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1. 

CONDrTIONS IN POLAND DURING THE 18TH CENTURY. 

One of the few contemporary sources for Jacob Frank,, a source which I <0
1
JJ1;J l .. :,f~ 

throws light cm the poli tioal, secial and religious background., is the memoirs of '1 l '(.~) ... :,,},, 
;/ . :.•· 1 ,_._z,l 

a maa by tho llO.IDe of lier of Boleohow, Ho wae a burgoeo and trabaman of iio1eohowl\ :r /:., ' 
and a wine mereha.nt in Lem.berg. These memoirs throw considerable light on Jewish \ 'i 

~ \ ,'· 
life in Eastern and Central Europe of the 18th century, a century of French ReYolu- \ ,.. \ 

I 

tion and~ the dismemberment of Poland. To be 1rnre, Ber was not a wh@l:);y unprejudiced \ 
\ 

observer of the events of his t:lme. Toward the myetical movements that were 1nflueno-1\ 

ing Jewish mass life, he was an indulgent observer, But he was :ready to fight the 

aberrations cf the mystics when they menaced the f'cmndations or Judaism. 

In the 18th century, oonditions took a decided turn for the worse. Aside 

from the general uncertainty prevailing in the country there was a chronic stats of 

anarchy and lawlessness, a decline in the authority cf the crown, a weakening of 

the foundation cf the state and a final disrup·tion. Naturally the Jews were kept in 

a state of continuous insecurity and anxiety. 

To add complicatiom to complication, Poland suffered a~series of invasions 

by the Cossacks, Tartars, Uuskovites, Swedes and Turks. This series of invasions 

l~ft'. in its wake a train of misery, destructiom.rand peetelence. It would have needed 

several decades of peace for the country to recuperate. HoweverJPoland became a 

puppet in the hands of neighboring states, an object of international diplomatic 

intrigues that lasted for about seventy years. Civil strife an4 domestic fury 

convulsed the etato. The nobility was split into two camps that waged war the one 

on the other. The great chaos into which Poland was plunged may be gauged from the 

atateaent that there wae no law or court of law in the Polish country. Might was 

superior to right. Pole.ml was fast and irretrievably marching to her ruin. A 

saying ~oined by a satirist probably is as true an indication of Poland's condition 

as any imposing array of fa<rhs. Said heiP the satirist Opalineky '' Poland exists by 

dieorder." 

I 



There is some literature on the anarchy of Poland of this time. All are 

~greed in their general description of prevailing oondi·tions. The peasantry was enslaved 

and towns were without political rights. Two sections ot the population dominated, the 

~no'bilHy 01· szlaohta, and tho clergy .. If once there had been a vital response to the 
tl ' 
iwiitchword of noblosao nobligo, that "".~all gone now. Tho nobility cared nothing ,,fbr 

~lthe welfare of ·the country, only fer till6i'1" own happiness and comfort. Tho long;,,.sought 
N . 
~political utopia of the nobility had been realtzed. They lived in a land where every 
ii ' 
~lge~tleman had nothing to do but to please himself. As for the clergy, the same story 

:Jropeii.ta itself. Recruited from families of the nobility, tho Polish olergy helped turn 
:l 
(~Poland into a bigoted nation. 

l' 6 "'0ther indication of the way the wind. was blowing. was the state of the .i NJ! ~ 

folish coinage in the 18th century. It too reflected ·tho confused and unsettles oonai-

t:•n in the country at large. According to Ber, the writer of tho memoirs, this seriously 

f 
ff.·ected trade. In the meantimo.J more and more of ·th() debased money streamed in·to the 

t>unt:ry and these grossly depreciated coins drove <mt the good heavy pieoes of sU:ver • 
. 

~epreoiation led ·to rise in prioes and money lost all of its value. 

The Jews were in an extremely difficult position. For the most part they were 

·· .:i>adesmen or artisans, small farmers or inn-keepers. The apndition of the mass was 

~tremely trying. The time had gone by when public revenues were held on lease by Jewish 

eriants, and it was only in ·the fanaing of private property that Jews were engaged in 

ho 18th oen·tury. Oftenr enough they took to farming under the compulsion of protection. 

Not only did they find ne livelihood in U • they even invol·wed themselves in 

oaeee for the sake of protection. What made the life of the Polish Jews intolerable 

· as the amazing number or taxes, direc·t ana indirect. In time the economic oonditlion 

·t the Jews became appalling. The number of paupers outgrew the number of tax payers. 

uch in outline, was the coun·try in which Jacob Frank livea and worked for the greater 

art of a lifetime. Opinions aaide 9 we see that the confusion and anarchy of the times 

ere fave.rable for tho advent of euoh a man as Jacob Frank and ·the movement which he 

rganized. 

·(Yi.:.-,\ '.! .; It< 

·! 
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BACKGROUND OF THE FRANKIST MOVEMENT. cf I J·,, ., 

Unquestionably tho influence ot Sabbatai Zevi was ani essential factor in ., 
. ·' .( 

j) the growth of the Frankist movement. Had ·there been: no Sabbatean seo·t in Saloniki, 
. ':J r-..... _,_.,,~~~~--. -- - __ , 'ti 

j 
! 

. !I it is e:idremely doubtful it there would have been a tmcoeasor in kind. The one bred 

!! the other. We have abundant precedent for all, the vagaries of the Frankieta in tho !)v! 

.' i, Sabbateans eeotarians.' Krauohaa! ;r.v.;t;-~ a lengthy toot note to this point. The j~· ·; 

/1 central belief of the Sabba.terms waa the belief in t);le Messiahship ot Zevi. Ha had. 

,If proclaimed himeelf tho llesoiah in 1666, had draw thousands of adherent• from all f}! tf;(
.1 parts er Et.trope. In the1 hour cf trial, however, he winced and turned reneg:l.'8.de. 
1 · 

·;Nevertheless, there were many faithful ones who believed in him li.fter he had ·aied. 

,: . ". i: The followers looked upon him n.s a true saviour1 they went further and looked upon 

): '.
1
: him as tha incarnation of God. Attached to this theory was the Kabbalistb notion 

l l•f the wandering of tho soul. According to this notion of tho Kabbala, the soul of 

.. ,, :tho lleesiah oontaine a portion of diirinity. In every age this incorporat•os itself 

in the body of a fully developed man, who by virtue of this oomplete power works 
!~~ 

,J his will over spirits, and over nature, and aecomplishes wonders. Thia messianic soul 

· found its fullest expression in Sabbatai Zevi. 
/> 

The direct descendant of Sabbatai Zevi was his b:rother-in-la:w, Jacob 
.. QC.-.-.....&..).., J..uJ6..J.. .'· Querido.The group had at this time received the nSJne of Demneh, meaning faithless 

'i: ... 

ones or apostates from Judaism. Querido's successor in turn was his son Berachya, 

Whom Frank: must have seen, for the former lived from about 1690 to 1740. ).: 

,J The Saloniki Sabbateans honored Beraohya greatly, and even offered prayers to him. 

j He ~eems to have left no male descendants. There was a widow whom the sect members 
_.,. \' I ) ~ . '!Jj "'1" ,__ ... ~..It \ a Galled tho holy matrona, ond a young granddaughter Oalled the holy maid (,._~ '"f ;d,~). , Jt1I 

l'l'he latter was destined to be the bride of the next incarnation of divinity. For the '~ I 

"' •1 .. 

Denmah, Judaism was a thing outworn. With the appearance of the true Messiah or with I ,\ J 

Aho iast incarnation or God, its meaning had gone. Therefore they oaat off Judaism. 

'· 
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They preserved cmly the circumcision on the eighth day~ after birth. Of sacred 

scriptures they kept only the Song of Songs, whioh p:r0vided them with a broad f'iela 

of :fantastic interpretation. ( Sva..E-l(f l,..,1-1-e.u..ef tuu.r- '"' 'It.le...) 

The book that served as a groundwork :for the activities of the sectarians 

during this period was the Kabbalistio Zohar, a forgery of Yeses de Leon. wh9 lived 
l!r 

about 1300. The book was attributed to a Talmudic sage Simon ben Joohai. As Graetz 

txclaims " the droll incongruity of these sectarians." 'Ihey repudiated both Bible 

and Talmud,yet clung to a book whose reputed author was a Talmudic authority. Be 

that as it may, the Zohar was a source of' their mysticism. From it they drew their 

doctrine about the divinity, and the Messiah,and the oorporealization of' God. '!hey 

had their own version of the Trinity, and even this bit of heterodoxy was baaed on 

quotations from tre Zohar .. 

The first person ~ the Trinity was called The Highest Cause ( -l'IA"t'f ~'1wi) 

This cause exerted no influence on the world order. The second person was ~~~~r ~~~~ 

This was to be identified with the Messiah. The third person in the Trinity was a 

womanly complement to the Messiah .J\'J\jnGo" ~J=-~ The three f'omod a unity. Trinity 

was dissolved into unity through prayer. Worshipful acts we:re the means of :reaching::· 
,, 

divinity in its comple·tenoss .. Unity was described in the equivocal, even lasci'fious 

dosignationa of intercourse and Qexual love. The text of the Song of Songs served 
. q 

them excellently. Opponents charged that they set the mysteries to extravagant umae. 

15". '"'· It we are to agree wHh Graetz 
1 
they repudiated Judaism and tho body of laws emanat-

ing therofronh rejected the law of chaeti'ty, entered upon inoestuouai vela.tionshipe 

· I after the manner of Christiano of ·the 2nd cen·turyt who followed many Gnostic eect1. 

They treated marriage lightly and changed wives often. Niebuhr met euoh n Sabbatean 

There grew up in Poland Jn sporadic fashion, a similar Sabbatean aect. Its 
" a.T~r~ lb 

founder was Chayyam Moloch. According to Grae·tz he indulged in Kabbalistic swindle. 
___--J I\ ... " r , ~ 

,....) i 'I '"·11\ ( iV\1<> l _ :_: , \ · r \ 

\._ \ 



.~e made trips to the O:rientJand apent aome time with the Donmah t Saloniki, return

ing to Poland about 1710. He found many willing followers. The Polish groups had to 

d~ . 
do their work in seoret,tor they were under~close watch of the Rabbis. Evidence 

of this strong opposition -is to be noted in the "fate a( one of thai:r emissaries, 

Moses Meir Kamenk~r, who was caught and exposed at Frankfurt in 1725. Despite the 

anathemas of' the German Rabbis and the Jewish synod in Pollllld, against all kinds of 

·. - - .f,; -<, ; -Sabbateans, the sect continued in Sou·th Poland, Podolya and Lemberg. They indulged. '' _- --
·1 --- ,·------------ - . -, -
·;,·propaganda, circulating secret scripts containing the contents of Kabbalistic lore;. 

·1 

Fx•om these they drew their edi.t'ioation. They too honored the Zohar as did their 

·brothers in Turkey. They looked upon it as a. holier scripture, as the Torah of the· 

spiritual life. The poverty, the lack of life's elementary necessities, the sloping 

of Polish Jewry to mysticism, to fantasy and to vagrancy, made fertile soil for a 
17 

sectarian life. To quote Graetz 10 
••• raised in school as they were since cradle days -, 

on the Talmud and the Zohar, with an iron memory retaining every word of this vast 

literature, with a passion for hermeneutics, for J>enetrating observation and for 

it'Uoism, there was a search in everything for something higher and more mystical. 

~hey were predestined for the mystical and sensual swindle. In mysticism they sought 

an e.nodyne. In mysticism they aohieved an escape from cheerless reality. 0 

The Polish Kabbalists swung from one extreme to another. Acquainted with 

ery folio of the Talmud they took a special joy in the work of s.pite, ef doing what 

· ey we1~e forbidden to do. Aoan<rding ~ Ezekiel Landau, fi:reta a Ra.bbi in Podolya, and 
O IR :.i-ro..d·) a:~er an honored Rabbi in Prague, drew a frightful picrture of them. According to him, ·' 

"' ey considered it a holy dutj to break every religious and mo1·a1 law, to tread under 

ot the marriage :relat:J.ont the sentiments of chastity. Confessions made by penitent 

abba·teans of Podolya accord wHh this desoription. This sect counted in its midst 
1

So Rabbis and preachers, men versed in tha Talmud. A family that asaooiated itself 

\ 
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later converted to the name ot Woloski, were Frank's oh!ef aasiatante who carried on 

after hie death. The daughter Chaya was an oracle ot the Podolya Sabbatea.ns; aha under ... 

