Writings and the books of their
earlier S8gOB.s....Comparing our sages to the sages of other peoples, |

and owalied Afcellet

we would findfrelatively speaking, that our Bages surpassed/the sages of
other nationé; Not a generation has passed that our people has not Pro-
duced a great intellectusa]. And even scholars of other peoples admit thet
the spread of culture during the dark medieval days through Spain, must
be attributed to the Jews, who lived in the north eads under the rule of
‘Christianity and in the south under the rule of the M;pammedan?....And
our seges in Spaindespite the persecution and the torture which they

underwent, did not spend their time foolishly as their perseoutors did,

but poured over the Seriptures, wrote eommentaries}and composed piuvbim.
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And. while those in the north were weeping out their hearts in 1amentationa
their brethren in the south were singing praises to the Myst High end were
composing bedutiful songs. When one reads them today, he is uplifed and

removed from the worries of his meterisl exlstence. What have you in mind
when you attempt to destroy all hope, to rob Israel of its agpirations for
a future redemption? This I suppose, is due to the outery of some rene-

gades who say like the servant whose ear was bored, "I 1ove my master and

not

do wish to be set free."

And because they wish to dispense with this hope,
they change the characber of the prayers. All this will not help them in
their political reletion to the other people. The other nations regard tle
Jews as faithful, patriotic, even though they may long for the land of
V’their encestors. They will not deprive them of thedr civil rights and ci-
tizenship just because the Jewx comfort themselves in their prayers and
spesk of past evils‘done them, and of future hopes. Your attempts to
eradicate all mention of Palestine, will deprive the Jew ef his past and
future and leave him only the fleeting present. Cease to do your evil
worl, "67

Geiger informed the conference that a letter was received from
Rapoport, but because it was written in Hebrew, the conference voted not
to have its contents read. This, as would be expected, aroused the wrath
and fury of Repoport and he sent a third letter to Rapheel Kircheim,
in which he denoused the assembly in most bitter terms. He wrote "1
saw from your acts at your first conference thet you were bent on evil
deeds; but now I am confirmed in my opinion that you are bent on destroy
ing the struoture of Judaism. You have eradiocated Hebrew, since you hete

it as you hate Judalsm. A young upshart in your midst (referring to Herzfeld)

67. Toohachath Mogultah p. 4-29
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made the statement that the Seriptures are not the work of God. Where

did he obtain such a destructive view? These new judges in Israel do

not know the people of Lsrael nor its character. During their early

youth they hm leave their homes to study in the secular sehools, without

first having learned to read Hebrew well, and without coming in contact

oseasionally with their>brethren, and acquainting themaelves with their

conditions, After they haveloompleted the studies preparatory to law and

medicine, they are undecided as to what to do. The study of lew requires

too much time, and medicine has toozs many in it already. Then the thought

strikes them, why not & healer of souls? That does not require study.

And eventually they confer upon themselves the title of Rabbi. They are

candidates for the rabbinate. They then peer into some books written by

non-News on or against>lsr&el, for they cannot read Hebrew books or,

rather, they despise thembecéuse of statements they have heard from non-

Jews. They glancevoccasionally into &gﬁg§%§30r into the Lexicons. -

I have heard of the case of a young candidate who heard that there was

a law about ﬁrsa . Not knowing the meaning thereof he peered into Gew

senius but he could not find it. He then asked his colleagues to lend

him thelr lexicons but even there he failled in his quest. By merely

glancing into these books they consider themselves fit to speak on Jewish

matters, tovridicule the Telmud, eto. Some of these are selected by their

congregation in order to lighten the yoke of their religion."68
These three letters were combined and published in 1846 under

the title of “ahine Al

"published

[+
in 1848 he agein thundered against the Reform group in Berlin. He wrte

In his introduction togieTp VXA HIFIVA

in part "With this work (referring to the " A" ) the righteous can take

68. Toohachath Megullah, p. 30-33
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revenge on the prophets of deceit who greet only the present, but not the
past end the future; and with a pen they draw a line through the past
and the hope of the future. But in our litersture and liturgy the past
and future are linked together. The greatest of our prophets who promised
that our covenant would never be broken also added the promise "And I will
recall the covenant of former daysj#ﬁ the men of the great assemﬁly said
in their prayera" who remembers the kindness of the fathers and brigés
redemption to their descendants," He who shaves off the head and the white %
hgir of the elders destroys also the hope of the childe....In their days,
the days of the early Guaonim, there were no renegade teachers who mein-
tained thet it was necessary to violate the “abbath to make a living."..
Here we see the end of the rebels dnd sinners even of today. Théir names
' v -%fmyeaa44~0cﬂo{?“
shall become as warnings. They are a group...einpGebissebsopaRt” of

