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Defin.ttti.2!}..!. Ordination is the investing of a man wl.th the 

power to perform the ~uties attendant upon a sacred offiee. 

Ordination is found not only in Judaism, but also in other 

) 

religionso In Judaism where reli.gion covers the whole of life 
t 

there we~e special means of investing a man with power for 

such suties as among other peo:ples would not be considered to 

be religiously sacred at all. ThusJin Judaism there was a 

special induction into the sacred office of priesthood~ Aaron 

and his sons were solemnly appointed to be priests to the Lord. 

( Cf o Exodus XXVIII, 41). 11he Levi tes too, were appointen to 

their office With sPecial ceremony. (Cf. Numbers VIII~ 11 

"And the•children of Israel shall put their hands upon the 
~~ 

Levttes."). Then there was the solemn appointing of a man to 

be king over IsraelJas in the anointing of Saul and Davida But 

ordination came to be used especially, in the appointing of a 

man to the office of Rabbi. rrhe man orr'lainecl as Rabbi was thus 
' - J 

ma,.~e the teacher of what was parmi tte~ an~ of what was forbi~­

~en by the ritual law ( ""' ••); he was also to be the jur'lgc :in 

civil and in criminal cases ( j''l 1
); anr'l. finally he was given 

the right to decide those matters that concerned the rl.ghts of 

the sanctuar•y lrH\\:>~ ''J'\ 1 ); (Cf. b. Sanhe~r·l.n 5a) ~ Thl.s essay 
• 

will ~eal only with the ordination of the R~i. It will not 

c~ncern itself with the appointment of priests, Levite~anr'l 

kings, except in so far as these types of transfer of author­

ityJthrow light upon the ordination of Rabbi. 

Phraseology ofordination. There are various words that are 

used in connection with the ordination of Rabbi, that should 

----~-~- ... -~--·--
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-be taken note of anr'l consifleree, before we enter upon the r-Hs-

cussion of the subject proper. There are three worAs each of 

which means ornination. They are: Semicha (il..:>•no), Minui (QUJ•f')) 
T 

The word Semi cha is used in the tosephta, the Mishna, anr'l 

in the Babylonian Talmud. Thus in Tosephta Sanhedrin I, 1, anr'l 

in Mishna Sanhedrin I' l3' we find: 11\P) \}) ~ 0 I j r i J) :::> I (J 0 

This according ~o the opl.nion of R. Jochanem means orM.nation: 

b. Sanhenrin 13b: 'J..O lpo•n ~ D'JPT J"'l".>'r.>o ·~n 

il 
11 lJ•Jr I .P":) •l"l o means the orrlination of an Elner 11

• 

Also b. Sanhenri.n 14a : ·~» ~ ~ il '.:n n .:l. 71 :::> 
1 no ) ''K ~ J.

1 
., 'in{'! 

11 H. Joshua b. Levj. says that there can be no ornination outsl.rle 

of Palestine" .. The worn Semicha comes from the rootlr.>oto 

place. When it is used in connection with the worr'l 
11
hand

11
, it' 

means 11 to lay on the han6 11
• This phrase is usen in connection 

with sacrif'i.ces, as l.n Exoflus 'XXIX, 10: 
. ""'\_<!) ;1 \.£(_ ~'"" ) ~ a ;1 , ., , ... r, ~ l' J .::1..1 1., tl' ('( 1 ..-H> 1 

nAnd Aaron anc~ his sons shall place their hands upon the heafl 

of' the ox.n (Cf. also verses 15 ann 19, ann Leviticus I,4.). 

It is used also in ordination. Numbers XXVII, 18 has: 
\) I~ ,, j 1.::::\~ ~ \l) I jll Jl ~ "1 ~ n r 7\ \l) t) ) 'K f 'i1 ") n 'lt '\ \ 

, , ~J l \ 1 J)(~ S\ ',)no~ 1.:::a.. n,' "")\JJ )( 

ttAnc'l the Lorn sair'l to Moses: 'Take Joshua the son of Nun, a 

man in whom there is spirit, ann lay thy hanns upon him'~~ 

F'rom thls root l'PO the Rabbinical wor1~ Semi cha is former'!. 

The secon" wor~ use~ for or"ination1 is ri ( 'I)'P). It 

is uiefl in all the Palestinian sources that are later than the 

Mi shna anr1 the· Tosepht.a. Thus e. g. j. Rosh Hashana 58b has: 

I u I Vl 91.. ' n ('< r J ~ I ll l I :J.. '..)) ) 

· 11 I.tl voting upon the intercalation, we follow the orner of orc­

ination'1. The worn is neriven :from ~j#':) 11 to appoint". 
-·" f 

i . 
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It means therefore appointment to office. 

The thirr'l term user'! in,referring to orrHnation,. iSJ)I\11 .Jl1.:l..'f 
which means getting permission (to jur~ge etc.). It is usen injthe 

Babylonian rl'almun. Thus b. Sanher'lrin 5a has: 
~·~ x ~ ..:'l. .::~ .. J ii.J n , .:1. fl .:1.. """~ J1 , n :J "ilr ;1 , -;::, ? ~ J\ 1 tP 1 • x If.) 

1
1)11 ! ilil' S.:l..:l....~ ~~~~ •nx I)_ I 1 ::L""l) xun "; 

"What is meant by Heshuf? When Rabba bar Hana was going nown to 

Baby~on, R~ Hija sain to R. Jur'la I : 'My nephew is going r'lown to 
.W~) 

Babylon; may he teach?' 'He may teach etc. tt In other/\ this ornin-

ation of Rabba bar Hana jis here refert'erl to as Reshuft The term 

was user'! also in referring to the permission to junge which was 

gotten from the Exila:cch. Thus on the same page we. finn: 

·_y:t..'v.> '/1.))10 '4J<I X..J•::-"7 Jr 1 n) ')1.:1..'"7 fXb •><7' 6 X 

"tJ)Iv:Ju !:>l'jhuS i Xl\.09'1':1). 

ttRav sair'l: 'Whoever wishes to juc'!ge, ann not have to pay in case 

he makes a mistake , let him get F<e s huf from the Exilarch' • " 

Besines these three terms that are usen in referring to the 

ordination, namely Semicha, Mt·nui, anc'! Kabalath Reshu1J;, there are 
? 

three terms that are usen to esignate the one ornained. They are: 
r~ 1 

Hablti ( r:J--...), za~ J(T) ,{ann perhaps also Hakim (a,.Jn) ·J ----- ' 

The term rtabbi as user'! to ~esignate the one orr'lainer'l, is 

found b.Baba Mezia 85a 

. ''r.J'I» x~ ':l.'' 
"Altho Samuel Yarchinai will be called sage, he will never be 

callec'! Rabbi. 11 This refers to the fact that Samuel was never or-

ffained, and since he wa.,s never oroainen, he never bore the title 

Rabbi, anc'l was always caller! just Samuel or Mar Samuel. 

The term Zaken meaning elffer, is useff frequently. Thus e.g. 

j. Sanher'lrin has (29a): 
-yn1-. toWl,:>.. 1J'"l ii7J'Y.J D 1J'j'r j~x lJ'Y VI J'b 

"Ninety thousann Elcjers r'l iff David orrlain tn one r::ray." 

i 

I~ 
: 
il 
I' ,I 
' 
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~J :~:c:a:~n was 
usually only the rna turer men who were o·rdained. 

P~s the word Hakim (l.J'::>n) sage Jwas also a.pplied to the 

one ordained. Thus j. Taanioth 68a has: 
CJI:J{I (Jl•t.Jr.,'"1 tl'~ 

' 
"when you go to Babylon tell bill]~ ord~ you ~m. • Rabbi Juda 

said this to R. Hami bar Hanina whom he refused to ordain. However 

in b. Baba Mezia 85a the same term Hakim is used in QS>p.tt'~g_ist.ipc--
:t_j.QJ.~ to the term Rabbi. 

Qene,r_al, Q.1!.!J).:.;.Q.£• We will discuss the subject of ordination under 

the following five heads: 1) 'I'he Hi si9r:v.. .Q.f. 9rdj,_p_~t.;l211, wb.i ch will I. 
I! 

deal with the origins of the institution hnd with its ·changes and 

with the various phases of i tB development. 2) 'rhe Mann.~.,r_Q.J:....9:r.:Q.ill:..:: 

.~!:.!.~!:, which will treat of the manner' in which the ceremony was 

carried on, and with whatever changes there were in its forms. 

ordination that could be given, and how these classes of ordination 

differed from one another. 4) !hQ I.raws G.Q_v~rning 9.r.c!tnai:i..Qn.;~vhich 

will treat of the various regulations that governed the giving and 

the receiving of orlftination; and finally 5) ~:l.ght.§..._~'Q.d P~iyJ..J­

£iges go~~Q.n t.:tJ.rough Q:r,.c.U-n.~1Jon, which will concern itself with the 

various perogatives and advantages of the one that is ordained. 