,, stood the Zohar, spoke enchantingly about its language, and if witnesses may be true·ted"' 

I! oommi·tted adultery with the permission of her husband. 
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THE LIFE OF JACOB FRANK. 

I 
i 
I 

/1, 
1/ in 

Frank's name originally we.a Jankiew Lejbowioz. The nmna Frank he acquired 

Turkey • .:JL; W<.tb o...~ ~ ~Wu.c....h. O..~t.UJ His father was either a ·teacher 
ii 

or a Rabbi, we a.re no·~ quUe certain which. There is a 4ifferenoe of opinion aa to 

II v v ~,. II ''y-'7 
hie birth place• Graetz i:n his essay mentions Koroltvkt, or auozao z. I:n the Kronika, 

the village of Bereczenko is mentioned. However, Frank in hls testimony before the 
0 ii~.,, 

court in 1760 gives the name of his birth place as Korol~vk~. There is likewise a 

variation in the date set for his birth. This ranges all the way from 1712 to l72i. 

JjJarly Years. 

We have little fac·tual informe.tion about the circumstances surrounding 

Frank's birth. The souroes provide ua with meagre references to his mother, father
1 

4-11 and grandparents. There is doubt ex.pressed in Kraushaar as to whether his father ever 
it'J.. 

enjoyed the dignity of Rabbi. Acoording to Frank,. his father 0 a name was Leb, his 

mother's Rachel. She came from a wealthy family in a town of Galicia. Aooording to 
1( .... ¥1> 

Frank, she was skilled in handiwork, and embroidered beautiful things in silver and 
" 

in gold. When Jews out of Poland came to ask for aid in the marriage of a poor bride, 

. . lt:i-lf'O, Lj.Cj 
his mother gave these embroideries awa;, as gifts. Of hts grandmother he writes, sae 

'Was skilled in star-lore. She is credited with having protected him from the evil 

eye of witches who surrounded the house when he first saw the light or day. She it 

was who impressed the parents to watch the child and rear it well, that through him 

something new would ooma into the world. His fur·~her account or her desoribes her as a 
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7. 
very righteous aoul and of exceeding generosi·ty. Never a man went out of her house 

empty-handed. In time of fa.mine she drevr no distinguishing line between Jew and non-

Jaw in whe distribut~on of oharmty. 

Frank speaks of his rather without any spooial affection. He mentions 

his hardheartedness, his strong temper and the rod with which he used to chastise 
l&.4·"1 

himfor every slight disobedience. Says Frank 11 my rather used to seat a child at the 

table, when the child waa five and teach him how to behave at ·table, and ii' the child 

did some·thin~ displeasing to him, he punished him, if the child was angry and refused 
,,.., 

to eat, he would beat him a second time." According to Kraushaar• s acoounts given by 

Frank himself, we are allowed ·ti;>r infer that already at an early age he displayed 

signs of willfulness and :lmaginativa dreaming. We know wha·t use Frank ma.de of. these 
l{r.1.fq 

dreams in his later life activities. To quote Frank again " my uncle Jacob told me ,., 

that when I was a child about two years of age and he took me to his bed, I did not 

let him go to sleep until he said goodnight with me to all creatures, to things great 

and small, to all the beasts of the field and to all the birds." His mo·ther is 

auppo~sed to have told him when he was a boy four years of age that he dreamt he 
--tJl.u-J:, 

eaw God's faoe, tha·t it was wonderful,_ He took him on His knee and gave him a bow 

made of golden thread and said to him 10my son, see when thcvday comes to draw this 

bow see ·that you do not let it go from your hand.'° There were nursery tales galore. 

<:In these early accounts we discern t'(lTO a knack for driving a bargain as well as for 

visioning secret things. There are outcroppings of antipathy to the Torah and tho 
1~.1.>a.1o~. 

conuna~dment s • 
\ '\ ,\) [ 

~ - £ 1' - ~ ,,, _.:._,.;_J"-i 

~' \, .,_ '"-

Th@ accounts throw little light upon Frank's early years. About all we know 

with certainty is that he traveled with his parents from one town ·to another. They 
Si!. 

wandered considerably. In Kraushaar•s account we note this atatement "• •• e.t the 

age of ·twelve Frank and his parents came ou·t of Poland to Wallaohy." •.• They settled. 
' 

first at Faron and went thence ·to Romany and then made their abode in the oity of 

Bucharest where they spent seven years. A s$Ory ooming from this period may shed 

so~me light on the ohara.cter formation of Frank. When hie fa·ther put him in the 
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1! 
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of a merchant, the young man found little satisfacrHon in the wo:rk .. Rather 

than weigh and measure goods, he preferred ·the freedom of running around the streets 

I of the town with boys of his own age. He relished contests of strength, whe·ther with 

l a. sticlt or with a fist. This characteristic ca.mo into mature. developmaxrt in his later 

. 11 . j struggle with the Talmudists. Aeoording to Kraushaar Frank became acquainted with 
1 

. !~ merchant Jews out of Poland in the oi ty of Smyrna. In conversation with them, he 
I ~ --------~ - - --
'· ~) 

; ! ·picked up many id~_as currant amongst the So.bbateans •. Frank seemed to have found his , wv· . 
. . kind when he found them. 

fi.:)j';\.1.t, _.· f" It we-, may trust Graet:: Frank turned Mohammeda:n, of a kind, in 'l'1rkey. 
r: 
'I ,!! Whether from conviction, or from convenience, or from necesatty>we do not know. AB for 

.H 
· :~. his relation to the Sabbateans we are told that he looked upon Sabbatai Zevi aa a. man 
Ii' 
·I 

! of God and visited the grave of Nathan of Gaza to draw the spirit of the sainted ones 

into himself and become joined to them. Why he left Turkey we cannot say definit.ely 9 

i:.o bit 

\. 
both Graetz and Kraushaar speak of the bitterness of the Jews as manifested toward 

him in Turkey. Certainly he was not atoned for great love. It. is said the Jews hired 

a Turk or a Greek to kill him. May 15, 1755 Frank left Saloniki§ from there he went 

~7 '. - to Poland. Af;story goes, Sabbata:I. Zevi appeared to him in a dream and told him that 

God had selected him for a mission, and that if he refused to submit, He would drag 

him there in iron chains •. 0 Set,wherever I oannot go,you will reach easily, if only 
~I 

you will not set yourself up in oppo si"tion to it.'' Graetz charges Frank with the lie 

that Elijah had appeared to him in a dream and commanded him to go to Poland. Frank 

even boaatea that a guardian angel had aoeompanied him on his way to Poland,a thig 
bb 

his father had not been able to make olear •. In Kraushaar we find a somewhat extensi-" 

ve account given by Frank himself ,purporting to be an account of his going to Poland. 

·rn dreams that came ·to him at the time of a serious illness we find him ordered to 

go to Poland.tho he pleads ignorance of the language • The Voioe charges him with 

a. mission and promises him a revela·t;ion of Elijah every time he might be in danger. 

At this vision Frank jumps outiof his bed, perfectly healed and well, ready to eat 

and drink like a healthy man. There is a strong temptation to dismiss as of no account 

i 
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9. 
the oolored and fantastic· repor·te of Frank himself• We shall see repeatedly that he 

nev:er wanted long for a vision
1
or a revelation that would suit his purposes and pro

vide a romantic background for what might have been otherwise a prosaic utterance. 
a.1 

The irrefutable fact remains that Frank went to Poland. Quoting Graetz who is *ager 
II 

~o hit upon a motive for Frank's going to Poland, the truth will soon appeo.r that 

Frank:.,made no impression in Turkey among his oo-believers, the Donma.h. He wanted to 

play a role, that was his ambi·tion. Having no underlings he wanted followers, blindly 
,, 

devoted followers who would soon honor him as their prince. Fact is ,Frank did not go 

directly to Poland. If' we may trust his accounts he spent about one and a half years 

i~ Wallaehy, M~ldavia and Hungary; the longest s·top he made being at Bucharest, whore 

he cast his nets and caught a few souls. 

Desieription. 

Frank did no·t possess as striking an appearance as did his j):r.r.el:l.ec-esso:r, 

Sa.bbatai Zevi. Quite ·the contrary, he was ugly. According to a description of one who 

saw him, we have this far from flattering picture - " his :f'aoe was ugly and pock-i': ~.-

marked. When these severe. and cold features struck a friendly pose they aroused faa:r 

and dread." 'I'he usual picture of Jacob Frank seen in most histories does not present 

us with a charming face, no:r a charming personality. There is something hard, brazen 

and determined about ·the looks. Beneath the turban is a brow that might well be 

horned. The eyes a.re ready to spring at opposition, facial lines and the chin bespeak 

combat. There is every reason ·to believe tha·t Frank possesses an iron will and that 

once a plan was conceived it waa pursued with unf'lagging zeal. There oan be no question 

that Frank exerted a mighty influence, though he was ·not magnetic in the ordinary 

1· understanding of the word. That he was tar from prepossessing you may judge by ·the 

Picture usually given of him. Though he was comparatively unlearned, he waa neverthe

less a:ble to set himself up'as a leader and to win a considerable body of followers. 

Of course Graetz found an explanation ready to hand. For Graetz, the key words that 

Unlock Jaoob Frank's personality are money and swindle. Again and again in his tr.eati•e 

" Frank und die Frankisten" Graetz heaps abuse upon the name ot Frank. In one passage 
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.. ,.' he exhausts the voeabula:ry of slander, in his attempts to 

~'i "1'7 
r tan H Messiah", tale-bearer, myatigogue. For Graetz, Jacob 

riddle the masked oha:rla• 

Frank is an incarnation of 

I 
I 

all that is evil, rep.ellen:t, malicious, dangerous, and ungodly. Time and again we re.;. 

caive the impression from Graetz 's treatise that he is burning the charlatan messiah 

in effigy, so that neither trace nor echo shall remain .. 

Frank's eye fell on Podalya where the Sa.bbatean sec.rt earried on secretly. 

The oitieo mentioned by Graetz relevant to our account are Laskoron, Lemberg, Brody, 
«'( 

Szarg~d and Nadworna, It maybe that the sharp d!~isien that had broken out .among the 

I Jews of Poland at this time provided the opportunity for Frank 'e agitation. The 

!J'irt Eybe~chiitz-Elnden Oontroversy split t~_l'<>_li_sh community into tw camps. Recriminations 

,:,Jrw.d charges ot hereey w: bac~ and forth, and ono group psrsecutod tho other. There io 

. 'a possibility, as Graetz indicates, that Frank en·tertained the hope of finding;. a follow
,k 

(.. ing among the partisans of' Eybesohutz. Aooounte are agreed that late in the year if 

>:v\~f~):;{!f5 we find Frank at the Polish border, th6 strip of Podolya. He .had come with ·two 
(/l\ 

so-called Rabbis, Moses and Nachman, and an intimate servant, Mattheus, of whom 
.~ :\.\iU '1,..-

·fl-..y'F&.nk said that he served him in the same capacity that Nathan ot Gaza served 

Sabbatai Zevi. 

Frank's Entry Into Podolya. 

When the Sabbateans got wind of Frank's entry they invited him to visit 

their homes. He began to make the rounds and spread hie doc·trine. He arrived most 
'() 

"inir~oulously" in Kfrolovko and began to pertorm his wanders and attract his follow-

ers. The doc·trine he preached was the_ Trinity we mentioned above, the holy Uralter9 

the holy King o:r the God-like Messiah, and the womanly figure, the Soheohina.. 

Frank •s revelation consisted in his being the Messiah. Through a process of 

transmigration, of soul, he was the God-man appeared on earth. The report runs that 
' ' ' 

Frank made the declaration •• my name ie Adonoi. '' According to reports of .Abraham 

ot Szargrod, quoted by F.mden, Frank enticed them to believe that he was filling the 

Plaoe of Berachya, who wan·~ed to redeem Israel and that he, Frank, was the eoul 

transmigrated from Beraohya. :b Sv~~~). 
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Methods ot Action. 
,, cl-.. 

Kraushaar g~ves abundant illustrations of wonders performed by Frank to 

draw crowds. Miraculous reooveries, miraculous arrivals, practicing of healing, 

,.__ ascription of another's death to hia own powers, 'the evooatio~ of shining light 01'. 