ovil doers. They are a gathering of Babbis in the summer days. They pick

late summer fruit and when the summer is gone no one is saved and helped."69
"
In it he also attacked Furst for having made use of some of his investiga=

tions without giving him credit for it,

bounds in his rage and anger. In his opinion this work was the greatest

|
}
|
When Geiger published his "Ursehrift" in 1857 Rapoport knew no E
i
|

sacrilege committed in Israel. The fury of his wrath can be seen in a
letter he addressed to Iyzatto "Another one, who oalls himself a Rabbi

has joined the innovetors. That person is Gelger who writes in his work
(Ursohrift) that he has no portion in the God of Israel. After I have
passed my seventieth birthdey I will answer his views,for silence in this
instance would meen fear. A man, to whom the Torah is entrusted to teach
it to his congregation ories out, "Your fathers and teachers have deceived

you. The greater part of this law of Moses was composed a thousand years

69.2 T. Goonim Kdemonim p., 1, 2, and 9
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after the days of Mésest If no ﬁ;ader rises ﬁp to refute his charges,

what will the men of the coming generation say? That the rabbis of the past
generation removed the garments of the rabbinate from themselves end revealed
to the world that there is no Torah, that there is no Mitzvah.’0 In

1868 the son of Rapoport published the w7 /» ‘ﬁlX , which he claims was
written by his father just prior to his death, as a refutation of

Geiger's theories as expounded in his "Ursehrift". 1In his introduction

to thé5work of his, Rapoport wrote, "S, may God be with me and keep me

in the path I am traveling, which is now leading to the eternalresting
plqce, I would not have paid any attention to these lies and would not have
answered them, I have never read eny of their blasphemings, with the ex-
ception of thedw first ones (referring to the Urschrift). But my zeal for
the Torah and the reproach of the blasphemers fﬁzgér:.flame within my

bones, that I could x# not resist writing. This Torah, according to this
individual, ié false and consists of the writings of various men.ala

Then Rapoport proceeded in most virulent terms to denounce Ge&ger per=
sonally and to refute the various theories set forth by Geoger. Altho

we may not argue with Rapoport in all of his remerks regarding the work,
we _must admit that Gelger was very arbitrary in some of his views. Bern-

. “or
75 believed that the/Torah wae not written by Rapoport

Ay

f.)‘““
feld/ ana (¢

Just prior to his death, but in the first stapes of his fury when he

gaw the contents of hhe "Ursehrift." They are of the opinion that the
great critic did not wish to see the works published, but ¥t was only
through the rash action of his son that ite conmtents were made known to
the publio., Rapoport practically spent the last years of his life in de-

nouncing Reform, ridiculing it, showing how through various sﬁages it led

‘-’?10 Or "lorah - W Yehuda Ps 1

72. Dgr Chachem, p. 63
73. Judische Zeitschrift fur Wissenschaft und leben vol 7. p. 80
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to the baptismal font. UV Wy g P I was also an

objeet of his fury, who was oharacterized by Rapoport ag 73V s 8n OX.
Meny of his former friends were estranged from him because of his bitter
denunciation of Reform. -

But RaPOPort, on the other hand, wes not spared by the advooates
of Reform., Meny maintained that the piety which he assumed at the age of
fifty was not sincere, but merely a cloak to delude the Orthodox, to be
able to retain his rebbinicel position. Geiger in his ' Zeitsohrift"
hinted thet the reason which actuated Rapoport in sever&ng his rela;ions
with the "Zeitsohrift" was not due to the fact that he dismpproved of its
tendencies, but he deéired to show the conservatives that he too was
conservetive and hence was suited for the Rabbinate. The letter to
Krotoschin, in Geigef's opinion was merely a dramatic piece of work to