' 

I 
I\ 
I 
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CHAP'rEH I ______ ___....,..,.-.. rnm HISTORY OF OR.DINNJ:'ION. ----- ,_.. ..... _ 

a) ~he Origin~ of ;the Insti tu~l.Q.ll• According to tradition) the first 

ordination was the ordination of Joshua and of the seventy elders ) 

by Moses. Number•s XXVII, 18-23 gives us the following account of the 

' 

ordination of Joshua: i 
'! 

"And the Lord said to Moses: ''I'ake Joshua the son of Nun, a man 
11 

ln whom there is spirit, and la;y thy hands upon him ( I'Sj 71' J)X Jl':JMI): 

Stand him before EJ.azar the Priest and before the whole congregation, 

and gi,ve him instr•uctions ir1 their presence. And tl:wu shalt put some 

of thy glory upon him, so that all the congr•egation may hearken, and . 

he will stand before llazar the priest,and consult the Urim and Tum1m,
1
1 

and according to his command they shall go fortrl and according to his 'I ) I 
I 

command they shall come in ---he and all the Children of Israel, and I 

with him all the congre~ation.' And Moses did as God commanded him; 

and he took Joshua and he placed him before lUazar the Priest and be-

fore the whole congregation; and he placed his hands upon hj.m and he 

gave him instructions, aE God spoke through Moses." 
J.j. 

Thus Joshua was ordained to be leader in the place of Moses.He 
'·· 

was to have the right of con::mlting the oracle and of giving the or-

der•s for the marching of the Children of I sN1el. 

NurnberB XI, 16-17 tells 1..1.s ofthe ordination of the Elders: 

11 And the Lord said to Moses: 'Gather :for me seventy elders from tho 

Elders of the Children of Israel, men whom you know are elders of the I 

I 

the people and its officers, and talw them to the tent of· meeting, anc: 

let them stand there with yoti; and I shall come down and speak with 
>~ 
'j 
Jl 
'ii 

thee there, and I shall remove some of the spirit that upon thee,and 1 
's 

place it upon them, and they shall bear with thee the burden of the 

people, and thou shalt not bear it alone.'" Then verse 25 tells: 

11 And the Lord. deB cended in a cloud and spmke to him, and removc:Jd some 1 
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of the spirit that vms upon him and gave it to th.e seventy elders. 
j 

And tt came to pass when the spirit moved over them;that tliey pro-

• d .t.· 1 II phesle unceasu.:ng y. Thus Moses ordained the seventy elders to 

the office of helping him judge the people. 

Now according to tradition, this ordained assembly of elders 

was the origl.n of the Sanhedrin that exibtdd tlll the time of the 

second rJ:emple and later. rrlms Sifre 25b (edit:lon 11'riedman) refers 

to this assembly af Elders as Sanhedr'in: 
. , ~ 

~rhus too, in the sJ.scussion in Mishna Sanhedrin.lwhen the problem. 

at issue ts the size of the sanh€1.€1.rin, this assembly of Moses is 

taken as the prototyp-e. AceoNUngly J the M:l. slma ( Santledrln I, 6) 

counts the sanhedrin as mumbering seventy one members based upon 

the seventy of the assembly of elders and Moses as the presiding 

officer. Joshua wfulo was ordained to the leadership of the peopleJ 

was {also the head of the Sanhedr•in. This is indicated in Aboth I 
) 

where Moses gives the Law to Joshua e.nd Joshua gives it to the 

Elders. Thus Maimonides (Yad: Hilchoth Sanhedrin) speaks of11 the 

court of ,Joshua" (y~~'tfl 1 Sv IJ'i. .Jl'.:::L.). Accordlng to tradition) this 

system of an ordained leader at the head of an ordained assembly 

(although it was not necessary that every one of the assembly be 

ordained c~. Y~d Hiilid1oth Sanhedrin IV, 1) continued without in­

terruption until later times. 'llhere was no break in the chain of 

ordination. Thus David too practiced ordlnation, j. Sanh. 29a: 

~s 0.~ }L I J I ) .) )'"' I!J I .2 , , n :J._ ,) .) J' " .,. I "'T ""l. 'y i ()I I I l'.J'l ~ 
0'J'f1" ~~X 1J 1.)J VI.]) X.Ji"'.J ~~X ..::t.X 1

"') ~ 1/.I.::J... ;)l:)i..)..,ii 

. 1 n .x a 1 • .:1... -, ,..., ii.J ' rJ 
11 Ancl David assembled all the chosen men of Israel --thirty thous-

11 

'I' :,! 
ij': 

;II 
lli:l 

' :1 

·,'.li ,, 
!! 

':) 
i 

l'l ,II 
'I· 

and. R. Berachya said in the name of R. Abba bar 1\ahana: 'Ninety t; 

thousand elders did David ~-rdai~ in one day'". The who 1e tradi ti onrli 
I 
I 
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conception of the unbrol{en of ordination from the time of Moses 

· downwar·d~ is v1ell expressed by Maimonide~1 (Hi lchoth SanhedriniV, 1) 

fX;!n.JI J !1 1 '""> J?XJ Cl'lfl;<l 'iJ 1 '""J17X) J:r'~I":JI 0 tJ'J(rir jN>tXI 

'I.Ji :y VJI8H .Sw 1Jf"1 .;1'~ -ry f.P'X •sn !t''X J'"SJI~tJi7 
I J I~)..:) "/} V."'v.> .$ lV I.J' ... ,,J') ':J... 

11 These Elders ordained others and these others still others, thus 

going baclr to the court of Joshua and to the court of' Moses • 11 

This is the traditional view of the origins of ordination. If1 

however) we try to f:l.nd indisputable ht stori cal evidences, we are 

at once confronted by a serious lack of facts. The first clear 

evidence of the existence of or•dination to the office of Rabbi,:Ls 

a brief notice in the 'ralmud Ye:t>ushalmi, j .Sanhedrin 19a 
II 

I 1f1}'('1 
jl"'?'h:J...;"") 'j))f, ;"J.J l':>f)~~·--cn"X ..S::> 'i7''17 tljflP)CI:;:l. X.2., I X j I I':> 

'n. 1 )VIIi)' i:L» ...PXJ 11'-y,j ~ •~') .J)'>< il.J'YJ ' 1 :JT j..:l...j..Jn/• 1

'"') 

"Originally each teacher ordained ----etc ·---,just as Jochanan ben 

Zaceai ordained R. 1Uiezer and R. ,Toshua • 11 ~Phis is an evidence of' 

an ordination that took place in the first Christian century. It 

does not follow that this is tb.e fj.rst ordination tba t evertoolt 
it 

plaee,/mel'ely means ~that this is the first ordination of which we 

have.a definite report. On the other hand we have clear indication 

that there was ordj.nation of Rabbi even before the destruction of' 

the second Temple.* We have the striking fact that until the 

time of H:L llel and ShammaiJ the title Rabbi was never used, while 

after that. t:tme it is quite common. rrhus almost immediately after 

Hillel and Shammai 1 there was ~an Gamliel the Elder. This seems 

r~oTE--·--·---...u ... ----...... .... _____ ...... ...,_,-~~~-

-Dr. A. Sidon (in the Eaufmal) Gedenkbuch) bases a proof that 
ordination existed in the tim_e of Hillel and Shammai, upon an in­
terpretation of Mishna Hagiga II,,';~'$\ (Cf. also J. Behm:nDie Hand­
auflegung im Urchristenturn"p. 129 )I~ Dr. Sidon maintatns that the 



to indicate the fact that there must have been some manner of 
~ J 

ordination at that time. It is worthy oJ/note that those that bore 

the titl{ Rabbybelonged to the school of Hillel. Thus Rabban 

Gamliel was the grandson of Hillel, R. Simon was his great e;rand­

son and R.Jochanan was the disciple of Hj,llel. rrhu.s it may well 

beJ.that it was the school of Hillel that first emphasized ordin-

ation. 

We see thenJthe.t we have historical evidence of the existEmce 

of ordination in the first century when R. Jochanah ordained R. 

Eleazar and R. Joshua; and that p~pha,ps ord:tnation existed even 

earlier, namely in the time of Hillel and Sharrunai because it is 

directly after that time that we find the title Rabbi~ Our task 
~ 

now is to study the later history of ordination. 
' 

I 
pas~sage 'IT""JOEi~eb. Joe:ier s"aysnot"-io-lay on the··- i i 

.JL hans,~ Jose • Jochanan says that we should lay on the hands etc." I 
f' does not Jflefer to the laying on of hands on the sacrifice, but '· I 

refers to ordinatiQll. ·rrhus all the Zugoth till the time of Hillel, . 
discussed the question of ordination. It is hardly probable, 11 

however,that this view is correct. The whole context proves that ~ 
'laying of hands: here refers to the sacrifice, and that too ls th~ ~ 
all the commentators take the passaee o The opinion of Dr. Sidon 11 

is only a surmise •I" !' 