1 · ·converts 
11 

heads were all ·used to further hie purposes., The li,..."'t shining over his 
:r ~· 
1 head li~e a star~'.is ex.plained a,s having beam produced by some sort of mirror. When 

t·· once Rabbi Mordecai said ( says Frank ~ 
f 

:/1 :·staircase a.nd every step of my slipper was printed in ·the wood." This is his own ··1·'-1 

"Jacob, show your powers , I moun·ted an oak 

24-story. Frank never hesitates to f orecaat the future. Graetz blurts ou·t his sarcasm and 

contempt by saying ••" in a word, Frank Lebowicz practiced every kind of deceit and 
;!.4 

swindle to attaoh the Sabbate~s to him~" Graet.z claims that he ta~ght ·his followers 

the practice of communism in wives, and.what was more disgusting to Graetz, ~n~eatt 
u.. 

Aooording to Graer~z, mone.y was the chief snare that drew ·~he largest part of the 

~sectarians in Podolya. And if we are to beliGve, as believe we muat
1 

Ber's. account 

in the Memoirs, it is not so diffioul·t to understand how the appllling conditfon of 

the Jews in Poland drove them into the arms of a man like Jacob Frank. Extreme need 

• ~d utter despair must have made any promise seem like the light of salvation .. 

Frank As A Leader. 

Though we cannot trace step by step the growth of Frank's influence in 

~Podolya, we are now at a point where the Sabbatoanew in Poland turned Frankista. 

They begin to revere him as leader, as Messiah. They pray to him as to a God. Frank 

realizes the value of privileged intimacy shared by ai •few. lie ourrounds. himself 

with a secret cirole who gather in his room a few days in the week and direct their 

prayers to him. Tho Hebrew prayer tonnula later found amongst them, Frank seems ·to 

have. brought with him from tho Sabbateans of Saloniki. ~y ~~ Of El. Jewish-Spanish 

origin. For it contained both Spanish and Turkish words. The chief content of the 

Prayer was1sabbatai Zevi as the .true Messiah, a'-~divinity descended to earth who 

b . a,5. ;tb. a roga.ted the lower •rorah and gave a higher teaching in its pla.oe. Says Graetz, 

" let it no·t be overlooked that this prayer, even though addressed to the peeudo

essiah at Smyrna, refers to his followers as well as to Frank and Querido and hie 

on, Beraohya, in whom Sabbatai io reborn. Even Jesus was hidden in Frank, ho taulght. " 
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·rrank made the rounds of the cities in secret, going to those places where Sabbate

ans dwelt, traveling from the south of Poland to Lemberg, collecting followare around 

·birr1J and findins recognition with them as the Messiah,. the incarnation of God. 'Then 

one fine day in January of the year 1756, Frank and hie group were caught in a tangle. 

· The thing was dragged out into the light of publiei ty, Lwhioh is another nrune for 
. a.lo 

critical investigation~ According to Graetz 1 F!ankiste ·were caught one day in the 

J. midst of their mystic< aatHtt '.ta,akoron. 

j '" 

·~ ,, .,. Tho Laeko1·en Incident. 
.,i 

The Laakoron incident is pivotal ~ the .Frank story because it marks the 
}J 
·~ fir•t open contaot with the rest of Jewry. The de.yo or quiet seorot activity may 

I ·be counted ae over. From now on the Fre.nkists a.re under severe scrutiny. There is a 

~ continuous· threat of open opposition hanging over them. They must fight now t€1 pre-
.~~ . 

I
B ~erve themselves alive. The Laskoron incident prepared the way for a show down 

·between the Frankists and the loyal body of Jews. The Frankistei evidently were 

I

- :surprised. There are differences of opinion in tho details of the surprlL.ae. According; 
_' I. '5va.ab, ~I.) 
· · ·to one story 'they danced and sang ecstatically around a half-naked woman. She was 

" 
· kias'fld :repeatedly by those danoing. Attracted by the song and dance, witnesses ob

served the orgiastic ceremony through a window opening. When the onlGokers attempted 

--. to break in and get a closer view of the sdene, the Frankiats made a quick getaway. 

The story of the affair spread. The Frankist record of the ·incident rune as followes 

at Lasko:ron, on the yearly market day, the annual fair, a,hostler arran~ed a conven

ticle for Frank and twenty persons to be held in secret, The entrance to the house 

f-f wae barres so as not to betray Frank •e presence. The latter bad ordered h:l.s follow

,. ere to sing a Zohar song out loud. Thie attracted folke from the outside. Some sur-
·,"'}\,.,. . 
·i . 

'.rounded the housei others preferred charges against Frank before the magistrate. He 
•J-1 . 

. was charged with being an alien, with planni.ng to lead the Jewa over to Mohammedanism. 

He and his followers were likewise charged with living in promiscuity. Graet:
7
and 
Y3 

Kraushaar agree that city authorities put him in prison. According to Kraushaar. ae 

,stayed there six days. Frank suffered thee.loss of a costly ring, a watch and eighty 

; 
I 
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ducats. Updn the intercession of Turks who had come to the fair, Frank was released 
/-----· 
next day as a Turk. The other captives, however, at the request of Bishop Demboweki

1 

. ~ 

were held in custody for another fourteen days. This outbreak of hate between the 

Frankiets and their opponents was the first of a series. It was like a flash signal 

that trouble had begun. If we may believe reports, some of the Podolyan Sabbateans 

informed against the Sabbateans and the Frankists. The Rabbis were moved to take 

action. The matter was too serious to overlook .. For here was something that e·truok 

at the foundation • In accordance with rabbinic custom of those days, a ban was 

. -~ · proolaimd;t;;: sectarians ~ Ban was proclaimed in the synagogue at Brody against 

all those believing in the pseudo-messiah, Sabbatai Zevi, his prophet Nathan of 
17 

Gaza, and all those showing no repentant spirit. Kraushaar gives us the complete 

version of the ban proclaimed in the synagogues in Poland at this time. The gist of 

I 

i'; ' '.· , ' 

~q ' t'Jf'.(,/)ltir\ft j))J/1! ' 
it we find in Graetz. The victims were excluded from rabbinioalOand praying positions• 

,----~----

l
. · from functioning in any religious capacity whatsoever. Wives and daughters we~e to 

, be considered as p~ostitutee; the children bastards brought up in adultery. Elfery 

, :Jew was exhorted to report every secret sectarian and to :reveal the misdeeds. '.rhis 

, solemn ban was proclaimed in the communities of Lemberg, Luzk., Dubnow and other cit-

ies and confirmed later by the of fioial synod of the four countries meeting in Con

stantinow. If the r.0.skoron exposure dragged t.he Frankists into the glare! of opposi

tion, the official action of the Rabbis only served to whip up hatred.against the 

Frankists. If there be a law of action and reaction in human experience, we may con-

elude that Frank's whole future policy of revenge, his arraignment of .the Rabbis be

fore the powers of the Church, his resurrection of the blood libel sprang directly 

from the, -damnation into which the Rabbis had cast him. The following fact is a keen 

iilustration of the extremity to which Rnbbinioal zeal went. All Jews were forbidden 

'.~; to accept him in their homes; they were for bidden to sell him provisions or even 
. .... ------~-

feed his tea.ma aa they paaaed by the town on the way. Chayyam Hakohen Rappaport of 

Lemberg seems to have been the chief Rabbinical persecutor. The Rabbis singled out , 

th C) • e Zohar as a cause of ·the heretical swindle. They forbade young people under thirty 

to rea.c):' it and the writings appertaining thereto. Even those of later years who had 
;'_-

_,..-'{; 

O\~(/J (' \;'· 

J ., ' 
f·-·,_/_; 

i r / 
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· no·t familiarised themselves with Talmudic literature were warned against it. The 

Rabbi a f eH they must destroy the noxious plant. Jus·t a few words abou·t the atudy of . 

Jewish mystic law. Two decades "]?revioualy, Moses Ohayyam Luzza·to had been ant~ngl$d r in ·tho matter, and a proposal wao made by tho zealot Moses Oru.jh and by tho rabbi-

·• !r nate of Altona and Hamburg for a limitation of the study of Kabbala. And now the old 

,, ·1.;trouble was cropping .up again·. The mystical vein so necessary for the preservation 

" of a heal thy emotional depth in Judaism waa running tho risk of pollution. So we ! ··!ind rep res ant ati v os iif Judai em f osteriill!J .myst i oism and then turning sharply against 

r/ it. Again a fear of losing something fundamental; again a bitter fight to preserve 

theological bed rook. For tho fact is, this mystic lore caused great deal of trouble. 

Frank's Plan of Revenge. 
SI /1 

Quoting Graetz - as a result of tho unmasking at Laskoron and the contes-
II 

·· sion of witnesses at Sa:tanow, some of the Frankiats wero imprisoned and others fled. 

' ·.The Church is now for the first time drawn into the controversy. The offense of the 

Frank:i.s·ts had been of a religious nature. So the Bishop of Kamieniec Podolak, Bishop 

:.· :nombo'Wski, stepped in and brought the ease before his tribunal. According to Krau

~1". ,shaa:~·the bishop issued an order .Lon the 1st of February, 17569 for the Frankists 

. ·.· imprisoned in I.askoron to be brought to Kamieniec. What for.? A sort or inquisition 

was used against these heretics; they in turn sought to escape the snare by hypocrit

ical explanations. Gross examinatio111s went on until the end of March of that year, 

when the Frankists were released. Frank himself was probably not on the scene; he wa.a 

devising plans somewhere in security and at ease. As for revenge,Frank seems to have 

poseesse~ a talent, if not a genius for i't. 
·'I . 1. : . 

, 'From hie exile in Oh~~~!n~ Bessarabia., whither he had gone after his re-

lease from prison, Frank had secret word sent to the prisonero that they should de

clare these two.things before the Christian court. First, that they believed in a 

Trinity; second, they rejected the Talmud which was full of errors and blasphemiea. 

Now when thie(bit of knaveryJmet with no bit of response from the prisoners, Frank 

,issued an order f_or twenty or thirty men to meet him in secret in eome small town 

in Galicia, there to make haste and bap·tize. They were to denounce ·their opponents. 
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The Jews~ received wind of the secret meeting1 planned the-arrest of Frank. 

· oaaght with no o·ther way out, the Frankiats went on record denouncing Judaism in 

its entirety. The Talmud, they olaimed
1
falsified the teachings of Moses. In.their 

sight, the Zohar was a much truer in·terpretation of these teachings, and the Zohar~s 

teaching of a sort of Trinity brought them closer to the Church. Hence the bitter 

persecution on the part of tho Talmudists. This gave rise to the na.mes of Talmudists 

and contra-'ralmudiets. The contra group claimed that the irreconcilability of Talmud 
&Z 

and Kabba.la was of ancient origin. From Graetz •• " long ago in the pre-Christian era, 

Simon ben Jochai and Jonathan ben Uzziel had eombatted and rejected the false inter-

pretation or the Talmud .. " •• •!'he defense went so far as to claim that the Frankists 

were ,far from being a mere aect; ~hey were of equal lineage with the Talmudists • 
. . .<i· 3~ 

Graetz• s emotional reac·tion is revealed in the rrt,atemen·t ... 11 what mattered a lie, more 

or less to such impostors 11 
•• The most. significant thing in their declaration bef'oive 

the bishop's tribunal was their acknowledgment of the Trinity and the Inoarnation. 

Bishop Dembowski and the Frankis·ts. 

Whatever the motive that .. prompted the bishop, he declared them innocent of 
.'.:i3 

the charges and orime~eferred against them. It may be• as Graetz suggests 1that he 

saw an opporotunity for the glorification of the Church. In the light ·of apostolio 

zeal shown by the Church, we may be near the tru·th in cleaving to Graetz •s suggestive 

moUvation of the bishop's action. Without troubling to investigate closely as to the 

correspondence of the Frankist and Catholic Trinities, he allowed them to settle run 

freedom, gran·ted them permission to :remove to Kamieniec and to live froeely in aeev:rd-
33 

ance with their beliefs. H•r• again Gr-aetz offers the reasonable suggestion that the 

Bishop's intention was to draw them oompletely into the Ohurch •. A point in Frankist 

etrategy worth mentioning here - provided of course that our sources aria to be 

trusted- is their exaggeration of the number of their adherents. Maybe this was a 

rich bait held out before the eyea of the Bishop. For he thought that th1~ Frat:ikists , / __ 
. ,flv/1t~c,,.,.c4( ' ·, · ·.- ·' ' f ,(' ,J 

would out of necessity, or through the Kabbalt., enter the Church. He wao ."ertainly 

. iJ ~.deceived. If we may truot Graeti! Froank was secretly in tho town and undoubtedly at 
l.J.lc>Re.) 

the Bishop's k~~~~ where he .corroborated the statements of hie followers~ 
r ' ~I ) f l,-.._;t\(~: ;)_ ~ .. £, f l_ , . I ; 
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The Tables Turn - Persecuted rrurn Persecutor. 