" w 75 ) . - . L ) O g ,
display his piety . In reviewing “apoport s introduction to the 5 -gwa ajpivn |
: A

Geiger wrote, "Rapoport does not seem to have any appreciation of the
spirit of the times. He is moving in a very small circle. We are now
reading his introdustion to the ¢ Iw¥P 2 ¥ » Mmawn ., There are

some very valueble remarks in it. But how improperly he conducts himself...
Do not these statements (referring to Rapoport's attack on Reform) evoke

O/

pity? Is not omesuch outlook ridiculous, are not such expressions dis-
)

gusting® If Rapoport would pey more attention to the Gaonim, and less

attention to the German movement, which he does not understand, the spirit

of which he cannot comprehend, and whioch he cannot stay by his acuteness,

wo would read his investigations withmre joy snd with greater satisfaotion."%

74. Hemagid, 1863, number 24
75- WQ Zo fur Jo-“'o vol 4 Pe 474‘
76. Wissenechaftliche Zeitschrift fur judischen Theologie p. 102-105
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7 Fgrst wrote a bitter denuncistion of Rapoport for having attacked him
in his “"A2x" , The older €h§£ Repoport beseme and the more he attacked
Heform, the more he became the target of their criticism;wq Awyma 20 called
him & hypocrite and a deceiver. In 1867 Geiger took a calmer attitude
toward Rapoport and analyzed his relations as follows: Rapoport could not
keep step with the onward march of ideas. He was satisfied to destroy
the ignorsnce of his own little gz¥éie. Hewas only interested in kind-
ling the light of knowledge in traditional Judaism. He thought it suf-
ficlent to have the old orthodoxy assume a friendly attitude towards
oulture, but the attempt to brin1 Judaism up to modern conditions, to
TLighté for feform was in his eyes a dangerous one. The viewing of history
a8 eQer growing a8 never staegnant was a dangerous one in his opinion.
Although he himself showed how the pog:f of ‘the Babylonien Talmud was
brought about, he was not willing to bré;&>away from its yoke. He
did not laok the oritical outlook. He spoke of a 2nd Isalah, of Maccabean
Psalms. But when it came to take Biblical oriticism seriously, when it
became necessary to follow up the result of criticism, he withdrew in
a great fright. Gredually he lost all oomprehension and understanding of
the ideas that were stirring the world, and he also began to lose his
skill in his own partiocular field., Although surrounded by the greatest
cultural activify, whieh would have enriched him had he so desired, he
wasted his time. [

Geiger in reviewing his OR TORAH wrote of him, "You all know
that this individual ,who passed away but lately,died, as far as his spirit
was concenred thirty years ago, and therefore you cannot expect to find

anything of intellectual value in hhe works which he produced iuring this

period and which were animated by his hypoeritical Orthodox attitude."78

76.(’022 fur w.o"Lo Vol 50 p&@e 248"'250
78, J. %, fur WL, vol 7 p. 78
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In justification of Rapoport, We camnot agree with those who
maintain that the piety and the religious ,eal which gharacterized his
activities after he had attained the Fabbinate of Prague wes merely of an
external nature, merely assumad,A It is true that a reaction took place
when he resached thé age af about fifty, but this faot must not be attiib-
uted to hypoorisy,as Bernfaédd has so well put it, but to a natural psy-
chological law. Wo have seen thousands of similar cagses. Who has not
heard of men, who have been radicals in their youlh, but who as they grow
older and undergo various experiences, assume a ﬁore consarvative outlook
on life? This‘is, psychologists tells us, the wayof all flesh. Rapoport
falls under the same category and hencews must not attribute his reastion
to caution bﬁt to a natural psycholegical tendenocy. We believe that Hold-
heim's characterization of Rapoport is that he distinguished between
the theoretical and the practical, the intelledual and the ceremonial~ is
the true one. That Rapoport made this distinction between investigation
and practical life ¢ yvp can be seen in one of the letters which he
wrote while ﬁggggastill a comparatively young man. He wrote "If at times
I hope to ascend the heights and ridé in an opposite direction to those
who ride in chariots of the Talmud and Mishne, I olip my wings and remain
below." #nd this tendency of his to make a difference between "research"
and "ceremonial or rather practionl 1ife" becmme more manifest as he grew
older. But he never smoked the pipe of peace with the ultra-orthodox as
evidenced by an article which he contributed to the Jeshurun79 and by
his attack on Semson Raphael Hirsch. But Rapoport sinned in one respect.
Recalling the days when he was hounded and persecuted by the chassidim
snd the ultra pious he should have never denounced men who were not in

agreoment with him.