* .TI.9.t.~. J .Behm in ·nnfelta'Udauf).egung im Urchr•i stentum11 p .125 says 
1
1 

tba t ordination by laying on of' hands as means of continuous il 
transfer ot authority) extsted as early as the sixthccentury B.G.T£. p 

He basl.bs his belief upon the fact that the passage in Numbers i1
1i 

which tells of the ordination of Joshua) dates back to the sixth ')ri 
century. This view is hardly correcto It does not follow that ll[•.:.'.l 

because the priestly cotle tells o:f the ordination of Joshua) that j•· 
there ac~ually existed at the time ofthe writing just such an 
ordination. Ofcourse, the account in "P"is not merely a literary I 
invention. "P"must have pictured the ordination as resembling 
somet bing that actualiy ex:bsted. There was actually an assembly 
before the .exile in Jerusalem~•:'. This assembly was composed of 

1 

priests and Levites (Gf. Deut.XVII, 9, 18, and Article nAuthority" I 
Jewish Encyclopedia). This assembly must have been in the mind of : 
the authors of n P 11 when they wrote of the assembly of the 1ladersJ 
who

1 
as far as we know_, were not Priests or Levites at all. Then ., 

too., after the model of the appointment of the high priest or of 
1
1 

the ldne;s of Israel, they pictured ~he appointment of JoslTo.a. That ! 
is r•eally all that can be derived from the fact that "P 11 tells of 
this ordination of Joshua and of the Elders. However,if the 

I 

' I 
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b) Hist_!I!.!'X of Qrdination g]d _1he. U.m£ .Qf R. S~..mQ_J}. }2_~ P·argliel ll• 

'I'he remark in j.Sanhedrin 19aJgives U.!3 a list of men who were or­

dained until the ordination of R. Meir by R, Akiba. * After this 

time we are told, there was a change in the system of ordination. 

After Meir and Simon were ordained) then the folJ.owir~g 
n ( 

1.::1.. Jlt?J\, ilfil J> 1 ::l..J r/.::2.:/ 

occurred: 
I ( 5nt 11.,.n 

,....._.____. 

i7..J'r?I!J X'ltJJJ 1/J I f) j'X )(I({)J'tt 

'JJ'h "'.J' r:> 

"Honor was accorded the Patriarchal house, and it was ordained 

that if the cou.rt ordained anybody wtthout the consent of the Pat­

riarch, the or•dination was not valtd, but if the Patriarch ordained 

anybody without the knowledge of the · cour•t the o:r•dina tion F_~[ valid'.' 

This change occurred after the ordination of Meir, therefore in 

the time of Ro Simon b. Gamliel II. 

The history of the ordination during the period proceeding 

thts change, can be easily seen. Evidently aftl1Yr the destr•uct:Lon 

·' 
!1: 

!1 
! 
' 

of the Temple, R. J'ochanan b. Zaccai, who reconstituted the auth- ""l~ ............ -·~·· . 
ori,ty of. the Phar•isees and of the Torah, emphasized the practice 

of·ordination,Lwhich he had very likely learned in the school of 

Hillel in tTer•usalem) Now that the Temple was destroyed, there 

--------~-·-.. -~--~---·--····-·----------·-----------·--·----

No_t_~ .Q_9ntigYQ..S!) assembly which was called at the time of Ezra and 
Nehem:La, were a retlular asgembly, then perhaps it mie,h t be pos s­
ible to infer that it had some definite way of ordaining its mem­
bers, and the.t the Priestly Code had this §:.£..'!~_gal ordination in 
mind,in its description of the ordinatton of the Elders and of 
Joshua. But at best that assembly was only occasional, (Cf. J'ew. 
Encye. Article ''Sanhedrin"). And so the assumption of J ,Behm ths .. t. 
at the time of the wri M.ng of the boo}~ of Numbers (i.e. the middle 
of the sixth centur•y B.C.E.) there was regular ordination and that 
moreover by the laying ouJof hands, seems lacking in sufficient 
O:!lidence. 

* Note. Although Meir was ordaine·d .. by R-:-Aki ba he was also ordained 
la:i'er by R. Juda b. Baba. rrhus b. Sanhedrin 14a remarl~s: 

, '~no . v::JI~ x.Sx JJ' x 'il :l..~ ?.Y "'';) J.::>Oo x J ld'"l ""> nPd" ~;; 
1.S ~J>I X..l...:l.. j,.:)... ;n.; p.; "~ If~ ':)1'4! tO I~ :l-' r .X 5 I y"'' 

" Whoever says that R. Meir was not ordained by B. Akiba, is mis­
taken. R. Akiba did ordain him, but they did not accept the ordin­
ation. When R. Juda b. Baba ordained him> they accepted the ordina ti of\. • ........ _ ........ _. ___ --..--.. 

--·) 
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was all the greater need for respected authority, and for a ree­

ular source of the laws that wer•e to govern the life of the 

people. The problero. before the :school at Jabne was, to give it­

self as much as possible of the authority that was foiDmerly ver;ted 

in the priestly hierarchy in the rremple. To do this 1 it had to 
--~ 

continue the development that had already be(':t,1m before the des-

truction of the Temple. For by the time o:fc,the destruction of the 

r.remple
1 

the Pharisees were already tn pos:ttion r:bo lay c.l"t:t:~he 
carrying out of much ott' the Temple ritue.l, They were able to say 

that the I-Iigh p:r>:i.est was but a messenger of the Beth Din, and to 

enjoin an oath upon the High Priest befor>e he entered upon his 

duties on Yom Kippur, tlmat he would pEn..,form his duties correctly. 

(C f. ;rew. F.lncyc. Artlcle 11 Pharisees'') . ~~his conquest of the prt est ly 

authority by the Phar•isees) had to be continued by the school at 

Jabne, especially now that the power of' the pr>iest was brokenJand 

there was no source of author:l.t.y save t:h...-'3. t 6:b' the Phar>j.sees and of 

their successol"S, the H.abbis. To attain this authority) R. Jochanan 

b. Zaccai and his collegues at J'abne, emphasized or•dinat:ton, so as 

to gj.ve the feeling that there was,although the •remple lNEl.S no long­

er if'l{existence, a re.gularly cfunsti tuted tradi ttonal authority. 

Thus he ordained his disciples; and the various other Rabbis also 

ordained the:ir' disciples. ~r.his system of' each Habbi ordaining his 

pupils) continued [rom the time of R. Jochanan through the time of 

R. Aldba) until the change that we have mentioned in the system of 

ordination came about. 

The account in j. SanHedrin 19a tells,as we have seen, that 

\I 

il 
!I 
I' 
I 

they gave honor to 'this house', and decided that the Patriarchal 

House should have the right of being the sole sour·ce of ordination. 

By this) the r>ight t~orclain was taken away :fr•om the individual Rabbi 
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Each ftabbi was no longer permitted to ordain his own pupils as 

R. Eleazar had ordained R. Joshua, and R. Josh·cta had ordained 

R. Akiba, and as R. Juda b. Baba had ordained the pupils of R. 

Since R~ Juda b. Baba was the last who is· mentioned as ord-

aining, before the change was made, the change must have taken 

place therefore in the t'llne of R. Simon b. Gamliel II as we have 

alread~ seen. Indeed after the time of R. Juda b. Baba, we find 

many evidences of the fact that the ~atriarch ~~ had the right 

to confer ord:l.n~tion. Thus when R. Hiya wished to have his nephews 

ordained, he had to ask the Patriarch Judah I to ordain them.(Cf 

b. Sanhedrin 5a). So too, .i. Moed Katan III, 1 (81a) tells that 

since the patrif:ll"Ch refused to ordain him, Bar Kappara knew that 

he !1£~ would be ordalned. 

'f.J~ -f\ 1 ~1 J1'1 IP' 

11 Habbi (Judah I) said: 1 I wi 11 not ordain you as an Elder' • Then 

he (Bar Kapp!u•a.) knew that he would never be ordained. 
11 

Why th_:kJL.Change was maMe at thls particular time, wi 11 be 
............... ~ .. -·~· 

clear when we r•ealize the situation at that period. It was tr.te 

time of the Ear Kochba rebellion, and of the resulting Hadrianic 

persecutions. The great schools trJ.at had existed in the various 

P.arts of Palestine had now been closed. The Roman Government had 
~ 
~tice of the Jewlsh religion. To insure the extermination 

of the rebellious sect, the Romans forbaNe the practice of the 

transmission of Rabbinical authority ---ordination. This is dos­

cribed:in b. Sanhedrin 14a and b. Aboda Zara Bb: 
S ,:)"" S x ') 1/) ' Jy il • r r .11 1 :::> .S P i7 ;, 1 r A 

- ::t)fP,J'I QI::J.. j'";)..,Qf)"tj ) 0Jfll P\/;71 7 r)OJT1 j.:'IJ 

11 0nce the Government ordained that whoever confers ordination shall 

be put to doat:h, and whoever' rec!Bd::ves ordination shall be put to 
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death, and that the city in which an ordination shall tal{e 

place, shall be laid waste. 
11 In that terrible time, one of the 

Rabbis, Juda b. Baba, risked his life, and dtbcided to insure 

the continued life of Judaism, by ordaining men who were to be 

the sov.rces of religious authority for the coming generation. He 

selected a lonely place between the cities of Usha and Sheferam, 

and there ordained the seven pupils of R. Akiba. 
I~' or this act, 

he suffered a. martyrs death. (Cf. Graetz niUstory
11

1 Erl.gJJ.sh eel. 

vomume II, p. 429). 
At the earliest oppor"tuni ty, those older 

'I 
!! 
i' I', ,, 

I ' I· I 

' I Rabbis who survived, and the newly ordained, repaired to Usha in 
i 1'! . 