True to the reactions ot men release« from prison on more or leas false 

charges" the Frankists who had beon released from pd.son nursed but one thought 

against their assailants, revenge.. They even sought to stir the fe.naticism of the 

oatholiG Church against the Talmudists .. In a secret session at Rohaty~, they reso3!ved 

cupon a counter-attack 9 the resurrection of the blood libel. They pointed te all the 

-;A~e.ssages .of the Talmud that might be made to appear as poisoned arrows towards the 

J~ Christians. Here was the spilling of blood between blood bretbere.. Certainly a. danpr-
',~.trf 

.~A-~us sea to embark upon. The action .. of the Fre.nkiste is all the more striking when w~ 

'i'•Jtremember the learned Christians like Wagenaeil, Wolf and others on the evangelicalr -

t1 

e~de, and many q~ even on the Catholic eid~ad branded this charge as a foul lie .. 

·"' ·~u~ i~J that this dangerous· charge wae made. Sure as thunder, oonsequenoes ·flowed. 

\;{;}'~ When Christian children were missing, blame was cast upon tho Jowo. In Jampol, 

, near the recent settlement of the Frankists, several Jews were arraigned on the oharge 
J" . . 

· ,~ifnoi\s.iaid under heavy imprisonment. Frank now began to ple.y hie cards tor a disputation 
ij\ . 

between the Frankista and their oppononte. At about this time, the Arcllbishopric of 

Lemberg becf:llle vacant, and Dembowski was promoted to the pest of Archbishop. Oircumetanca~ 
91+ 

were shaping themselves tor a dramatic moment. {}raetz would have us believe that the 

occasion of a disputation would serve as a glorious dedication for the new post, eepec

b.lly now that the church dopas were to receive confi.rmation out of the mouths of 

Jews. The triumph would be a double ene, for the Church and for himself. 

l>fo· 
De~bowski claimed the disputation between the Talmudists and the contra-

"' 31t 
Talmudists, though Graetz sees the entire incident under a highly-colored lens. His 

"i'•11arke are worth quoting in toto; at least his point of view leaves nothing we.ntlilng 

· ~,n definii:teness. "Under penalty tor failure to appear, the Rabbis were or&ered to 

Pr,esent themselves and refutr charges made against the Talmud, or else surrender. This 

wae as strong a challenge to conscienee as possible. The century-old Judaism was ~o 
l~£J.t.,,) 

Qe defen~ed against a handful of reprobates, and how were they~to approach the dogmas 

Of Trinity and Incarnation against the defenders of the Church! 

-~--·~~~~~~~~------------------......................... .. 
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The Rabbis were pained in spirit • .Another hardship made their task even more challeng~ 

ing. Their language which was ~either Polish, German 1110r Hebrew, made clear and coherent 

speech a difficulty. Who better than the Frankista were aware of the perplexity of 
(; ,_ ,f 

· the Rabbis? For that reason they pressed the matter of the disputation, 'fhinking,t~ .r""' 

enjoy a tiok~ish, ma.l:i.oious1 exalt'°tion at the expense 
.. ::; f' : _,-t t'· 'I.A \· .. '..-,·,~· ·' \. , .. C:J - '-'~ ·- i 

///_,..-,--(;·Ji" " 

of their enemies. _,,,/;\/~ • -- , 
h,~--.<i··_· . .,·- ,; ,, 

\tY/ \})+"" \,\' c:' ; ' ' v· ;j.:' :, " - The Frankiet Program. 
,~JJJ~ ~ r.1 ,: f'.S'tt ~u-r( ·y,~ , -'. 1 

, , 

"t'i • •.'. 
-~ ' .:. :'\: 

" ~- \' 

·1\r·:~', 1 · It contained eight or nine points which served the double purpose of being 

' • kinct of declaration of faith and a bill of charges agai·nst the Talmudiste. The points· 
. 1 
~e; one, that true Israelites should not only love and honor God, they should also 

) 

think of seeking and recogmising Hie secret 11 innermost being .. Two, the Torah and the·· -

. prophet~ have such an end in view, that is of revealing the true nature·or God, but 

-
4 they are so full of obHu.rity and mystery that a. deeper insight from above i8 necessary 

to understand them. Three, that Talmud WEUJ also intended to interpret the Torah add 

the Prophets, but it is full of insipidity, lies and contradictions. There was another 

source of interpretation that opened to them the mysteries of God. It was the Zohar. 

j;tfuey~ the Frankists, really believed in a single Go~d and Creator, whose Providenee 

extends over all things both great and small. Five, they believed also that God con-

sisted of three persona. Scripture hints at it and explicit statements are to be found 

in the Zohar. " Why, we ask you Jews, why don't you believe in the Trinity, which 

even Scriptures and the Zohar are full of ?11 Six, we further believe that God ente19.ed 

a body9 ate, drankAand slept, satisfied other bodily needs, quite like the rest of 

mankind, but without sin. Seven, Jerusalem will never be rebu1.lt. Eight 9 the Messiah 

will not come to bring near the salvation of Israel, but he will appear in the flesh 

to redeem men from sin. Nine, God himself will lift the curse from the first progeni

tors, and through them to the whole nation. That will be the true Messhth. At the in

stigation of~he Archbishop Dembowski, this provoking program was handed to the Ra:bb3.:s, 

. ht>rep~ratory to the day of controversy. The Rabbis were ·in despair; in vain did the 

Polish communities spend large sums of money to frustrate the disputation. Dembowski 

stubbornly refused to withdraw the command. Most of the Rabbis incurred severe money 

Punishments rather than meet their despised enemies. So far as we know, just a few 

;~ ' ~ :·' \ l 

'.;:; -' .,, 

i! 

) I 



011 a journey with his wife ·to Nikojlolis. 

Results. 

Exactly what ijappenad at Kamianieo remains unknown~ but Jewish aoureee 
:!i'T 

concede that the defenders of the Talmud left vanquished. Ao Graetz remarks 11 the 

poorest spokesmen can spoil the best of cases." The Talmud was condemned and the Jews 

· were bidden to retu·te every charge made against the •ralmud, or else aooept the oonse
auq 

quenaes. A complete account is found in Kraushaar. There we learn that the disputation 

· 4 las·ted about eight days, mornings and af~ernoou~ Sabbaths and holidays eot.oepted. 

We note too ·that the Rabbis wero very o:l.roumspect in their anoweri:J. Part of their 

apology consisted in maintaining that ti: l.:>.J..I did not mean ·Chria·tian, and ·that 0- •-..::>__\ 

maybe a good man. On the scores of Trinity and the Messiah, the Rabbis maintained a 

discree·t silence. They knew the opposition was only waiting for a ohance to spring 

rzm~· at thom. In the meanwhile, Dembowski set October 14, 1767. as the date of tho dispute.- ,,,~;_A 
---~·~-·-----..... I~ .. , /'' 

- .. { f,_ 
tion. Tho oorrtra-Talmudiste wan·ted the Talmud destroyed,, and insisted upon reparu:t ions; 

for the Laskoron incident. Whatever the terms, the incident was definitely a Frankis·t 

vicrtory .. By the edict of Dembowski, the losers had to pay five thousand polish gul-
. 'i,. 

dens to cover the ooi:rt, and one hundred and fifty four gold guldens for the improve-. 

ment of the Cathedral. Copies of the Talmud were to be hunted out- brought to the 

Capital of Podolya and burned by executioners. 
'11 

According to Kraushaar the charges 

made at Laskoron were disallowed. Frankiats~ meeting there was justified, and the 

money was to be paid by ·the Jews within a month. In vain did the Jews refer to the 

privileges extended ·~o them by Casimir, the Great 11 and down to the latest times by 

all succeeding Polish kings, leaving them intact and uninjured in matters pertain-

iug to ·their inter11al affairs. The possession of the Talmud was a spacial religious 

conoe~n of the Jaw. In vain did friendly noblemen plead in behalf of the Jews. Dem-

bowski was unswerved in his resolu·tion. 
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Burning of ·the Talmud. 

The wild hunt was begun against the Talrt1ud. The scenes at the b~gim~ing 

of the 16th century in Frankfurt A. M. and in Italy in tho middle of the same century-

repeated themselves in Poland. Conditions in Poland, htj;)Wever, were mor~ bnital. 

The F1•ankiat1 were spurred on by vengeanoe and lent all possible aid to the persecu
!J& 

tors in ferreting out copies of the Talmud from their hiding places. Graetz and Bal-
~a 

aban bo·th confirm tho repoft that copies of the Talmud were tied to horses' ~ails 

and dragged ·to Krunienieo • The copies were then flung into a pit and burned. There is 

' q' 
an estimate in Kraushaar that sets the number of copies burnt as one thousand. The 

18 0... 
'burning occurred in October 1757. Graetz reports ~ burning to have taken place on 

the eighth day of Succoth, before the eyes of sorrowing Jews. There can be no question 
.3'1 

.d of the slant of Graetz ~s sympathies 9 saying, " the Franki'ste triuP1.Phed.. They had dealt 

their toes a piercing blow in a sensitive spot. Who could predict what further pain 

this luot for revenge would yet inflict upon thei Talmudists.'' Copies were burnt in the 

large communities of Brody, Lemberg, and Zolkiew, Novemeber 12, 1757. The Talmudists 

were powerless. The day when the Talmud was burnsd in the pyre, was turned in·to a day 
Lj-0 

of prayer and fasting.[U we trust G:raJ"Jtz, the ta•t was na le·ss sevo~aly observed t-hEA.n ;/} '.! 

the Day ot AtQJJ.ementJ The extremity of sorrow pervading the oocasion may be seen tin 

the remark that mothers drew their babes away from their breasts. There is a reference 
, .,__. 

in :Emden to this declaration of affairs. i 

l\~~(:; \ 
r 

The Death of Dembowski and Coneequenoes. f 

What the Jews were not able to achieve through a man by the name of Baruch 

J~wan and Count &ruhl, chance,or as many believed Divine Providenoe,aohieved for them. 

The death of Dembowski has in it all the savor of high melodrama, for with its occur-

renoe came a remarkable turn in fortune for the Jews. It was their turn to persecute, 

with the Franldste in the role of persecuted. Fa.et is, that the Archbishop Dembowski 

took suddenly ill, fell in·to a state of delirium ,and after a short period of illness , 

died in November 1757, on the 17th day. 

Whatever the cause, the atmosphere changed. Maybe the superstitious environ-

ment caused people to see in the death of the Archbishop a sign of puniehmen·t for hie 

·hardness ·to the Talmudists. su,.fi,.·e it t" .&. t t t j db th ~ ~ v say,tha~ he pro ec· ion en oye y e 



20· 
trankists ceased with the death of Dembowski• They were once more loqked upon as seota-

· rians outside both Jewish and Christian pales. They had ·to abandon their asylum around 

!{amienieo. They we~e stigmatized by having half of their beards eu·b off. ( Thie report 

•· Js given in Jmlden.) There ~i:.s every reason to believe ·that the Rabbis played their hands 

to<the limit, and outdistanced their opponents in a policy of coun·ber revenge. 'rhe 

Frankists were now in the position of poor devils.where every mane• hand was raised 

against th~m. Elisha Shorior Rohatyn was slain in this persecution. There was nothing 

else for the Frankists to do but flee. There is a brtef pertinent reference in the 
IJ!4-% 

Kronika whioh epitomizes the Frankiete' revereal of fortune. 11 The Jews won the upper 

hand an~ they humiliated. the people of our group. 11 The burning of the Talmud was so 

sore in the Rabbis 9 minds that they wished nothing lees than ·the annihilation of Frank 

:~nd his :following. The F'rankists, in their bewilderment, broke ranks like an army in· 

flight and made for the border of Beesarabia9 then Turkey. The hand of persecution 

. followed them even thore. 'rhe Jews set the Turkish authorities a.gai.nst them. The Frank-

bts were free spoil, the prey of Je\V, Catholic and Turk. 

Frank's Next Move. 