79, Weshurun p. 85«92
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CHAPTER IV

i
AN APPRECIATION OF JUDAH LOB RAPOPORT

Rapoport's name will go down through the annals of Jewish his-

e

tory as one of the founders ofNWWissenschaft des Judenbhums" Through the
publicetion of the biographies (1829-1831) the pathway for a thorough
knowlddge of the internal history of Judaism and the Jewish race was
opened up. He was the first to plough the field of blography and reveal
to the world the life of our ancestors. Rapoport proved findisputably and
wpeor bkl

uponstrictly scientifie grounds thet the great representatives of Judalsm,
its leaders in the Middle Ages, instead of shunning the light of knowledge,
actually kindled and fed it. He showed that, at a time when European
nations were still stegped in the darkness of the Mjddle Ages, the Jews
oultivated general sclence. Chronology, historical geography, the histéry
of literature and other branches important for the oritical investigation
of history, which had hitherto been altogether neglected, or only super=
ficially treated, were by him first proved necessary and appliedo The
acubte inkelligence with which he united disjointed facts and separated
others apparently conngéyed; the oritiecal touchstone which he applied %o
distinguish the true from the false, and facts from legends, produssd such
suggestive results, that after Krochmal, he must be considered the father

PRSP

of Jewish science. As a oritical investigator he was proceded by Jost,
Zunz, and Krochmal. But Zung himself admits in his introduction to his wmk
work on Rashi that Rapoport excelled him in shis dominion. And all that
had been achieved through Jost venished before Rapoport's researoches like

superficial talk before a well digested, well constructed, clearly conceivad

oration., He differed from Krochmal in that his iavesbigations were more
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minute and detailed. Krochmal had more liking for the general and encyec-
lopadi%g“studias; details served him only as a Gonfirmaﬁion of his theory.
Rapoport, on the other hand, was more interested in minute research-and
general studiesy did not attract him. Rapoport did not loge himself &X as
his teacher Krochmal did in the mazes of Hegelian philosophy, nor was he
bewitched by the beautiful flowers of speeulation;so Though Bernfeld mey
be of the opinion that Krochmal excelled Rapoport and that the power of
the latter comparsd with the power of the former wes like the light

of the moon tb the brilliancy of the sun,81JRapoport achieved more in the
field of oritiecal research, because he did not allow himself to be in-
timidated by heretic hunters, and displayed more marly courage openly to
def'end the truth recognized by him as such. Hence the selientifio movement
within Judaism, which since his time has continually grown iﬁ foroce,

must be entirely attribubed to him. He was well equipped for critical
investigation; knew all the bypaths of Jewish literature; was conseorated
as it were, from the womb for this work. Geiger, who bitterly assailed
him for his attacks on Reform, wrote of him as follows:" Rapoport's

great achievement and the invaluable service which hejﬁ:ndered consists
in the publication of the bilographies of the Rabbis of the Medieval Ages,
in which the k cultural development of Medieval Jewry is Sevealed with
profound scholarship and with amazing acubteness.....He mastered the sclences
and also acﬁyired a socientific method necessary for his investigations.
His knowledge of the Talmud and other Jewish literature wds vast and ex-
tensive, and he was also equipped with profound acuteness characteristio
of Polish Rabbis. He spent a little time dabbling in belles-lettres,

but he quickly discovered thet his strength lay not in that direction.