I· .. ! 

Galilee, and there proceeded to l"econsti tute the rabbinical auth- ·t\ 
jl 

ority, and to give new ltfe to Judaism. Obviously, one of the 1·

1

1.! 

things tlmlb.t occupied their attention, wan the question of ordin-
lr 
1~~ 

1i\ 

that the Patriarch alone should have the power to ordain, and that ~ 
II 

ation. 'rhe result of thetr deliberations was) that they dmcided 

he sh:::d r::. :: d:::n::: ::a::: ::h::r::. ::y t:::g:::::d ~i dent ly ~ 
they were moved by the desire to strengthen things, by centraliz-

t~_...... ...... --.. ~.-, 

ing the source of authority. Instead of letting every Habbi or­

dain his own disciples, which was done in the past, they created 

just one strong source of ordination --namely the Patriarch. It 

was rather easy to malce this change at this time, because wwing 

to the persecutions, only one school was left--- the school at 

Usha. There were no other schools that might have opposed the 
~ ..... ~ ......... ,~ ......... ,... .... ~ ..... ,.,.,..,."'~~-""--.. ·'"''J'''"'' 

centralizing of tl:e authori ty1 and the te.ldne it away from each 

Habbi. 
:Moreover, when the l"abbi s made this change, they must 

have been animated by the desire of strengthenine the power and 

prestige of the Patriar•chate. In this they must have been aided 

by the Patrlanch Simon II himself, who always wished to surround 
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the Patriarchate with dignity and honor. (Cf. GJ:•aetz Vol. II,p.4ZA) 

All these reasons were the causes of the chane;e being made at 

this time. 

Dul"'ing the period that was inaugurated by this transferrin[, 

of the right to ordain to)the Patriarch, still another ehange took 

place. B. Sanhedrin 5b, tells us the following: 
I ,J ..:J.-')1 I> ILl a 

7 
x IJ :::L , x. '' 7 rt x Z:JI p n ~ , .:l-""l 7 J r' .r. n x t:J y 9 

..... l){t1'11ill jX':J~ X.:L (fi'X '"1'f.>S,jl d IIY'lX ... · ;JX~l'-'..:l. aii'./'1
10

Y 

I.::L)h J"'I'P"> s~IJ )XX prll1 5x ?m5J'o 1')1 ~') ';!JW i'U'>I X:>-

11 0nce Rabbi (Judah I) went to a certain place, and he noticed 

that the people at Un t place were accustomed to lmead their 

dough in uncleanliness. ---He inquired, and they told hl~t.hc 
following: 'Once a certeJ.n disciple had come to us and had told 

i i I 

I\!, 

{' I' 

lfl 
'.:.1'··:; I: li 
' il 

1'(11 

,i\1; 

:[il,: 

II! 
said 'Egg liquid'). Then H.abbi decreedJ that hEmceforth no di~~iple \'I\ 

may teach ritual things unless he first get permission from hlS i 1 

us, thl t we may knead dough in pond water, 1 (but he had l"eally 

teaciier." 

! I 
That is to Day, th'lt previous to this decree of' Habbi, \: II 

I: 

any disciple, even though he be unordained, was permitted to ins-
1

' 

truct the people as tb. their religious dt1ties. 

mistakes :i.n the carrying out of the ritual laws. 

This rerml ted in ,; 

\

:I 

Hence the decree : 
j, 

was made that none but ordain£9: teachern should teach the law. I 

Thus, while 'Cinntil that time ordination was rather optional, and 

was prized rather as an honor or as a recommendation of especial 

fitness, now it was a pre-requi~ite; without ordination, no rel-

igious decisions could be banded down. This decree was especial­

ly important, since as we have seen, ordination could be procured 
11 

only from the Patriarcl'l .• 

rrhis period marked the appearance of a new factor in the 

history of ordination. It is at this time that the Babylonian 
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schools were begun o rrho rola tion between the Pale::;U.nian schools 

and the growing Babylonian Bchools, had an important effect upon 

the history of ordination. It would be wful~to discuss at this 

poin~ the whole relation of Babylon to Palestine with regard to 

ordination, although the discussion will tal{C~ us somewhat past 

the limits of the period with which we are now dealing. 

In the time of Judah IJwhen the Babylonian schools were just 

beginning, there was great eagerness &n the part of those who 

were to be leaders in Babylonia, to obtain the ordination from 

Palestine. Thus for example, R.. Hiya was anxious that his two 

I I, 

i:' 
il 
lj 

l,! 
j,!, 

nephews Rabba bar Harm and Rab, who were going to Babylon, should I'·,. 
,' llil 

\11:\':1. 
receive the ordination. Apparently, R. Judah I rather hesitated 

to ordain too many ~abylonians. He refused to give Rab the full ~lr 
ordination, and he did not ordain f)amuel Yarchinai at all. However•\i\1 

1'1 

since as yet the schools at Babylon had as yet no prestige of their!\j 

own, they were~ a.nxious to get 1.t by being ordained by the J?at1•ia1fhj :j I !1 

It was natural however, that when the Bab,rlonian schools : • .y II 

grew in importance, that the Babylonians should chafe undef the 

idea that they need any ordination from Palestine. They began 

to feel that they did not need ordination. And so the anxiety 
disappeared 

on their part to obtain ordination from Palestine soon /.There 

is a discussion in the Babylonian Talmud b. Sanhedrin 5b, that 

reveals a frame of mind entirely different from that of those 

first Babylonian teachers who were so desirous of obtaining ord-

~~a tion from l~alestine. v , _,
1 

r X.) i7 Y:) J{lP • VJ ~ 

! i 

IJ Ill'-' t:J J) II J y. .::> ,., 0. 0 ,)'\ ;., 5 CJ .J> i1 Y.) I ,.. ...; II ..) • " 

"! ' -x n :x ;) ;, S a ./l/1 o \ 
"It is clear to us that permission to judge gotten here in Babylon, 

i' 

gives one the right to judge in Babylon, and that permission got- ''rl 

ten in Palestine, is valid for Palestine, and that permission 
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gotten here is valid even in Palestine, but does the permission 

gott~?n in Palestine have any ·validtty here in Babylon?" 1
1

hey 

decide that permission to judge gotten in Palestine has .£_Q valid-

ity in Babylon. As to Rabba bar Hana who 9M get ordination in . , 
f I ~~ . 

Palestine, they say that he did not need it for judging in Babylon I' · .11, 
\I 

1 1 ~~ 
This point of view represents ofcourse, the climax of a grow- 1\·

1

1.' 

he needed it only for the citie~ on the border. 

ing fee ling of indepEimdance. Duener in his j) I;? it 11 to this passage, 1,:
1 

:' 

It belongs to a time :' says that the discussion is of late date. 

when the Babylonians could no longer understand a state of arrairs: 

under which Babylon had to depend upon Palestine. Vie know that 

'!Jefore the time of thiB dis cuss ion, the Babylonians began to\1oolc 

upon their Exilarch as the sole source of authority. (Cf. Hamburg. 

Real J1'ncyc. sub. "Ordinirung 11 )~ And so the Babylonians say, ·that 

if G. man wishes to be a judge, and not have to pay should he make 

1,1 m·istake, let him get author•ity from the Ex.ilarch. (b. Sanh. 5a) ! 
i 
i 

x .. J)IS).. vp·) '..J.J") XJ)IW» SerwS 
This Resht..11i--from thH Exilarch, was not exactly the same as ordin-

i ,[ 

:I !'I 
ation. That is to say, that as far as we know, this glving of 1.·,

1

1

·\ 

q 
;1:; 

permission t be judge, was not accompanied by any solemn ceremony.:, 1.;

1 

I I 

and did not ·involve the trans fer of the holy spirit, which a8 li: :1 

'r ~~: we shall see (Chapter V.) was essenM.al to ordination. But in 

its practical ~ffect it was the same as ordination. It gave a man 
~ 

ftall the privileges of a judge, and it made ordination obtained 

in Palestine, totally unnecessary. 

il 1 J 
i li 
j i f• 

I
I ~ I 

I, If 
,: : 
i' 
I< 

It was against this spirit of haughty independance on the i:i' 

part of the Babylonians, that grew as their schools became 

er and the Palestinian schools became weaker, that the law 

strong-\ 

1 
:I was 

made tlat there ~an be no ~rdination given outside of Palestine. 

--------~-~--~ . )../ 
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Thus we find in b. Sanhedrin 14a tH 
~'i.X~ ";1!;f/f1J... ~~:yno r>< J,:)_'') '11?( 

"R. Joslrua the so1of Levi says that there can be no ordination 

outside of Palestine • 11 Joshua b. Lev:l. is a Palestinian Amor•a 

! i 

of the first generation. He lived about fifty years after the 1:
1
:
1 

time of l1abbi J'uda.h I. Before this timeJ there could be no such 

law. There could. have been no need for it. The Babylonian schools 

had no prestige, and. there could have been no suspicion of the 

Ba.byilionians wishing possibly..; w3:shing to have a system of ordina­

tion or something eqivalent to i~ independent,of Palestine. The 

same law is qu<hted by another Palestinian authority vvho lived a. 

few years 1a ter ·J:>ha.n R. Joshua b. !.Jevl. joBikknrim 65d. 