The despair was great but Frank was. by no means oveirwhelmed. He turned to 

the King of Poland for help and in his plea made roferenco to ·the privileges. extended 

by Dembowski. The plea was for tolerance and protection bestowed upon.them as Tridi• 

tarian believers. The King confirmed the decree and granted then leave to settle in 

:Podolya and all parts of the kingdom .. The intarnal conditions of the kingdom made the 

king's word of little worth. The nobility and clergy, the real powers of the day, rose 

against the Frankists. Far from enjoy:i.ng protection, these latter 0011tinued to suffer 

maltreatment. 
4-?u 

According to GraS"tz the Frankiats turned to Frank as their saviour, in an 

· hour of need. Frank at this time was living in Nikopolis. He a.aceded in spite of him-
1oq 

·~elt and turned once more to Podolya. According to Kraushaar., he crossed the Dniester 

December 7, 1758. He appeared in Podolya January 7, 1759 9 clothed in Turkish garb, 

accompanied by about fifty persons, most of whom had come from Hungary, Wallaohy and 

Muldavia. In his advice to the followers, Frank laid his new scheme down on the table: 
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surrendereli to the Roman Catholic Church. What is told in oonaiderable detail in 

43 
Kraushaar is summarized by Graetz in the following words 11 

••• Fresh maahinations on 

the part of the Frankists prompted by their leader and mosaiah rnn on for about a 

year under various guises, until they were unmasked a ~eoond and a third time and 
Ill 

driven into oxile. 11 In Kraushaar we find Frank posing as a healer. The poverty of his 

flock contrasts sharply with hie own splendor. The account runs that he conducted a 

court. in Oriental fashion, that he chose odalisques4 as sisters. In accordance with his 

usual practce, he invoked his imaginative powers to conjure up all kinds of fantastic 

promises. Some hypnotic influence he must have exerted on his followers • .All of these 

alluaionsrto Frank's activities are to be found in the Kronika 11 a kind of gospel 

recording the words and actions of the Frankist leader. In passing, it may be observed 

the Kronika will prove a valuable aid to study once it has been subjected to a criti-

cal e.nalysillll • 

Frank and Catholicism. 

February 20 9 1759 a petition was sent to Wratislaw Lubienoki, Dembowski's 

suooessort telling of' their sufferings and of their readiness to embrace Catholicism. 
*4 

Six men took the petition. They added their verbal testimony. We see Graetz •s reaetion 

in the remark " this supplication was even more a compound of hypocrisy, than the one 

placed before the Bishop of Kamieniee. After they had told the histor·y of their mis-

to1-tunes in a mourning tone of piety, they promised to persevere in their Trinitarian 

belief, and to show obed_ienee to the head of the Chux·ch. Thay emphasized the fact that 

inner conviction and not external necessity moved them to take this step." In Krau-
1-00.1~. 

shaar wo tind the appeal quoted in full. Here we see clearly, in their overture to 

Lubienski, their denial of oppression and poverty as the oauae of their action. They 

beseech for an opport.unity to coma back at their opponents and to expose the sins of 

the Jews in the matter of shedding innocent Gentile blood. A tone of humble pleading 

runs through the message. We see the Frankists eager for another disputation with the 

Talmudists. It is difficult to say which was the more urgent motiva~ion, the earnest 
4r+.IJ-S 

desire for revenge,or a rapprochement with the Catholic Church. Graetz sees the matter 

, [: •i•ply. His statement is, " the Frankiats evidently were more eager to rehabili'te.te 

~ l 
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themselves and to see\', revenge on their enemies. They thought they had found in 

Lubienski, a second Dembowski, one who would lend them a hand in pursuing and torment

ing their enemies. There would be, mor.eover,' no compulsion about their conversion. 

It is true that Lubienski was slower to respond.to th~ r.equest than was 
IS2. 

Dembowski .. Kraushaar says " from the words of Lubienaki, which he delivered to the 

papal nuncio Serra, on the 17th of May, we see that the heads or the Catholic Church 

first looked with suspicion on the band of Frank and all their plans. 11 Lubienaki was 

promoted to the pos·t of prima:te. In a letter. sent by him to Serra 9 there occurs a 

statement which is our warrant for believing that Lubienski had his suspicions of the 

· sincerity of the Frankste in their conversion. ".. I sent the petition or Lemberg t'c> 

Bishop Glovinskit and I requested him to investig.ate the plans of these men so as to 
~:~'a 

· ./ decide whether there is the right spirit in them, whether they really want to convert." 

Lubienski 's promotion delayed the Frankists • petition. The delay probably ·spurred them 

on to send a second to the king and the primate. In this second request they stated 

their purposes more clearly, espeoi.ally in regard. to conversion to the Catholic Church. 
I.IS" 

The details we quote f'rom Graetz," •• they first wanted a decree covering Poland and 

Lithuania, which would allow all the secret Sabbateans and their comrades in belief to 

dee.la.re themselves openly as such. Second, that the latter be shielded from attack. 

Third, that their wives and children, so unjustly torn from them.should be returned. 

Fourth9 they ask for permission to settle on some roya.l land and there earn their own 

livelihood. To these was appended a further wish, that theJ primate arrange for a 

t disputation between the two contending groups. Here again they offered the motive of 

1 conviction and denied the charge that necessity drove ·them to the arms of the Church." 

Both Graetz and Kraushaar refer tQ .the insinuating charges made by the Frankists 

':3'+ 
again.at ·the Jowa and the manner in whi<ih they earned their livelihood. From Kraushaar 

'
9 no man amongst us will open a place of drink in any of the villages . for ·this is the 

ouotom of ·the Jews, who sell drinks to the peasants and suck their blood. Suoh ia an 

abomina:tion to us. They consider it worthy, to us it is a disgrace." 

'W'he petition to the primate and the petition to the king brought no fav~f-

results. 'I'he primate gave them a very discouraging reply. He assured them eternal 
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salvation, which w.as assured all those who acknowledged the gospel wi"th perfect heart. 

As for their request to hold a disputa.tion
1 

he told them ·they had beat familiarize 

themselves wi'th the dogmas of Chris·tiani·ty before they entered a oon·troveray about 

them. He remlnded them ·too that there was compulsion and punishment to be aat over 

against the fr~edom and ·the mildness of the goopel. 
'. '·." '. ,' \_r , \ ,-, . 

( (. 1_-. 
) •J. \ 

Ganem MiltU.bki. 
r/ ,< 

. " 

Luckily for the Frankiats,tho primate was called away from the scene of 

and the vacant post in Lemberg was occupied by Canon Stephan of Mikulski, 

who had other views about bringing converts into the Ghuroh. He was quite willing to 

inake. propaganda.. Thia news quickly reached the Frankists. Nine ditys aft.er their peti

tion had been aent to both king and primate they forwarded one to the admin:tertrator in 

· ·<· which ·they set down their oonfesa:i.on of belief; in effeot, an accusation of the 'l'almu-

. i diats. Kryaa and Solomom Shor.'~were emissaries who presented the oase before a Catholic 

priest·. Their points run as follows. One, all prophecies abou·t ·the coming of the Messiah 

have already been rea.Hsed. 'l'J10, the Messiah appeared in human form and bore all the 
<;'"/; 

sins of the world. Three., since ·the coming of ·the Messiah commandments and sacrifices '/ ,'\ f i 

n -· I .-1 ,. .··i~-·i ,,.,~ 
o'-·v·A~· / , ' - _.-, 

are void. Four,_ Every man muat
1 

believe in ·the ~esaiati for that is the fountain of life. 
I 'I' I ' 1 I ,, I ' ' i ' • '.' ·l l• 7 1

1 
' • '. { [~, ' -(l,/t) , I , .. \/ \ '-' , f 

Five, This can only have me'rit in conversion to the Catholic Church. Six, the 'ra.1mud . , -

teaches the use of Christian blood. Hence all believers in the Talmud are seekers of . ! ',· 

blood. These points constituted the basis for the plea to hold a disputation. This 

Catholic dogma"' a desire for salvation and baptism and an abandonment of the whole of .·, , , 

Judaism. Their hate of 'the Talmud is a direct reaction to the hate of the Talmudist a. ::,_,.[: _ 

In the words of Graet'r " •• the Frankists maintained a consistent point of vie:!h their ·' 

hate of the Talmud and ·the Talmudists." 

Disputation at Lemberg. 

What the primate had refused, the administrator granted. The date set for 
,~g 

the disputation, according to Kraushaar, was July 17, 1759 at one P. M. The request 

was made for the appearance of all the Rabbis and leaders in the communitjes'"'of tho 

i 

diocaee, tinder the penalty of a thousand~ for non-appearance. A referee was -ap_p_o_i_n_t_e_d ___ _....t 
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' and the nobility received inatruotions to compel the invited ones to appear at the 

wuu...U..... OJ 

appointed spot in Lemberg. When word want round the Jewish communities. they tu:mi'Cld ~~ 

panic. rrhey feared a repitition of the conditions that had prevailed two years before 

under Dembows~\ They turned beseechingly to the primate on the one hand, and to the 

papal nunoiofon the other. Their request was for a nullification of the unjust decree 

on the par·t of(a subordinate in the Church, one who had just aasumaJ.tresponsibility of 

a new post. This delicate matter of church authority,- with a distribution of responsi-

• '+et 
bility and the power of final decision,, is given extensive oonaideratio11 by Graetz. 

we quo·te " •• both higher prelates sho·wed diepleaaure at the decree. The primate placed 

Six questions before the administrator to which he expected immediate reply. The ques-

tions show a proper appreciation of conditions. He received an unsatisfactory ~eply on 

~une 20th, showing that the contra-Talmudists acknowledged the Trinity, the Incarna-

tion and other Christian dogmas on the baais of their own writings, the Zohar especially. 

· They wan·ted to put the Talmudierte to shame. The Archbishop supposed that they asked for 

the disputation mostly to satisfy their desire for vengeance. What if only their greed 

tor gain moved them toward the Church! Let the day of disputation decide wherther they a.re 
' . ( 

inclined. towards conversion, whether these Jews,, t{y~sa and Solomon Shor/ speaking ilh'""the 
I 

name of all, have any importance whatever. Thay aro just Jews ou·t of the crowd, distin-

I 
guishad neither for wealth nor for learning. The primate's attitude showed small trus·t 

in the Christianizing Frankists. Nuncio Serra expressed hie dissatisfaction with the 

proposal. It was difficult to lay compulsion. on the Talmudists, little good o§mehof the 

disputation; it waa more likely to a.rouse feeling than ·to; reach an intelligent goal. 

The reception of these newcomers with their dark teachings might do injury to those born 

in the Church. However, Mikulski was not swerved in his determination ·to hold a dispu-

< tat ion between the opposing sides at Lemberg." The disputation ·took place on ·the day 

set by Mikulski in the Cathedral at Lemberg, July 16, 1759. The representatives of the 

Rabbis are generally given as Beer of Jazlowieo, Chayyam Hakohen Rappaport, Rabbi of 

Lemberg, Iara.el of Miedziboz. The represen·tatives of the Frankists beet known are Laib 
R 11+0 
J.~and Elisha of Rohatyn. In a foot--note of Krauahaar the same names are mentionad ha 

'V1~in Graetz. The Baal Shem 'rov is mentioned as having been ohosen because of his e.bjl ity 
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to speak the Polish language. Balaban is at great pains to prove by all manner of 

documentary evidence that Baal Shem Tov was not present at the Lemberg disputation. 

He claims that Graetz and all the succeeding historians based their conclusions on 
~g 

an tmreliable report that had been made by one Abraham of Szargrod • Balaban says 'hhat 

In the presence of tho clergy and the laity, in the presence of many who 

'.!had paid handsome entrance fees, with the speech of the presiding official and the 
i 
I reading of the seven theses set up by the Frankists, the affair began. According to 

1 ff• ----Graetz the atfair lasted three days .. The 16th, 23rd, and. 30th of the month of July. 
'l?>.jl{-. 

According to Balaban who makes the moat thoroughly searching investigation of all the 
) 

details oonneoted with the Lemberg disputation,lhe dates range from the 17th of July 

1759 when the sessi.on began until September 10th, a.llowing of course for a series of 

interruptions. 

Rur j_u Fuleki. 
--·-----·-·-

The dates of the individual sessions are given by a contemporary weekly, 

1
1 . ... 'r , (. I J,1 -
"'· '1/V~ J'· 'f l .· v,yft1'v't 

In Balaban we find a careful analysis of the theses presented by the Fra.nkists 

·. in this Lemberg diaputa:tion~ He likewise devotes space to a comparison of it with the 

[one at Kamienieo f he finds fewer Jewish elements here at Lem berg.. Six principles are of 
i J.t. 
iPUre Christian orj.gin. As for the authorship of the theses, Bale.ban attributes them to 

i the Lemberg clergy. He finds in tnem the directing hand of the administrator. ~-re the 

I Frankists advanced •ralmudfoal proofs, ac:oord.ing to Bala.be:; they are pointless and 
l 

illogical. It is thesis seven to which Balaban devotee major consideration. It is the 
!J'IGll· 

J ·revival of the· blood accusation. Balaban traces a aeries of trials that had centeBed 

around the blood libel. He brings it all the way down to the present case of Lemberg. 