So true and vigid are the characters which he portrayed that they seem to

80. Gesammelte Schriften by David Kaufmann vol 1 p. 323
81. Dor Chacham p. 9
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live. To give a proper description of the greet individuals he was OOmpelled
not only to draw his material from their books but also from the fragmen
tary manuscripts. Not only did he paint a picture of the great characters
but also of the oultural conditions of the period in which they lived and
worked. Out of the chaos of light and darkness Rapoport gave us a true
description of the ocultural development of the tiﬁes. In brief, Rapoport
painted his picturses for us in clear and vivid oolors.‘ Although he may
have erred in meny details, although he may have on a number of ococasions
worked from mere conjecturs, he undoubtedly opened up a new pathway for
others to travel upon. A new era began with Rapoport. Inspired by Repo-
port a group of men rose to carry on the investigation of Jewish lore
to greater heights."az

Rapoport distinguished himself in another field, in the mmzes
and labyrinths of the Talmud. To him the Taimud was not merely a legal
book regulating the acts and actions of his people, but a living history,
containing the hopes, aspirations and life of his belowed people. At
a time when the Oral Law was ridiculed, at a period when some pf the re-
formers wanted to dethrone the Oral law and enthrone "Mosaismi;g", Rapo-
port arose to diseclose its hidden tred%ures and proved conclusively that
only through it was Iérael enabled to survive the cataclysms of history.
He waged openhuttle egainst IV [tya 27 and Abraham Krochmal who had
launched severe attacks against the Talmud and the Mishna, and especinlly
against the compiler of the Mishna. Rapoport was the first to point out
the differences between the Palestinian and Babylonian Telmuds, and
showed that in many respecta Ehe Palestinian Talmud was superior to the

Babylonian Talmud. Isaac Hirsch Wise, who oriticized Rapoport, had the

82. Jozo far wa und L. P. 244




Y
following to say of Rapoport's endeavors in this direction: "He did a noble

task by glorifying the Talmud and the Mishnm. He revealsd the hidden

B o

treasures of its wisdom, and he clarified many passages hitherto not un-
derstood. He illumined many phrases covered, as it were, with a cloud.
Through his efforts the Talmud became a source book of the history of our
people of the age, by means of which we will have a better understanding
of our own times. His remsrks as to the Haggadah, the differen;;%etween
the Babylonian and Falestinian Talmud and certain oustoms practiced in
Israel are very valuable."83

Comparing the literary styles of Rgpoport and Kroshmal Bern-
fold made the following statement in his book the u#2n i1 published in
1896, in which he seemed to be prgudiced against Rapoport, despite his
statements to the contrary. "I prefer the style of Krochmal because it
is short and concise -f;;tyle suited for scientifie purposss,‘githout any

embellishments. The style of Rapoport, on the other hand, is faden with

too many figures of speech - his style is too verbose, full of repetitions.” 84
In.his WY MTh A Bernfeld, although less severe than in his book“U:N\WITJh
made the same eritioism, "The style of Rapoport," Bernfeld wrote, "was

very ﬁ%:;g;g and ornete, full of imagery and figures of speech...He was

too verbose. Oftime strange idioms crept inbo his writings. This dulled

the sharp edge of his wisdom.....He bufied his thxoughts under a load of
beautiful figures of speech. His style was full of strength, but was not
fitted for soientific research."85 Graetz, on the other ﬁand, maintained

that whilst the Hebrew style of Nachmen Kroohmal wes rugged, awkward, al-

most stiff as that of the Tibbonides, and read like a translation from a
foréign language, Rapoport displayed a remerkable flow of language,

8
ease and fluency.

)

84. Dor Chacham p. 13
85. T. Shir. Pe 22
86. Graetz, vol 5, p. 61




The writer of this thesis cannot agree with Bernfeld in his oriticism of

Rapoport 's style. But the writer, which mey bﬁ?%gwhis %g;;;g;;:;;:;fn) :
youth, or ignorance most likely, appreciated th;Mbeauty of Rapoport's

style whenever figures of speech wefe utilized,rsensed the rhythm of his
language whenever imagery wasvinjected. The writer found the NARCP Y EWEN
the language of which is very ornate and which was oritieized by Bernfe1d87
very entertaining and on the other hand the “uf Mava which was
preised by Berneld®® rather dull reading.