I'J t')r> I' x w 'J'I y n Iii 
( J /)') I 0 ~ "') ) S ~ I' b P () ""'! J .) )( 141 I f) }( 

1 

") 

f)>CS tJ~IfJJ .. t:J'J'j>' 
11 R,. Am:i. asked R. Simon---- Said R. Simon: 'I have learned that 

there can be no ordination outside of Palestine.~" 

It is clear that this law is directed against the Babylon-

ians. As to or•dination i:a other countries, there was really no 

objection on the part of the Palestinian author>ities. Thus we see · 
I• 

in j. Bikkurim 65d,that Isaac b. Nachman was ordained in Gaza, I r 
Palestine. Sinll J.arly ,'!' wH.h the condition however that he r>eturn to 

Zemina was ordained inTyre, and Juda b. Titus was ordained in 

I~videntlyJ the Palestinian authorities felt that there 

was no danger in letting ordination take place in Gaza, or rryre 

or' Rome. The real danger was in not curbing the powel" of the 

l I 
illl ., 

.. . . 
!i 
l! 
I' 

\! 

inspite of the objections on the part of the rabblfJ, 
I 
i 

Babylonians. 

However, 

--- ,·-,-r-JJ-~-'->-~--;1-,J-,J-h-,---..,-r-y-~--,,,;~ -·;;,-· ,-"IJ--~--~--~-.:'>~~;:-:~- \; 
,,;;r-·r.JY-,. ~-·;:;;;n-. ~~~ J... ;11 i7 ,7.J'"., ·..., 1 

~r.>~'y_-:_~~~il~~-~--~0-~~;·? "":.. 'ill ;1 0 IPI t> /"- i7 <I ;J 1 ~: 

---~·----Note 4~. 
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of Palestine, tho power of the Babylonians continued to grow, and 

the Babylonians became completely independant of the Palestinian 

ordinatlon, and their whole legal system depended upon the Ex:tl-

arch. Indeed they went so far as to believe that permission gotten 

from their ExllaJ:>ch was even more valuable than permission gotten 

through ordination in Palestine, since permission gotten from the 

exilarch ·permitted one t9act as judge in both Babylon and Palestin)l 

while ordination gotten in Palestine was valid only in Palestine. 

So much then for the r•elat1 on of Babylon to Palestine with regar•d 

to or•dination. 

As we have already seen, the right of being the sol0 source 

o4orclination was given to the Patriarch in the time of Simon ben 

Gamliel II. The question before us now, is, how long did this 

state of affair last?. We know that after a certain period, the 

right to be the sole source of ordination was taken away from the 

Patl:'iarch. j. Sanhedrh.t l9a tells: 
J.. , 1/.JJ s-. y , n )t. ~.)(. j'.J () Y.:J /'-, J)l.)_ 

I II I 

/''7 Jl'~ J'>y/n .x~>< 
11 rChen they decreed that the court shall not ol:'dain wi"thout the con-)', 

11 

when this change took place, and we can only s1n•mise. Graetz (Cf. 

German ed. Vol. IV, note 25) beli evos that this change toolr. placo 

in the time of the Patriarch Judah II, because it was in hi1time 

that the privilege of ordaining was abused ,arid unworthy· mon wor'e 

ordained.* This opinion is evidently corr0ct, ror we find pl0nty 

1'1 

! I 
:i·j 

\ 

i\ 
of complaints utterped at this time that mercenary eonsideraU.ons 1~ .. 

----- --· . - -----· ·----·- . I I· 
Note;~ gf._Als~,..,B~glJ.er~"Zur Geschichte der Ordination, MonatssdJ.rtf'l ~ 
Wl"t!Jne <)8, pp 1~,,.,-.L,~ I. i · 
J .z. Lauterbach in tl".te Jewish Encyc. Article "Ordination, o..nd l 
Hamburger Real E.'ncyc. Arttcle 11 0rdird.rune; 11

• 

I I 

i~ 



were respected in the conferring of ordioation. In j. Bikk. 65d we 

are told that one should not arise to ~tow respect to anyone who 

has beefrdained because of money. As a result of this, many were 

ordained who were tot~lly unfit. We find a complaint against such 

unfit judge:::J in b. ~anhedrin 7b: 
'.J' x \J) ""l.:.t.~ , :>::J J • •..., "? ' n y n ~~ 

'II') X 

11 Resh I,akish says: 'If one appoints e. judge who is unf'i t, it is as 

if he has set up an Ashera'." Resh Lakish and ZeeraJwho make these 

complaint~ are both contempor·aries of R. Judah II. It may well 

have been, as Graetz supposes that these abuses led up to the ~ur­

tai ling of the Patriarch 1 s ·right to ordain e This is all the mo1~e 

likely,when we bear in mind, that the Patriarch Judah II did not 

stand very h:l.gh in the estimation of hms contemporarieB. He vvas 

openly attacked and criticiBed by the Habbis of his ti:rne, especially 

by Resh Lakish. For this reasdn, it is likely that the change occur-

ed in his time. 

It seemB t~me that there is aillll.ltional evidence that the chanc;e 

took place in the time of Judah II 1 or at least no~later than that 
,i l 

ll 
l ' 

"' 0 "'.Y ~:ttl "I 'il IJ"'' ., il'.; 
j(l ';::) h 0 I sf I j? ~~~? 111'1 ' < •. 

t.imeo B.SaiJ.hedrin 14a tells us: 
ill i1 )c. j , )( =~.:~- "') ":\... }"> IJ) 

uR. Jochanan was worr•ied concerndmg H.Shaman bar Aba, who was not in1!· · ... 

his presence t1bc ordained. 11 On the same page we have the statement '· 
II 

that R .. Jochanan wished to ordain R. Hanina and R. Hoshaya, but coullll 
~~ ~- I I i : .; i 

not succeed becttase these two men vvere members of the family of Eli .I ! . 

Evidently then, R. Jochanan bar Napacha.} who was a contemporary of.' 

Judah I~, already had the privilege o·r confer•r•ing ordination. In 

fact we can go one step further. Not only was the right to ordain 

-·--·--·------ ·----"'·---------· 
X J'Jn .,\~ote.li\J';.}bo•l"l) I.JIW ;» 1'-j)J'I.Pt'> ><-p illil il')ll)lif ~~-,J 

-- 11 1 ~ 1 ")\'")X • 'X ~ U> 1j 1&1 ~::ft') "·p i'l/11 , )< J)) lt".l )( y ,.J) 0 tJ ";JJ # .)(' ~ 
' 
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extended from being an exclusive peroga.tive of the Patriarch to 

include also the Beth Din, but there was evidently a return to thA 

system that obtained before the time of the Pat'ri.e.rch Simon II, 

namely, that each teacher again had the right to ordain his own dis­

ciples, or anyone that he wished., Thus R. Jochanan could confer 

ordination, and so could other Rabbis as for example, R.Jonathan b, 

Achmai, and R. Simon~·b.Zerud. B. Sanhdrin 14a: / ::L jJlJ/' 'l 
71 I •1 1 ~ ~ 1 1 ( "! fJt'J f) i7 1 I') 'j ~r "'7 111 r 1\b:J.) · 1 

!Til :)IOO I i7".::t.';\ "ll)il""? "1n 

Indeed we should expedt to find earlier traces of this change. The 

weakening of the power of the Patriarch could hardly have been so 

sudden. There must have been a grad·ual diminution of his power. In 

fact, before the time of Judah II, right after the t~me of Judah I, 

who was strong and jealous of his power, R. Hiya dared to ordain 

Rab, who was refused full ordination by Judah I. (Cf b. Sanhed 5a: 

x••n '·)I") _)..")I). From then on, the disintegration of the power of 

the Patriarch rm .. 1.st have proceeded, until by the time of Judah II> 

not only was the ordination by the Patriarch made to need the agree­

mont of the Beth IJin, but also each individual Habbi could ordain 

whomever he pleased. 