This matter of ·the blood accusation was a matt er of belief and not ill-will on the 

Part of the Christians. Clergy, nobility, burghers,and peasants truly believed in the 

story of the blood and the desecration of the host. An investigation of a case impli

~ting two bishops whoso actions Romo oould hardly countono.noo probably provided an 
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added impetus to the Lemberg clergy for pressing the charges raised by the Franks in 

the blood libel •. This accounts for the differences of opinion between the Archbishop 
4- 4- .1-j-'.) 

and the nuncio on the one hand and the Lemberg clergy on the other. Balaban, ther6ifore, 

reaohes the conclusion that thesis seven was imposed upon thr Frankists by the Lemberg 

elergy. 

The proceedings themselves were lpng-winded and dull. The Jews on both sides 
" 

understood neither Polish nor Latin, while the Polish clergy understood no Hebrew. /-i 

There was oons·tant recourse to the interpreters. The Rabbis challenged theses one through 

four and omitted five and six. August 27th was the date set for the next session at 

which thesis seven was to be dealt with. -We gather th-is fr-om Be-:i;:•a Memo.ire. A postpone-

ment was effected until September 5th e.nd loth. From Ber we also learn that thesis seven 

was given to Rappaport on Sunday August 26th thus giving him only one night to work, if 

·~· .he intended to be prepared with the answer on the following day. Ber himself acted as 

an interpreter for the Rabbis. Acquainted as he was wHh members of the Cathedral 

chapter at L emberg, he gave the Rabbis considerable assistance. The remarks of Rabbi 
llt-8 c. H. Rappaport in his refutation of the blood accusation are quoted in Kraushaar. 

''•.What fool will believe that we, the seed of Abraham, have turned killers and blood-

Spillers. Our sacred Torah says ' he who spills a man's blood his own blood shall be 

spilled.' God made man in.his own likeness•$ So testified also a Catholic scholar, 

Hugo Gro·tius. Like thb achola.r, all ·the other Christian: scholars agree that this 

charge is a lie .... We beseech you, honored priest, our Lord Mikulski, to give heed 

to the slander of ·this evil communi'ty which charges us unjustly •. ra 

.5"1 
According to Graetz the Frankists achieved one great aucoesa in this verbal 

tournament. They had the satisfaction of seeing their desire for vengeance fulfilled. 

In the neighborhood of Brzamyel , five Jews fell martyrs to the blood libel. 

Frank and the Disputation. 
$1 . 

According to Graetzf Frank was not ptasen'f.l. when H starled. He wa.a represented 

by Ignatz Mol/dljfva, an enigmatic character. He served in the capacity of interpreter~ 

When the disputation aeemJto swing in his favor, Frank came on in pomp. He knew the 

1 -~ . effect -this display would have on the mob and made use of it. The Kronika present~ us ' 

I 
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with Frank 'a. own supposed. explanation for his non-appearance at the disputation of 

Lemberg. For one thing
1
he was much too busy visiting the sick, for another thing he 

~'"' advances his unfamiliarity o:f the gospel and bibs ignorance o.f the language. He is 

credited with saying " .. prior ·to this, I never read the gospel. 'Twas only in Lem-

. berg that I read one of the gospels that is translated into Hebrew a·"·. 

The Frankiats' Conversion. 

The number of converts to the Catholic Church in Poland after this dispu-

tation at Lemberg is anywhere from one to seven thousand. We have no authentic inform
S;t 

ation8 Graetz sees in the outcome a striking failure of all ·the Frankists' plans. It 

is also the disappointment to achieve revenge or gain a strip af territory, says he, 

. ii hat led the Frankists to delay conversion from day to day. The at·ti tude of ·the 
I 5'"o 

"' Catholic clergy may be seen from this quotation in Kraushaar." •• ·the Catholic priest, 

Mikulski, urged Frank to speed his entry into the Church. Frank dallied. Th@n the priest 

began. to suspect him of inaincerity. Fur·tharmore, he rebuked him for enjoying the glory 
. ~ 

i . of horse and carriage, saying it was not proper for a poor man,. receiving gifts and 
151 

contributions." Kraushaar giveo us nf-l l:i.s·t of conversions, the first o i' which is August 

20th. 1759. 
s:lf 

Graetz is at some pains to 'trace the steps leading to Frank's own conver-

sion. Mikulski was fretful and disappointed. He felt he had been taken in. The Frankista, 

furthermore, were a considerable expense. Many of the poor Podolyan sectarians wese 

receiving food and clothing. The pressure on the Frankista was a double one. The Jews 

were eager to oust them oomplet~ly from their midst s.o as to save the faith. Mikulski 

was eager to take them ia to aava his face. A circular lat·ter sent around to ·the olergy 

and the monastic orders, spoke or preparationa for the oonvereion. Grae·b z leada us to 

. believe.that the conversion would not have ·taken place had not Frank himself been 

present and urged his followers on. Graeti4"oharacterises the conversion as"•• unex-

ampled hypocrisy." Frank himself underwent half olf the conversion at first. His god-

parents were people of noble caste. $htewdly:'eJ!b.ugh
1
he wanted to complete the act in 

Warsaw with the King as hie god-father. We now see Frank heading for Warsaw. A stoning; 

a.t Lublin shows the attitude of the Jewish population to Frank. It was unchanged. 

I 
I: 
'' 

! 

I 
Ii 
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ootober 27-th Frank appears in Warsaw with followers. He is raoeived in ·the grea:t 

hall of the council house. Accompanied by hie interpreter, he visited the Polish •. 

magna.tt\• The newspapers wro·te the matter up as .if H were an important event. In 

the eyes of the crowd he was an oriental prinoe, who'·togethe:r with his followers, 

had entered the Church through conviction. At the intercession of the prelate, the 

king assumed the title of god-father. He was represented by the Bishop of Zalueki .. 

Frank assumed the name of Josef. Wife and daughter converted with him. 

Suspicions of Frank and his Subsequent Arrest .. 
i;b . 

His integrity was suspecrted• As Graetz puts i~ "•. the secrecy in which 

he wrapped himself, his extraordinary oonduc·t, the power he exercised over the neo-

phytes, their blind devo·bion to him, caught the no·tice of observera. His authority 

over them must have bean great,becauee when he laid punishment on them they rarely 

;~ .·· complai:ned •11 .... The nuncio Serra, the administrator Mikulsld1 and other clergymen 
1foo.1bl 

raised questions and suspicions in their minds. Kraushaar cites ·the let·bers of the 
1 ., 
ti 

f ·· nuncio and the letters of Mikulski to show this suspicious attitude. From the oorres-

pondenca of the papal nuncio, we oan see that Frank was pressing ag@.in the point for 

r 
a strip of land that he might use as residence for himself and his followers. Evident-

.~ ·. ly the nunoi.o anticipated di.f:fioulties in adjusting and assimils:ting these new-comers .. 
'r ' 1105' 

....... 

Kraushaar ref e:rs to Frank •s effort to gain a particular locality where they might set-

tle down, work diligently
1 
and win new converts for the Church from the surrounding Jews • 

The papal nunoio was opposed to settling them anywhere near the border of Russia. 

For whatever reasons, we know that Frank was betrayed by his followers. We 

do not know exactly what prompted them to make their confessions to the priests under 
!l1 

Mikulski. In the words of Graetz, " ... whether in innocence o.r in malioe, they bet rayed 

him and also gave a clear idea· of the reasons why they held Frank in such esteem." 

They confessed to seeing in him a prophet and wonder-workert a Christ waiting to be 

reborn. The confessions of the six Frankists were passed on to the administrator 
1'7:3 

~ . who in turn passed them on to the nuncio. According to Kraushaar, the nuncio ordered 
·• .. 

Mikulski ·to oonfisoate Frank's letters written to his wife and followers at Lemberg 

and their replies to Warsaw.There is a declaration that he wants to go to the bottom 

I 
I' I, 

I, 
I 
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of this Frank matter, and imprison him for a definite time. He then had the king's 

confessor Pater Rauch, take Frank into custody and qu~z him abou·t the declaration of 
sg 

the six Frankiats in Lemberg. What Kraushaar records extensively, Graetz summarizes 

as follows, tt •. In the meanwhile there was little to be dragged out of F'rank. Astute 

as the ponfessor was in setting catch questions, Frank was even trickier in his 

II 
answers. Charges were piled up

1
leading eventually to the betr~yal and imprisonment of 

Frank. There were charges of bigamy, charges that Frank paraded.as prophet, wonder-

worker and a messiah. It was said that his bodyguard o·f twelve was made to eorrespond 

to the twelve apostles • .Another neophyte who ··:hrked under Frank's disdpline, declared 

that the name of Jacob was substituted for Jesus in the prayer book and that the 

Zoha:r was used during the services. 'l'he net result of all these disclosures was the· 

arrest of Frank by Tur~ki, chief of the .inquisition. Frank was· brought to the Bernardine 

cloister where he was kept for seven days. This was in Ja.nuary 1760. 

Frank Before the Tribunal. 

An interpreter who spoke Turkish was called in for Frank. The olerioal 

judges 'Of the inquiai"hion lef·~ no atone unburned to wr:Lng~:eV?rY posaible bit of 

information from their victim. Some of ~he questiono asked were •• "what did he do in 

. Poland at first? Why di~ he go to Turkey? Why return to Poland?"•. and then a host of 

·theological questions. And in and through it all was the desire to test the sincerity 

of Frank in his conversion to the C'a.thol:i.c Church or else brand him aa an impoator. 

In passing .we may say that there is one certain th:i.ng apparen-~ from Frank's answers; 

ha was no trained the~logian, nor did he display any acumen in declaratio.n or refu-

tation. His learning was scanty, hie fumbling for old and new testament quotations 

to prove a statement are clear enough evidences. There is a very defini"lie cleavage of 
bib 

opinion in the. matter of torture. Graetz says w •• it seems that the inquisition 

called torture into play; the torture must have been use-d against Frank, otherwise 

it becomes difficult to oxpla1n ho.w this arch-impostor could have made so open a 
"'l . 

declaration." Kraushaar on the other hand tells ue de:fin~tely that "•• all the reports 

about torture are fiotiona1 19 and a foot-note underscores this statement, denying the 

foundation to Graetz 's a·bory of torture. It is :reasonable to conclude that Graetz 

I 
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overshoots the mark of prejudicial taunt in .aso1~ibing to Frank's r;.very move and every 

remark made to the tribunal• the worse possible interpre·tation .. 
bo 

we:. quote from. Graetz who speaks wi'th the relish of gusto now that FPank 

has fallen upon his untoward days "•. the torture must have been used against Fralk , 

otherwise it bec~mes difficult to explain how this arch-impostor· could have made so 

open a declaration as to concede that he, born a Jew, had gone over_ from his faith to 

Moha.mmeda.niam in order to wre1Jt an advantage from the ~orte. Deceived in hit expecta-

tions., he. wen·t on to Kamienieo to throw himself at the head of ·the contra-Talmudists. 

He had faked( Christianity and converted, so as to carry on the S8lllle game he had·. oar-

ried on in Turkey. On the double basis of confession and charges leveled against him 

by his 9wn followers, .Frank was condemned as an out and out impost.or. He was sentenced 

to a term of imprisonment within the fortresa f in reality as a ·charlatan, he had 

des.erved death. But the tribunal took into consideration the fact that the king was . 

his god-father, and therefore his spiritual :father in a measure, so that he was let· 

" off wi"th a term of imprisonment. 

Frank at Czerltochow. 

In Ma:roh 1760. Frank was brought to Czetl-toohow, where he was de·~ained for 
lo• 

thirteen years. According to Graetz he was severely dealt with and harshly disciplined. 
·~q 

According to Kraushaar he was not without his privileges
1
inasmuch as the men on guard 

were not above bribery. 'rhe imprisonment in Czen·toohow gives Graet;
1 
an opportunity to 

express complete satisfaction with the turn events had taken. It is as though the 

villain in the drama had received his mortal thrust. " At present the magnificence of 

the Podolyan God-man is over. 11 

With Frank in prison 1 the condition of the;.Frankists was far from happy. 