With regard to Israel's relations to other peoples, Rapoport
was an ;1;£J§i£3m - w'% , one who believed in the goiden mean. He
was of tﬁa opinion that Israel should not zmewhim seclﬁde itgelf in the
ghetto and shun all culbure to preserve its particular identity, bdbut
rather come in contact with all nations and learn their wa&s and customs.
Unlike luzatto, he maintained that the emsncipation would benefit Israel,
and he urged all kke to reap the benefits thereof. His everlasting cry
wos that Israel must drink from all wells of culture, .even those of non-
Jews. He sbrove with all his might and main to instill the arts and sciences
into his people, to have them olimb the ladder of knowledge. The hatfed
which other people heaped upon hs, he maintained, was due to our neglect
of the arts. He could not sympathize with the view that Israel, in order
to‘preserve its peculliar genius, must avoid all contact with the culturs
of other groups. He desoribed the love which Bak cherished for his people
who before entering Hassidism was a "seclusionist" as follows: "A love
like this isvin reality hutred} it hes injured us since time immemorial;

it has aided in augmenting the hatred of the non-Jew against us =it

has set us back hundreds of years. Rapoport believed +that we must draw

~owr inspiration from all sources. In the following poem one can detect his

o
attitude toward the culture of other nations: "I ljve my people with all

my soul and with all my might. My spirit, my soul, my life, my glory

Sfe ip, Shirp p. 120
88. T. Shir p. 120
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belong to her. Bugznot like you, will my soul be silent at her lowly
state, ; will bend all my efforts to disperse her darkness with light.

I will bring to her, as a gift, all sorts of delicmcies; I will bring to
her feet the choicest things of the nations = From the gircumoised and

the uncircumeised, from the Yreeks and the Romans, from the Germsns,
Frenchmen and Mohammedens, they are alike to me. Acquire wisdom from all
men, then you will atttdin the top of the ladder. Assipilate the valuable

89 The same sentiment

part of their work, then you will excel them all,
is exprossed in one of his letters: "Those among us who look," he wrote
"out into the world in order to be able to understand the ways of our

: &&QW

Torah better, expepiemee will beseh~ug to take in only the good and val-
uable contributions of other groups.....Can we keep ourselves secluded
from other peoples? We who dwell among nations, who cultivate the soiences

9n  1n nis controversy with

and produced hundreds of books every day?
Lyzatto, who d4id not believe in the emancipation, who maintained that
Israel should keep itseif far aloof foom comhot with other peoples, we
can hear the same note struck by Rappport: "Do you think, " he wrote (o
L;zatto, "thatAlsrael could have existed, secluded, without taking some-
thing from other groups; I see in our dispersion the hand of God, to have
us recelve from the various nations the best they had to offer. It is
true that Judaism was superio?fto Hellenism, but it could not have with-
gtood the onslaughts of history alone "%t But Rapoport never pleaded

for mere knowledge alone, He was not interested in the attalinment of

culture for mere culture's sake. He investilated into the annals of his

h'd

89. Dor Chécham pe 11
90. Dor Chochom p. 12
91. I Bhir. p. 108
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V people not merely to acquire fame, not merely to satisfy his whinsg, bui

to glorify the neme of Israel. The welfarevof Isreel motivated all of
his researches. Rapoport's investigations were oharscterized by fervor
and love. They must be regarded as'national performances, not as the
products of idle scholarship. He wrote "Do not say, Heaven forbid, that
I do not love my people. I swear, that my whole heart is consecrated to
the service of lsrael. I love her with sll my heart and soul. I will
bear to the end of my days any burden, if it redounds to the oredit of
ﬁgkeople. But "experience“and study havevshown me thet not by separat~
ing itselffrom all peoples, not by shunning theilr wisdom, but only by
gearching out the best of other péoples, can Israel ascend tothe heights."
He pleaded with his co-religionists to study zealo;sly so that Israe& may
be honored thereby. He never failed in his wqus to write of the gman-

deur of our people, and to express his admiration for hls ancestors. The

following passage displays clearly his love: "Do you know my brethren,"

he wrote"that the existence of our people has been the miracle of the agesd

Those ngtions who trusted in stremgth, in armies, have gone the way of
all flesh, but our people, who sought refuge under the wings of God, have
survived.. The love of our people is our foundation. Upon it, all the
rest cen be bullbe.....Cause the sparks of your love for your people to
burst forth into flames.“gz In answor to a query he wrote "Listen, ye
young men. Increase your studies, but do not add pain to your inheritance.

Do not forget that ye are sons of God who has watched over us thousands

of years."93 Despite the fact that he loved knowledge, he never permitted

it to displac@ the love of his people.