How long ordination continued after 

this,is not certain. We know that there was still ordination in the 

latter part of the third centur;y. B .Ketuboth 17a and b. Sanh. 14,a 

tell us of the ordination of R. Ami and R. Asi who lived at th<:} 

end of the t'futira.·· century. Very likely ordination continued till 

the middle of the fourth century. It was then that the 'E:m.peror 

Constantius carried on his persecutions of the Jews. He made it so 

difficult and dangerous for the Sanhedrin to convene, that the Pat­

riarch Hillel II decided to fix tho calendar, so that henceforward) 

the time for the various holidays could be determined without need­

ing a meeting of the Sanhedrin., After that time, the schools in 

Palestine died down. There were still a few teachers: R. Jeremiah 
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and R. Jose. Since these men still had the title Rabbi, it is likely 

thfd, they too were ordained. After these two AmoraitnJ there were no 

more teachers and schools in Palestine, and since there could be no 

ordination outside of Palcstiae (Cf supra and also Chapter IV ), 

ordination ceased---that is in the middle of the fourth century.* 

~:o surmnarize the history of ordination, w~e have seen that the 

traditional view was, that there was a continuouf:'l chain of ord:i.na-

tion beginning with the ordination of the lUders and of Joshua by 

Moses; that as faJ:> as we have other evidence, we can say that thel"G 

was ordination in the time of the schools of Hillefand Sharrunai, i.o. 

at the very beginning of' the Chrlstian Era; 'fhat we have clear evid-
1 

ence that after that time, G<tch teacher· ordained his own pupils till 

the time of thE-l Hadrianic persecutions; at that time, the right of' 

conferring ordinat~ion vras made an exclusive pri vtlege of the Pa tri-

arch. This ntate of affairs continued until the tj.me of R.. ,Judahii, 

the latter half of the third.century; it was during this period that 

Judah I made ordination indispensible, and that tho Babylonj_an. sch~,~ 

began to grow independant of the Palestinian ordtnation; in the 

~2.:t.e .• Leopold L8w(in "Gesammelte Schrlf;ten 11 Volume IV, p. 163 ) 
malntains that ordination lasted till the fifth century, sincd as 
he says, Rabina and R. Ashe were the last to be ordained. He bases 
this upon his interpretation of b.Baba Mezia 86a: 

'fiX') 101 1' 0 )<J I~· I :nux l:l... "") Qr J 1,£) n ,, 0 J.;l J .::t,"l, ,~' 
which he ss:y·s means that Rabina and R. Ashe were the last ones to 
be ordained. But this interpretation j_s contrary to the evident 
meaning of the passage. 1.P.he par•allelism shows clearly trw. t the 
meaning is, that just as Rabbj_ and R, Nathan were the last Tanaim, 
so Rabina and R. Ashe were the last Ar.:wraim; and that i.s ,just nhe 
vvay in which the comment a tors take the pas sage. l'oreove1 it is 
impossible that these men should have been ordained, since at that 
time there !er~ no s?hools in Palcst~ne~ and ordination could take 
place only 1n ~alest1ne (Of Chapter 1V.J. There were no~teachers 
of note &n Palestine, to attract th9se men t~come and be ordained. 
In fact the last Patriar·ch Gamliel Eatraa was deprived of his power 
by the Gg-vernment in the be:..e;i .. XillJ.}lg of the fifth centtlry,ancl Habina 
lived towards the end of the fifth century. 

,. 

\:, 

.J-'i 



time of Judah II, the l8.tter h8.lf of the thlr•d centur>y, -the ratr>i-

1!!aS compelled to ha"li:C the permis B:i.on of the Beth Din before he 
' 

could ordain anyone, and the Beth Din could ordain if it pro cured 

"the permission of the Patriarch; at this time, too, each teacher 

tool:: the permission to !Vrdain hls pupils, and ordination waH thus 

no longer the exclusive perogative of the Patriarchal house; by the 

time of the close of the Palestinian Bchools, ordinati.on ceased :L.e. 

by the middle of the fourth century. 
----.. --------···-·---···-............ -.. --

The attempt o~ Jacob ~crab t~re-establish ordination in 1538, does 

not fall within the scope of this essay; nor will tl1i s essay eon cern 

itself with the modern Hatarath Horaa., which is corrnnonly called 

Semicha. but is really .;.nly a testl'mo·l'll'al o-"' "' 1)l'l't ( C'·"' At·' 1 , \lJ - .l cd. 1 y .1: r·le e 

unatarath Horaa 11 Jew. Encyc.) • 

.. -----~ ... ,._,~_.._._.. __ ._.-....._...._ ....... ..,_~ 



'rhe question that J.B before us now, is, hov1 the ordination was 

carried oute 

a) Th~ L~;;L~E£ Qll. £1 H~.' fu'1d the Call:i.J}.g £Y 
manner in whicn\the ce,remony of ordination wa::~ 

What was the 

performed? According 

to tradition, Hoses in ordaining Josl:.ma, laid his hands upon him. 

Since this pt!ototype of Rabbinical or•dina tion is pictured as having 

"41 

II',.: 
·t !.,! 

I " 
II· : 
'! J 

been done by the laying on of hands, evidently the laying on of 
' f : . ~ ' 

h 'lnde:'i' ::! 
c .. .::.1 ·,) 

,, 
I,, 

was the @!?:j;.ginal means of o~ination.. That this was the f'ir•st means (il 
of' ordination is evident ~ a number of reasons. In the fir>st 

1

' 

place
1 

ordination. meant the transfer of the Holy Spir>it (Cf Ghap V) 

and the Holy Spirit was trans fe:r•r>ed by the laying on of hands .we 

see this in Number>s XXVII, 1[3, 20:1'~~]? 1 illl ;"1,)\JlJJ ·--I'~J 11
' J-J( Jl:»t'JOI 

"Thou shalt place thy hands upon him---thou shalt tr>ansfer some of 
II 

thy 'glory' to him."In other words the glor•y of Moses was transfer•- :j II 

ed to Joshti@:-,; by the laying on of the hands of Moses o And the Eidrasl!l 

commenting upon this passage says (Numbers Habba XXI, 16): II 
~~:)s -~:>'n 0\i~~~ ,.~~ 1".1'1-rl t1J'IJ\Jf .""lJ"> •J p·~ 1.,-=> ,.~y rr· .. M< Jl.:JI')O/ I 
11 'And thou shalt lay thy haihds upon him 1 --as one ldndles one light ~1 , I 

I' 

:\ 
from another. 'And thou shalt give of thy glory to him'---an one ,, 

pours from one vessel into another. 11 The books of the New r.eestamont 

which have borrowed the i:Tewtsh idea of the laying on of hands, have 

a similar notion of the effE'lct of the laylng on of hands. Acts XIX;6
1

: 

"And Paul laid his hands upon them, and the Holy Ghost came upon 

them. 11 

Another proof that the laying on of hands is the original means. 

of ordination, is that the laying on of hands at ordination is 

found among other peoples, and is therefore a common custom. It was 

used in ordination by the RomanB. J. Behm( 11 DJe Handauflegung"p.l22) 

quotes the f'ollow:tncsfrom L:i.vit:ts J, 18, Sf, vvhere the appointment of i' 



Numa to be king of Rome is der.:Jcribed: 

tlLituo :Ln laev'(lJTI manum translate, dextra in caput Numa.e imposita, ,:: 

precatus ita est: O .Tuppiter etc. :1:! 

nrr rans ferring the wand to the left ·,hand, he laid his right hand upon ·· I :i j 

the head of Numa and prayed as follows etc.
11 

J: 
I I 

Moreover the earliest post-Biblical references to ordination 
I, 

it1 
'I i. 

use the word ;-~:Jioo, which means literally the laying on of hands, thus ;.,\~ .. ~, .. 
:Mishna Sanhedrin IV, 4: i7Ji'i.JX')fl /to j':lbiO 71f'J0~ J'.J 1 'i~ l'i1 l 

:1' 

For all these t•easons then, it is evident that the first mode of or- ) 
iJ 

dination was by the laying on of hands. 

'fhis manner of ordaining was, however, at a certain time, super-'' 'i, 

seded. B. Sanhedrin l3b tells: ....,-..t 
? ,,, ) I' :yr::l o VJ on . • w Y... - ,.J 
' I 

' .::t.") 'il' ~ 

I <. n 
)(.::LI-, -;tn.:L. X/7'1-?JX 

;I( XbVJ::L -,,iJ /'~bO J~ 

"R. Acha the son of Hava asked H. Ashe, 'Do they actually lay on 

hands at ordination?' rrhen H. Ashe answered him 'They ordain a man 

by calling him by name, g.nd by ealling hj.m Rabbi. 
1

" When cl.id this 

change occur? R. Ashe lived at the beginnlng of the fifth century; 

hence by the beginning of the fifth they already knew that or•dina-

tion was no longer given by laying on of hands. In fact this change !. 

is known even earlier. j. Horayoth 47d # 

119::L iJ'J('i" I'JY'lt'>VJ /J'I'f.)"'X )\"li1 711
1j/T -, )( 

R. Zeera lived at the beginning of the fourth century, and he knows 

that ordination is given not by handsJ but orally. 