Their lot was· a wretched one, cast ou·t by Jews, and suspect ad by Chris.tiaus. They 

begged at church doors and received mere pittances. In October 1760,the clergy had 
A \ ' lo~ 

some hundreds of the Frankis·bs transferred to the neighborhood of Zamdbz., Graetz 

tells a story of bitter vengeance which 9 if true,is a striking indication of the 

deep animosity between Frankiste and Jews. Quoting '°•. it is said the Frankis·be 

dressed one of their women up as the Rabbi's wife and inspired her to go to t·he clergy 

··· ... ! 
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and to make the charge that a number of Jewo of the place, her own husband included, 

had murdered Christians. The true Rabbi's wife was forcibly led to conversion along 

with her five children, and the rest of the Jews in the town had to save their skins 
! 

by flight.,, ,(1''IJ, 1, ' .. ' • ' . ' --.1-:, ..... ; . '•. /v ~ '1 •. ·;' ! /" • 

' .. _,-

/' M>-a. 
Kraushaar in a foo·t-note repeats the inciden·t and refers it back to the 

writings of Jacob Emden. Rabbi Lippman Cohen is credited with having told this tale 

to Jacob Emden. There is more than one version of this story. In one account, ior 

instance, a Christian boy makes the accusation. In another, Christians themselves. 

. i 

There is some confusion about i't. What stands ou·t of course is ·the blood acouaaticm, 
tu>~ 

whiohds a mons·trosity. Kraushaar gives a horrible account of the death meted ou·t to 

the guilty ~nae. In accordance with a. custom of the time, the heads ware cut off and 

put on high poets by the roadside. Whether 'this story is fiction 01· reality, it is 

clear enough indication of ·the atmosphere that hovered above Frankists and Talmudists .. 

No extremity was extreme enough in this warfare. How the Frankiats retailed stories 

, ·· of the Jews maybe seen from an accusation written by Mikulski, catechist of the 

sectarians and entitled " The Wickedness of the Jews Age.inert God and Man. " He 

r mentions the use of Christian blood, baaing himself on Frankista' utterances. He re-

counts stpriee of Christian children being oarried off by Jews and of the manner in 

which they were killed. The attitude of Rome to which the Jews turned for prcrtaotion 

in this libel, was rather favorable. Rome, thru its papal nuncio, went so far aa to 
,, a.10 

seek protection for the .Tews through Minister Bruhl. There is a hot-note il1 Kraushaar 

which speaks of this message in which the nuncio completely· denies tho blood accusa

tion, declaring that the Pope had investigated the matter and found not a grain or 

truth in it. 

To return to Cze2i'ochow. The fortress WtlS a pilgrim spot ior the worshipp-

ere of Mary;the place had considerable mystical importance for believing Christiana~ 
L.3 

Graetz tells us he was told by a native oi the town whclhd.d received the tradition f:rom 

his father that Frank was allowed free movement in the prison, and was likewise able 

to make contact with his followers on the outside. Frank pursued his old policy of 

having visions and dreams,of curing th& siok,and reviving the dead. Of the stories 
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b about· his attempts to smuggle foll.owers into .the fortress, the following is one of the 
-:::~ 

; most ecGentric possible. The plan was as follows: 11 
... I was to have exhorted you not to 

betray the fact that you belong to my men, that you are no different from other convert
?~. 

i ed Jews. Then I would have called three of you to come to me at Czentochow. I'd not 
~.,, 

" !; r have requested you to come into the fortress, but to establish yourselves in a town 
~~ 

~ 

- near the fortress. During this time you would buy a small portrait and after shutting 

yourselves up., in a room with barred windows, and in the deepH silenoe, le.sting three 

' days and three niglt_s, go without food, drink or sleep. You would pray on your knees 

before this portrait, three hours in the morning, three hours in the afternoon, and 

ae many hours in the evening. Then you would see something. Then I'd command you to 

bathe yourselves well, to out off the nails of your hands and feet; then, dressed in 

to' 
white.come ·in front of the fortress with eyes cast down to the ground, with heads 

bowed
1
and in the deepest silence. Natives and strangers alike would say that you are 

mad. This would last until you reached the wall. After awhile you would come into the 

fortrese; they would oall you to me., 11 This certainly touches a high spot of extrava-

ganza, though we have no way of detecting the truth of .this story. Frank does seem to 

. have succeeded in getting in touch with three of his chosen ones, through whom he sent 

; messages to the Brody oommunity, warning and threatening th0m 1 unless of their own free 

wills they accepted the Roman Catholic faith. 

The dissolution of Poland which preceded its partition gave Frank a free 

hand in hie manipule.tions, activities which to Graetz are always swindles. Catherine, 

the second, had caught Poland in her net. She had. the revolt against the k1.ng diacour-

and weakened. She succeeded in dividing Poland and her troops held the zealous 
{J . 

patriots in check. Now that the Russian troops sweept:.over Ozen'iochow, Frank conceived 

~· a plan of ma.king overtures to the Greek Catholic Church, to which the Russians belonged • 
. ~~; 

~, He sent three followers to th~Greek Bishop at Wareaw, and lodged a complaint with hi.m 

. l about his imprisonment. Graetz writes that Frank expressed himself ·to the effect that 

. ~: he had seen from the Kabbaliatic writings that the Greek Catholic confession was the 
·~~-
~\ 
':t;~ only right. one and his open expression of it had won him sentence in prison. The Rus-
i, 
. ;sian Bishop gave the Frankiat representatives letters of recommendation to the Pope in. 

~ 
(1, 
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Moscow. In December 17671 they came to the old Russian capitol and.received a favorable 

reoeption. But there was an astute figure ready to bar and block Frank's movement in 
io :i 

this direction. He was Baruch Jawan, one-time agent of the minister of Bruhl. Graetz 

:says that Baruch Jawan succeeded in blocking Frank's plan by disclosing the fact that 

·.Frank 'a followers were poor as beggars and would therefore fall as a burden upon the 
.\~ ~~J.., b... J~c!..t. «.uWclio..i. 

Rua sians.,.. In 1768, the messengers returned from Russia with their mission unfulfilled. 
!o1 

According to Graetz,during the first partition of Poland Frank himself was able to move 

freely, and carry on his activities. After the partition in 1772, with the revolt of 

. r •the Polish dorifederation crushed, the fortress was surrendered to the Russian field

; n 
~ marshal. The fortress was captured on the 19th of August, 1772. Graetz and Kraushaar 
~ 

i. agree that l!"rank •s approach to thei conquerors and his intercession with them effected 
la,'J 

hj.s release. According to Graetz •a ata:tement " •• Frank seems to have produced a belief 

J in the Russian general or in one of his underlings, that he and his followers were 

linked up in the Greek Catholic Churdl and that on this account they were kept in pris-

; on so long by the Roman Cat.holies. otherwise it is puzzling indeed to aecount for Frank 'a 
bS 

· release right away.'° Graetz even goes so far as to say that he. has reliable sources 

. for· saying that Frank served as a Russian spy, and that in this \fay he was furnished wi"th 

financial resources. 
(J 

Frank's. Release From Oze~tochow. 
,, 

Juat where Frank went after his release we do not know, probably to Brunn. 
b$ 

.. Grae-l;z says he hardly shoW~ld himself in public in Poland proper, where he had been large-

ly condemned as a heretic. Those who followed him he called brothers and sist.ers, tmd 

" from stories told in the Kronika, we have reaaon to bel:i.eve he exacted from them unlim-
I -

r: it ed obedience. Submission 1 blind and unreserved, he conaidered the highes·t virtue f even 

l , the most menial tasks, such a.a the splitting of wood or the drawing of water, were to 

be executed aa joyfully as though they were consecrated duties. 

Frank's Egoistical Pretensions. 

It is true that Frank. could not have wielded a.n influence over his following 

. had he no·t sat himself up as a person of importance. It is a truism to state ·that he 

,areated an impression largely because he was taken to be an impressive personage,. We 

I 
I 



have no doubt that he used all available deviees to surround himself with an appropri

ate ~tmosphere. The Statements recorded in the Kronika show that Frank attached an 

enormous importance ·to the words that he spoke, the deliverances he made, the stories 

h.e told, the parables he uttered, the visions he proclaimed, the prophecies he fore-

told. He practically said1 that over and above all rights and ceremonies, over and 

above all laws and practices, he, the leader, stood. And he muat be followed. He once 

: ' a aid 11r· have been sent that I might bring eternal life to the earth." He ia said to 
f: ~--

have called himself God~ He was called Holy Lord.and Master by his followers. Frank 

never made any conscious effort to instill a skeptical attitude in his followers; he 
i 
1· 

! . rather preferred the halo they had wreathed about him. 
'. 

Even if Grae·tz does leap beyond the mark in his declaration that money and 

the swindle of i't;;oonatitute the frame-work or ·the entire Frankist structure, it is 
. I 

i' ·' 

j 
. I 
/ 1 

true that the lure of gold was one of the dominating urges in the life of Frank. There 
16.,,~24~-~) is no. denying the huge l'ole· that money did play. In the Kronika we find ever so many. 

stories whose central theme is gold, whose conspicuous images are heaps of gold, caves 

where gold lies buried, horses and wagons carrying bags of gold &etc. Remembering the 

acute economic distress of the Jews in Poland at this time, we can well believe the 

'l 
t_., .. appeal of large fortunes would go a long way. In his promises to the followers, Frank 

.1 built for them golden castles of fancy. If he deceived them and despoiled them, he never

! the.less led them to the realm of illusion, and for awhile ·a·t least, drew them out of 

their shabbiness. He must have touched some pulse of their imaginative fancy. If he 

exploi'ted them tuthlessl.y they certainly proved most· condescending victims. 
. ) 

To maintain an impressive front, to~play an imposing role, to ce.tch the eye 

of the crowd, he surrounded himself with a bodyguard. n !~a stroke of talent, almost 

, of genius, this odd combination of Kabba.la and military discipline.· 'Tis a rather rare 

1:; experience in Jewish hietory. Jlaybe the seeming incongruity of it is but another symp

tom of Frank 1 himself~._.,the incongruous one. The magnetic power which drew the young men 

,, to this service, a servioe which under ordinary circumstances would have been moat 
17.. 

•·distasteful, was his daughter Eva. According to Graetz she was hia finea·t drawing card. 

l 



35. 
Frank's Daughter ~'vae ~ 

In these last years of Frank's life, after his release from Cze~oohow, 
; .1:.· .. :·.·.. we find hi.a daughter Eva playing a central role in the more intimate life of the group. 

It seems she was raised in an aristocratic circle, adopted their manners
1
and carried 

!; 

·. tji herself about as a lady· of standing. The impression that Graetz gives of Eva's connec-

~~ 
t.1· 

tion wi·th the Frankists group is one of e.x:ploHation for profH. By means of a Kabba!-
<'I; ;p 

J istic motif, she found her place in the scheme. She was the embodiment of ~1'D~. Emuna 
'i 
J had entered the body of this pretty young woman -.Eby way of passing , H should be 

a,~() fft. t " stated there is a lengthy foot-no·t;e in Kraushaar to the ef:t'eot that Frank vulgarized 
.. I 

and materialized every fine spiritual concept of the Kabba.la. His mind was too coarae 

j to grasp any finer implication, any subtler motif. Maybe his will to hold ·the minds 

l of his followers• a mob after all is said and done, t'.M..t led him to this vulgarization 

and ma:te:rialization. One statement gives the gist of the matter " •• if this young 

" woman were to leave us, we should all be like flesl1 wi·thout soul. When sl1e reveals her-

r self there will be e·ternal light, and everything good will henceforth be waiting for 
~· 

l 
1 
i 
' 
.I 
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l 
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I~ 
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l· 

' l 
I 

r 

you." The positive information we possess about Eva's early upbringing, is scant indeed. 

We have no authentic source. 

Frank as Baron at Offenbach. 

One strong desire of Frank had been to possess a s·trip of territory where 

he and his followers might enjoy independence under his leadership. "What eluded him in 

the years of aggressive search was real.ized_in the years of calm decline. Frank enjoyed 

.,7 
the twin blessings of solitude and co.mpanionship as Baron at Offenbach. Graetz ill con-

ceals a savage delight in telling the world that Baron von Frank is none other ·than 

the notorious Jankiew Lejbowicz of Galicia, accuser of Lemberg, sectarian of Nikopolia, 

. false messiah of Podolya, prisoner of Ozerttochow, cheat of Warsa.w, mystigogue of Bru'nn. 