92. To Shil“ Po 25
93. T. Shir p. 20
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In his religious outlook Rapoport was, as it has been stateq

in the previous chapters, an 7¥X)»¥v V'K | a man who traveled the

middle road. He avoided the tw;%:;:;;mes -~ the extreme of ultra ortho-

doxy and the extreme of radical reform. His life was a continual battle

against these two extremes and he helieved that both led to the marshlands

of destruction. He was a Jew belonging to the Zacharish Frankel désignation.

We believe that many of the oriticisms which Isasc Hirsch Wise

made against Rapoport are unwarranted. In the misunderstanding which

~ arose berween Krochmah and Rapoport, for- instance, Isasc Hirsch Wise holds

Repoport raesponsible. He says, "I do not believe that Krochmel did any-
thing to sever the bonds of friendship. Is it possible that Krochmal,
who was humble and meek, who gave unstintingly of his wisdom to all who
but asked for it, whose entire life was devoted to the glorifiication of
the Torah, is it possible that he should give cause for strife and struggle?
It is more likely that Xapoport, who was easily insulted as is shown by
the dispute he had with Juzatto asnd Jost, was responsible for the break-
ing off of relations.g4 Isaac Hirsch Wise would put more trust in a
conjecture of his than in the explicit statement given by Rapoport who
said, "1 aia nothing to oause the severing of the ties of friendship."
Tsanc Hirsch Wise attributes also the break with Luzatto‘to ‘the obstinacy
of Rapoport?5 Any unbiased individual, who has read the interchange of
letters hetween Luzatto and Rapopor%?gs acquainted with the details of
their controversy, wkkk will readily admit that Luzatto is entirely re-
sponsible for the estrangmeent which took place between them. Bven Bern-
fled, who was influenced by the oriticism of Isasc Hirsch Wise, despite
Berﬁfeld's statements to the contrary, admitted that the gullty person was

qb
Tuzatto.

94, Zichronosi p. 113
95. Zlchronosd p. 103
96. To Shir Pe 64
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Another unjust oriticism leveled by Isasc Hirsoh Wise was that
Rapoport was not tolerant enough to listen to opinions which weré contfary
to his, that once Rapoport had come to a conclusion, nothing could induce
him to give it up, that Eapoport was not among "those men who are insulted

and insult not."97 The absurdity of this critloism is well pointed out

cin vy ohyaT by #brahem Epstein, as a refutation of the charges

N

leveled by Isasc Hirsch Wise. Abrahem ¥zp Epstein wrote "The remark that
Rapoport was not one of those who are insulted and insult nog; is entirely
false. How did Rapoport reply to the insults which Luzatto heaped upon
him? Rapoport wrote, "What have I done unto you, what have I committed
to have aroused this furious rage of yoursf.....l do not know whether

you will believe me when I say that my soul oleaves unto you even as the
flame clings to the ooals,...l have not broken nor will ever bresk the
ﬁovenant...and you c¢an do as you plaase."g8 Though there may be some Jus-
tification in some of the oriticisms of I. H. Wise, most of them ere
unfounded and unwarranted.

Rapoport not only drank from the wells of Knowlddge, but he

‘aided others in drinking from the wells of knowledge. Not only did he

aid young students by word of mouth but also in a financial way. Many
scholars have testified that Rapoport helped them in the publication of
their work. Lven when he was in dire financial straits, he always found
the means to ald a zealous student.gg Ropoport was known for his kinde
ness, his sympathy, his willingness to help those who were in distresé.
The people in Prague used to ssy that Rapoport deserved to ocoupy the
high position that he did, not so much through his scholarship andlzearn-

ing but through his kind and noble deeds. The characterization 6fnRa§oport

(oo .
the walking encyclopedia ky of Judaism?by Bernfeld is vory apt%@@&

97. Zichronosi p. 86

98. Divre Bgkores p. b
99& T. Shir pe. 28

100. W.Z. fur J.T. p. 473




"His thoughts were those of a man among men,'his omobions were
those of a tender woman, his deeds were those of ap innoeent ehild."lol
He was not only respected but loved. Upon his head shone the three fold

orown-~that of priest, of scholer end of martyr,"102

101, Tﬁ Shir. p. 131
102. ZKurlander. p. 32
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