When this change actually occurred can be seen from the change 

in the word applied to a:Prdination. The lEishna and the ~rosephta in -
refferr•ing to ordination, use the word Samach, and S.emicha, thus 

Hishna San .I ,3 and Tos. San. I, 1 

also Mishna San. IV, 4: iUI\iJX'171 Jf:> /')Y"Jib - 11 noS t=>'1':J 1t-;t 

On the other hand) in the Talmud .Ter-usalmi and in the other post-

lvllshnaic Palestinian smu•ces, the term Semicha is :g.~r used. An 



entit·ely differont term is used --1\'i:Lnui. Thus j. Sanhedrin l9a: 

XJ>/::)16?0 '"il''Jr>S ,,? JVl.fl 

Cf Also j. Horayoth 47d; j. Sanhedrin 18c, 19a, 29a; j. Bikkurim 65d;f 
I' 

(three references on that same page); j. Rosh Hashana 5Bb; Lev. Rabba i 
II ,4, ·l 

The term Semicha used in all the earlier sources, means ordination 

by the particular' ceremony of laying on of hands, while lviinui is a 

more general term mea;ining simply appointment to offlce (Cf. Dan.I,2 

Ichl~onicles IX, 29, and Mishna Bikknrirm. III, 2 iiJI r.>r.>i1 ) • The fact 

that all the post-Mishnaic Palestinian passages use the woPd !Sinui, . 
certainly points to a conscious dtstinction. It points to a con~ 

avoiding of the word which means the laying on of hands, and the 

pre.ference for the word which means simply appointing or ordaining. 

rrhe only possible reasdm for such a conscious disttnction, is that 

in Post Mishnaic times there was no longer any laying on of hands 

at ordination. 'rhus, laying on oflands in ordination must have 

ceased at the close of the Mishnaic period, therefore at the very 

beginning of the third century.* 

As to the reason for the abandoning of the laying on of hands, 

~---""--------·--~--~.. ""'"' __ ,..,,.... ....-..,..._ ........ -------

' 

Note. Bacher (Monatschrift 1894, pp 122-127) believes that the 
la.ying on of hands was abandoned during the latter part of the sec­
ond century, in the period following the Bar Kochba war. He basis 
his belief upon two a:rgurnents1 1) rrhat the Babylonian Talmud in 
describing the ordination of the disciples of' Aki ba by Juda b. Baba, 
uses the word Semicha which means actual laying on of hands, and 
therefore Juda b. Baba must have used this method in that ordination 
and 2) That since in the period after the Bar Koctilia war the right ' 
to ordain was restricted to the Patriarch, and since laying on of 
can have meaning only when each teacher ordains his mvn disciples 
and transfers his spirit to him, the laying on of hands must have 
been abandoned. 

It seems to me that both these arguments are fallacious. In 
the first place, it does not follow that because the babylonian 
~1 almud uses the word lPO that actual laying on of hands was meant, 

\t 

and that the Talmud '1-VlShes to tell us that R. Juda ordained the · 
pupils of Akiba in thiB particular manner. By the same mode of ~ 
reasoning one could argue from b .sanhedrin 14a :)h;L fiJ q?O I' K 5:U 1 "7 n ')( \ 
that there was laying on of hands in the tim~ of lToshua b. Levi in 1:· 
the third century. As a matter of fact the Babylonian Talmud does ,!; 

not refer to any particular lYE~ of ordina ti~n\when it uses the Vlord i 

I 

---~--~~------------------·-· -----------------~--~--~--------~··-·-~--~·-···---··--------~--~''' 



' 

§J.:.._h~-4:~ 
~Bftchor and other writers agree, tlw,t \Laying on of hands bee-

.' I ic __ .,'. 
ame largely pDevalent among the Christians, and for this reason was : !ii;/!{i:ai 

abandoned by the tTews. This was evidently the case. Tl.w early church l~:~tf~ 
''F1 

::~: :::::: ::~: ::~::g f::q::n ::: ~: ~ ·~:: :::i::s ::m::_~ h:.: ll:~~ :~: s 
1 

),'.!~ 
S'ii'ii'k-ich. In fact where it know§_ that the ordination war. not performed \1' ·;;~~ 
by the laying on of hands, it sti 11 uses the word Samach. ::~~,b. Sar!-

1

1

, ·.~:~:i~ 
hedr:ln ~3b .Y.'CJ\!1..:1. il•~ l':)b ~. Indeed where'@er the BabylonianA reierr:/to t 1 .,~5~;;C. 
ordinat~on :tt uses the word Samach and its derivatives, regardless r ;?:':;;~ 
of the particular type of ordinati.on referred to, and regardless of !! j§;~;~ 
the date of the saying. Cf. b. Sanhedrin 13b three pas sagos, 14a five i ,1.fC?J,i[ 
passages; b. Ketuboth ll2a; Aboda Zara 8b.--·-mo.st of these passages p 1:~~~ ~re ascribed to Amora~m of the third and fourtJ:1 centuries~ when lay- \'·' 1 i_t~~ ~ng on of hands cer•ta~nly. was no longer ~.sed. 'l'he Bab;ylonlat~s lmew 1

1 

.. ,:~?i~i 
no other term for ordinat1.on. The Palest1nians were awar•e of that , ,·tL;~' 
fact • Thus j • San • 19 a t e 11 s " . . X JH -:) WH'J ;p' J fl? S 90 I ? ) ()~;' 1; 

1
ii I ~iJ:/i 

"In Babylon instead of the word rhmn, they use the wor•d Senncha. ~~··Ht.~;~ 
For this reason it is impossible to base any art:,JL.unent as to the man- 1 :1>'~t~:~ 
ner of ordirH;tlon, upon the fa~~t that the Babylonian Talmud usc[~ the 1 !,1[~.2~ 
word Samach 1.n a ce:r•tain passage. . .. . ,,l::t'i'tj 

The second argument of Bacher that ilia:ying' on of hands li.as mean- ·! rt%:9 
ing only when each teacher ordains his own disciples, and hence it ! l't\1~ 
was abandoned after t,he Bar Ko chba war when each teacher no longer ; I;{;{ 
ordained his own pupils' this argument is also fallacious. There is I at-2~ 
no basiB for maintaining th~ t laying ~X: of hands has meaning only • 1

1

i. fB~~~ 
when each teacher or•dains h1.s own pupruls. Why could not anybody who ! :ig.;( 

was filled with the Holy Spirit transfer that spiPit to anybody else?: 1·1:;;~;;{~ 
Juda b. Baba was not the teacher of the pupilB of R. Aldba and yet :, .. ::i:~;¥1 
§ven acoordj.ng to Bacher he orclained them by layi~g on of hands. In :.~~~~.· 
Acts we see that Paul gtves the Holy Ghost by lay1ng on hands upon !. ~~<;;\, 
youths whom he happens· to meet on his journey to E~pherms. Acts X!X, 6 ~ 1· :::;~~ 
,!/1 Acts. ·IX, i7, .. we are ~old tha~ Anan:has (who had nev~r m~t Pau~ .. bef- 1):.;~ :rbre th1s o c~o.s.ton) lays his hand upon Paul,~ and Paul J.s flllecl w:t. th 1 1 !:;~r.:;J 
the Holy Ghost. Acts VIII,l? Peter and John go to Samaria,-4by laylnc 1'1,~:¥9 
on of hands, fill wtth the Holy Ghost people whom they have never : \'!:r':.~ 
met 'before. Evidently then, there io/'f:asis ~or the assumption of i Lh{~\ 
Bacher that th~re can be no trans f'er of spir1. t by the laying on .of. , I: :·4~~ 
hands, except J.n the case of teacher ~nd disciple. Neither the Jevll.sh ; :i~r:; 
sour•cws nor the Christian sources, Whl. ch lro.ve borrowed the custom i1 ;z; 
from Judaism, permit such an inference. Hence, the Patriarch when he ' '·'"/ 
ordained men who were not his disciples may wrell have used the laying ·,_L·r·:.~.~.J,.· 
on of hands. . 

rrhus both arguments of Bacher to prove that the laying on of \' ;:;:; hands was abandoned after the Bar Koch ba war, are unfounded , . , '[ ~ 

1
: t-~~~ 

1.,·2:·; 

ill~ 
1:1 r:~ 
I
, I '''.' ! ~<.~-} 
).J ,' 1 I .'·~:._, 
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A' 
'f.' 
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for the purpose of healing. Mark V, 23 

11 1;,1y little daughter lieth at the point o:f death; come and lay thy 

hands upon her that she may be healed.n Cf Also VIII,25; 1uk.e IV,40, 

XIII, 13; Mark XVI, 18 etc. The laying on of hands is used also)in 

Baptism. Cf. Acts XIX, 5-6. 

The fact tb,a t the laying on of hands became such a common 

Christian custom, made it obnoxious to the Rabbis; especially since 

just at this time (the tj.me o~the closing of the Mishna) the church 

was growing very powerfiU. The Church he.d begun to spread over the 

Roman Emplre and could now boldly combat th~ parent religion. It 

was natural therefore that at this time the Rabbis should feel very 

antagonistic to Christianity, and wish to avoitl any resemblance to 

it. Thus it was) that at the close of the Tanaitic period the lay­

ing on of hands was dropped, and ordination was carried on without 

it; and all the Palestinian post-Mishnaic sources do not use the 

word Semi~nstead, have the word K!ifui. 

the 
b )The Jla.£~ Q.f/Ordmation .~mQD:X.• Before the time of Simon I I, 

wb.en each rabbi ordained his own pupils, the ceremony of ordination 

must ha~ve taken place in the presence of the assembled disciples of 

the. Rabbi, since the conferring of ordination was an importan.t cer-

emony, and since anyhow two others were needed to be present besidE 
@_ 

the Ordainer and the ordained. ('Of ·Chapter VI). When the ordinati< 

was tal-r.en over by the Patriarchal house, the ceremony must have 

become even more impressive. It must have been some-thing like 

the description given in Mishna Sanhedrin IV, 4, where we are told 

that there were three rows of disciples before the Sanhedr:i.n, and 

when they needed to ordain anybody they would ordain from the firs· 

row. 'rhi:s is a description of the method. of procedure of the San-

hedrin at <Tabne when it was necesse.ry to make up a deficiency in 



the number of judges in the Sanhedrin. Whenever a man had to be 

ordained aB Halvbi by the Patriarch, the ceremony was carried on,in 

all liklihood, just as this one was, in the presence of the whole 

Sanhedrin; since in the first place the man ordained as rabbi was 

also to be a judge, and hence should be ordained in the presence 

of the court; and since also after the time of Judah II, the con-

currence of the whole Beth Din was a pre-reqlilisite to atrdination. 