The fact is that Frank purchased a castle from a prince by the name of Wolfgang Ernst 

~ Isenburg-Birstein of Offenbach. The prince was hard pressed for deb-ts. Along wi'th the 

castle went the prerogatives of' a special court and spacial protection. And whEtt was 

probably one of lt .. rank 's central des:tres, complete independence of a sovereig.n. 

One story runs -that Frank posed as one affiliated with royalty, one whom 

in the political scene had drhren into hiding. 

11 

I 
I 
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S6. 
'l'his is the sort of gossip 'he likely spread amongst the simple folk of the neighbor-

hood. Rumor had it that his-daughter too was descended from imperial Russian blood-

ahe i.s actually supposed to have been a Romanoff, a legitimate daughter of the Empress 

of Russia. She was a foster child. On the table silverware we find the inHials E. R. 

meant to read Eva R9manova. When Prince Isenburg expressed doubts about the strange 

behavior of ·the Frankists within the castle, Frank advanced the explanation that he 

and his' sons were guardians of this daughter of the Empress. Frank played his assumed 

role well enough to convince the credulous. 
7q 

'£he quostion ariaea
1 
where did Frank obtain his money? Grae·tz is certdn that 

the Russian court sent him subsidies, which because of their i1a.ture could not be given 

publicity. As for the inner workings in ·the Frankist oas·tle, we~ dependent on hear-

say evidence. Their ritual seE~ms to have been a jumble of' crucifix, picture o:I:' the 

Mother Goddess and ·the Zohar study. The ten Kabbalistio Sephiro·th played their role. 

After reproduoing the version of one who had spent some time in O:i:'f'enbaoh at the age 

o.£ sixteen, Grae-t !°tells us the whole story thusly 11 
•• Kabbaliatic legerdemain and 

· military pomp.'' 

Frank wore a long red ooat reaching down to his knees; the ooat was ·trimmed 

with ermine and lined with silk. Even his bodyguard dressed in red. Frank did play the 

despot9 any one of the bodyguard refusing to bend the knee before him was severely 

punished. A s~stem of espionage was used. Quoting "•• if you observe tha:t one amongst 

you speaks ill you must punish him; if that does no·t help you must keep away from 

him altogether." 

Some form of a communistic regime prevailed in the castle at Off enbaoh. 

To maintain this regime intact, Frank pr~bably forbade his followers to marry out-

aide of: ··the group. They aasooiated neither with Jews nor Catholics. 

Frank's End. 

Feeling his end approaching, Frank sent a last call to hie followers. It 

was also a most effective way of ga·thedng funds. There waa quite a movement of men 

and money to Offenbach, Shortly anerwards Frank died. He was buried in pomp. Deacrip

tions of the funeral are to be found in the daily papers of Frankfyrt and Warsaw. 

. i 
i 

, · 

I! 



t 
treatise of Rubachov there is a picture of Frank on his deathbed. Of course 

' [ we cannot vouch for its authentioHy. In it Frank is surrounded by his bodyguard, 
~: 

; ~.··standing at attention. Candles burn 
i 

at his head and feet. There is no aign of mourn• 

~ , . 
.t 
l. 
~ 

ing, other than tha·b of stillness. On his· chest there lies a crucifix. He was proba

bly buried neither as Jew, Catholic nor Mohammedan. Graetz"lfquotes this description 
f 
I l from a Warsaw newspaper 11 •• before the procession began, they approached U1e body 

II according to Jewish custom, toucl'j.ed his feet and begged for forgiveness. All those 

~l present, in accordance with Jewish custom, caa·b a handful of dirt on the· grave." 

rt. ~.' Remains of the Frankist Movement. 
t:..: 

The movement did not die out completely with the death of Frank. His 

:ew.. . h daughter was ni\t a. pe.Q-r successor. She used her father•s instructions well. 'l'he order 

· tf;a.nd iuternal arrangement went on practically unchanged. From Graetz we notice that the 
' 

.Hthree old Frankista continue£ to study the Zoha.r in order to discover typological 
'";'} 
~;1; . 

·· ti[ interpretations for ·their sect, and to seek the groom-king for the virgin, Emuna. 
ti! Sil' 

respects to the daughter as he paid them to the father. He calls H, Graetz.pays his 
! (f 

. 'J her a sly cheat, who also had visions 
'~ " 

'ilS'° 
and dreams. Graetz repeats an account given by 

fla. young man who was initiated into the company at Offenbach under Eva's leadership. 

f: Evidently the money he brough"t along with many another's• pi'"e-be:l;>;J:y disappeared into 
~·~H· 
,, Eva's chest. From this account,and the account of a younger brother, Graetz draws 

:~ the conclusion ·that Eva was a smart triokstress,, cut in the pattern of her father. 

'Ji She too' triad to extract money from tha faHhful ones by threats and by promhas. A 

. ·~~ re~or.t has it that many young men came ·to Offenbach ·to EH:Jc,ape recruiting in the army .. 
·.. ~ 11- . 

;j' S~e managecl to maintain court after a f'ashion, but the bills of butcher, baker and 
' 1j•f;-

;~grocer soon began to make inroads on the splendor of ·the castle at Offenbach. To 
i; 

\: 

~ward oi'f the threats Eva sought. once more to extract money from the faithful o'nes 
··~. 
~ t outside. One rumor haa it that when Emperor Alexander passed through Frankfurt in 
i 

"11813, ~va. was granted an inte~iew wilih him. It is, ;said she received a money gift 

{from him J.n honor of the serv:i.oes rendered by her father to the Empress Catherine. 
~ 

' t 

l The end might be postponed. But H had to come. A family at Mayence that had poured 
l 
l"an entire ±'ortune into the Frankist coffers, pref erred charges and demanded ·the arras·~ 
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of the young woman. Investigation however had hardly begun when she died • .Another 

report is that she made her getaway. She probably died in misery • 

iv. 

OONCI~USION. 

It is not easy to reach a fair evaluation of the character of Jacob li'rank. In 

the light of available material, unsorted, unoombedtand unpurged of ornament and 

fancy, it is a task little short of imposs:ible. Probably the most valuable gain 

that we can make in ·!;his regard is a heal'thy perapecti ve. Ruba.ahov, in hie small 

but significant treatise on ·the Frankista seems to have achieved this goal. He iB 

aware of all the shameful ep:i:theta ·that might be pHched at Frank's head. He i.s no·I; 

unaware of the rent Frank's movement made in the corporate body of Jewish lite. He 

is not ready to deny that so far as evil can seem to assume personal embodiment, it 

seemed to do so in the case of Jacob Frank. For here was an energy at work, an energy 

rising ou·t of Jewish sources and then with some wild elemental force of na·ture 9 

~whipping back at the very source from which it sprang. Nevertheless Rubachov declares 

that we cannot disown Frank, but must accept him and give him place in the large 

hia·toric household of Iara.el. 

Before any genuine estimate of Frank can be made, there will have to be 

more sympathetic and more illuminating studies or all tp.a ascertainable facts, of 

all ·the possible sources. Until that time we must rest oon·tent with more or less 

haphazard judgmen·ts 9 strong convictions based on emo·tional preferences, firm 

prejudices comported with our own established patterns of thought. The one out

s·tanding certainty in the life of Frank ia this - here we have an energy taking 

personal and bodily form and oauaing no end of trouble within a lifetime. Exactly 
I \ '~ 

why tha·t energy should have been so disrupt~~· is a q1.teation that none of the 

sources oonolusively ana\ver. Was the damaging force present in the blood at the 

time of birth? Were the ideas that later generated strife in the camp of Israel 
er-~J 

already in seed during the earliest years of his life? Today we,eapecially interested 



39. 
in tracing streams ot energy back to their primal sources. Thie stream traced as 

J far back as possible, leads us ·to a question ma.rk. Our information about the birth 
'f t of Frank and his antecedents is scanty in the extreme, and if the records now and 

~ 
L f then cast a point of illumination on some episode in the rnan•s young life, we have 
'' ' 

our own doubts ot the authenticity of such records. And so far as the religious life 

of Frank is_oonoerned, the role he played as successor to the mantle of Sabb~tai 
\'._, '.. 

Zevi, oonst~ined as we may be to oondamn him for a minimum of sincerity and a maxi-

mum of hypocrisy, we are reluctant to pass a final verdict lest some unknown or 

unguessed evidence rise up to nullity it. 

The fact beyond dispute is that the Laekoron incident set the furies a-

blaze. This precipitated the bitter cHmtrova:rey that was to go from vengeance to 

vengeance. Whatever vengeance is we know that it rose tower high on both sides. 

It unquestionably drove Frank into the arms of the Roman Catholic Churah. It like-
! ,.,,~ 

... f •t 

wise spurred the loyal Jews on· to reduce the Frankists·,·' misery and possible annihi
r 

lation. The blood accusation is the sign and smybol ot the story as it threads itself 

out almost from firs·t to last• It was a question, of bad blood, very bad blood.. On 

this basis we can explain the proolrunations or Brody, the disputations at Kamieniec 
/J 

and Lemberg9 and th~ everrtual imprisonment of Fra.uk e:t Oze\i-tochow. Frank thwarted, 

he fought back with some blind and furious zeal that recked little ot ways or means. 

Hit by insult and anathema., he lashed out hit·ting where he might. Ethioal sen.isitivity 

was driven into obscurity. It was a fight for life, a fight to ·the death. 

A motive olosely interwoven with preservation is the economic motive ·to 

live and to toil under comparative freedom. Who knows what Frank might have become 

had he enjoyed the opportunities of a modern Jewish business man in America or in 

EngiandT Unquestionably, organizing ability was his. The question remains, organizing 

· for what! Time and circumstance had their say in dictating their answer ·t;o this 

question. In retrospeot it seems that some evil spirit guided the organizing power 

of Frank against his o·wn blood bro·thers. What he seems to have woo. ted above most 

things was a specific form of independence in things economic, social and religious. 

Maybe he wanted nothing more. than a chanc:e to exercise the power of rulership .. 

I 
I· 
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Oonside:dng the utter cramp of tho social and econ.omic life of the Jews in Poland 

in those days,, it is reall.y hard tc pour anathemas on Frank for wanting to esce.pe 

i 
(,: strip of territory for himself and his followers, whore they might live and toil in 
j: 

l'. " comparative freedom. Here is a matter that opens itself up for a more oritioe.l inapeo-

tion and more fruitful conoluoion. 
; r . 

, ; : And as for Frank's connection with Judaism, Mohammedanism, Roman and Greek 

~: Catholicism, we are nonplussed. Here is a fertile f:l.eld for study and further inves
.{· , 
-, tigation. The speculative tendency prone ·to run riot before such an alluring perspec

.... ·.l 

\~ tive, needs to be drawn in cheek. It would be beautiful if we could discover evidence. 

,; in support of the conclusio11 that Frank stood at tho meeting-point of these great 

l 
I 

religions .He ie so open to dwnagrung charges of out and out hypocrisy that he hardly 

,·· }f belongs to the world of religion at all. Religions he seems to have put on and off 

, .. : { 

' 
as ono puts on and off suits of clothes. They were conveniencee, or shall we say 

l 
, 11 tools? And yet it may well be that better than any contemporary, Frank may have seen 
I . 'I, behind the scenes, may have known too intimately for the sake of reverence, the wi:re-
J jj' pullings, baok stage by the leaders in these great formal religions.Here a.gain we 

,~ sta:.rid before a question mark and must satisfy ourselves with unsatisfying epecula-

lt ti on. Frank may have been a downright charlatan, probably was, and yet experience may 
IJ~t ·l ,. have so thoroughly have disillusioned him of all religious professions that in heart 

~~d in secret he turn.ad somewhat of a free thinker. Not exactly a conventional way 

of looking at thi.s: man Jacob Frank, generally spoken of as a mystic and founder of 

a Judeo-Chrie·tian seat of Frankiats.However, if we knew sufficiently his private . 

.. thoughts, if we possessed a diary or a memoir preserved from his last years at 

Offenbach, we might be prepared to write an entirely different story of Jacob Frank. 

For the present, Frank must be presented to the historically curi.ous in shades ranging 

I I, 

// 
/ 
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,--1\ 
(4le; 'from shadowy dark to deepest blaok. Maybe some :revelation of new sources or new 

interpretations will strike a greater color harmony in years to QOme. It is hardly 

true to say that Jacob Frank's memory rests in peace. It is a troubling shadow, 

hovering over the horizon. It is not at rest now, it may be some day. 