Another indication of the fact that the ordination was carried on 

in the presencd of the whole court, is the fact that often in speak­

ing of the ord:i.nation of certain rabb:i..s, the plur•al verb is used, 

thus giving the impression that all the rabbis assembled conferred 

the ordination. 'rhus b. San. l4a~: 

11 When .!-.P.t? ... Y. or• dained R. Zeer•a." also on the same page: "When ~X 

ordained H. ~'1li and R. Asi." Also b. ICetuboth 17a: When the Rabb~§.. 

ord_ained R. ABi . " 

When the man to be ordai.ned entered the assembly, the work that 

was being done was stopped; the head of the assembly would tell the 

meturgamon to stop his discourse .. rrhen the man must have marched up 

solemnly to the seat assigned to him. We get this description from 

the rabbin:l cal account of the ordination of Joshua. The rabb:l s con-

ceived the or•dination of Joshua to be the prototype of all the later• 

ordinations, hence they descPi.bed it in the light of the ordination 

ceremonies with which they were familiar. Sifre 140 : 

"When Joshua entered, Moses bade the meturgamon be silent, until 

Joshua reached his place. 11 

': '· 

c) Ordination Vestments. -------- ·-·--·- It is probable that the man to be ordained 

wore special vestments during the ceremony. The idea of special 

vestments at ordination and initiation, is not an unusual one. It 

is found among various peoples. J. Bohm (Die Eandau:fleomg p.l23) 

!J,, 

i 
·I:· :!I' :I. 
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I 1,: 
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quotes the followins from the Journal of the Royal Asiatic Society 

(1907, p. 167) which speaks of initiation among the Dervishes: 

"The 'Pir:, by laying his hands upon the disciple's head, and 

.€lJ2tJ.1i..!!..B. li.im in tll§.' chirga_ 1 , indicates to all .and sundry that l1e 

has verified the fitness of that person etc." The Jewish sources 

also; lmow of a special garment in the transfer• of offj.ce·~ ·when 

Elija gives over his office of prophet to his disciple Elisha, 

tal~es possession of hiB master's mantle,. When Aaron <'md his sons 

i i 

1',. 

l i 
. t . . ( 'P xv 1 riT I ) ,, vvere appointed to t 1e. r off1.ce hey wore spec1al garments .:·.x •. ,:.v ... :1 

Rabbinical literature also, has some mention of an ordination gar-

ment. Thus Leviiticus Habba II, 4,; c ~ ~\tin if':>•~ \.')l 
I.,, h ~ Jl Jl X "I '.:! ~ "' ";1/ .JY)/ ~'jr:l 1-J 'il .f\1 ;?IJJ I~ t 

7~ V/'1/J Jli)CI9.))rJ ~:>b 7~nt1 'JirX Si. ti1.J.JI id!)j'> I~ !h
1
XI 

, J) \U).. ~ -;r ;1/ X 1/) · 'J ~YJ _) 'x . IT .iy X~ X '.J) I)( ,/USn i"l J'l X '.X 

J r' I.})IJY)J)Jt})-;:) 

"Sai~ R. Berachya this is comparable to an I-'ader who had a cloal:. 

He commanded his d:1.sciple to fold it and clean it (shalze the d:i.rt 

out). Then the disciple answered: 'Of all the cloaks that you have, 

you give me these Bpecial commands only as regards thi G one' • He 

answered: 'BecauBe this :t s the cloak that I wore ·when I v:.ras orda:lned
1 

an Elder'"· Michael Sacha ( Beitrlige Zur Sprach u. Altertumskunde 

I, 86f:f.) _in commenting upon this wordJ"II1.3)1t'J, says the.t it was 

a garE1ent of l:i.nen used in ordination. In j . B ikl\:. 65c1 we find: 
K.lfi\IJ I" \l) 

•• 
I' )(I I'J~t'J J'rh IJJ I''~ ~O.J -:1_ IJ f?.J) }? IJT "'))( 

) 

\ lrJ n -~VJ J'l y f ')t?.) J'~.)IUI Jl' s \.0 ill I .J..1 IJ!I )( /'Xi!( 

"As to the one that is ordained thru money, VIC do not arise in his 

presence, and we do not address him as Rabbi, and the gE.trment that 
~ 

he wear:s is lj.l~e the pack-sa.ddle o :f an ass. 11 
Perhapn this passage ,fl.J 

is ~to be understood as referrine to the ordination ga.r•ment. 

The declaration at the ceremony 

b. San. l3b. 

j_s revealed to us in the respon~"Je of R. Ashe t.o a question of H. Aha 

XJ'I JVi') ll'S 1 "l."71'J .. '4-1 f)tJ J''I.'IP, Xh\li~$J':>YJ~ 
..))/OJ jl t./ 1

( r-o t?!J 

·--·-~·--------------------11111111111 



"We o:r.daj.n(the candidate) by nam.e, we call him Rabbi, and give him 

permission to judge cases involving fines.'' Evidfmtly the man was 

called by name, (and befo:r.EJ the ~~·,it·lhe third centur•y th.e ordain~ 
er placed his hand upon the head of the candidate, cf. p. :J./f ), 

then he was called "R.abbi 11
, and after that his duties WOl"O defined 

to him. As to the definJ~ion of the duties of the ordained, the 

passage just quoted tells us that permission was given him to judge 

cases. There is a more detailed description of the definfti.on of 

the duties to the one ordained, in b~ San. 5a where the ordination 

of the nephews of H. Hiya is described~ ( ':/ 
~I I 1 f i1 \ ~ 1 • ~ ~ ':) J ") j 1 ' ll X j ";1. 1 

")
1
;) 5 )<' f n I J J A. 

• .., , J\ , : J\ I! , :::::>::1.. ") , J'\ I • r -r , b?. r ,~ 

1~. : 

·' 
,I,! 

ti 

i 1 ~ 

"Said 9(. Hiya to Rabbi, 1My nephew is going down to Babylon, may he' 

teach'? 1 1He may teach 1 • 'May he judge? 1 'He may judge 
1

• •nay he 

free th.e first bo:t:'n animals?' 1He may free the fix•st born.'" 

Apparently, when the dc~claratlon was madeJ the duties of the ordain- i 
I. 

were defined in detail, each particular type of function separat.l;y.: \
1

'l 

This whole fo:rmula as given here, was not u.sed in every case of , 

ordination. It was used only :i.n case of full ordination. Wr1en a 

man was given partial ordination, (Of.Ghapto:r III) then only that 

part of the formula was pronounced t.hat expl"essed the pax~tioulal" 

function for which the Patriareh wished to orda:i.n hlm. (Of. tl1o 

ordination of Rabon the same page). 

It seems that after the man was 

declared to be Habbi, and his duties defined to hlm, the h(~ del:i.v­

erc-~d a publtc discm.u•se. We can see this from the ordination of 

,Joshua by Nlo~1es, which was considered to be the prototypw of the 

later ordination. The Rabbis in describing that ordination say 

jll 'A") IJl J"' ~
11

)( ~ ~" I '~j) 
J\1 X16;T ,('11b1 Vl)l?l ~X"I\0 

( s i. fre 140 ) : l c ' J> X J') '::> r.J o I 

.1'11 1 ~~~ j lP I i'JI!J 

"'And thou shalt lay thy hands upon him'---that means) g:i.ve him a 



meturgamon :i.n order that lle may study and teach." In other word~ 

according to the conception of the Rabbis, the ordination of Jos~1a 

involved the giving of a meturgamon to him, who would interpl"et to 

the people present, the address that J"oshua mieht make. te find 

the address by the ordained referred to also in b. San. 7b: 
"'"''" ;u"1l;l'~ S'x ,"'\•rJ~ ;o;1 x)"'i X.J'''l lt,)j>IX i1X'Ii.J.J '..l...""l 

o ~- ,x,,v.>~).. i1'SY cup 1 VJ'"'j»~ VJ~')'"l ;?'.H')i))/J)Y.J 'JhnJ 
'?'~ xS1 ;1

1
.) ').,X xSt ;u~~ rn) 

"It once happened that the Patriarch ardained a man who was not 

sufficiently learned. Then those present told the metur•ga.mon of 
\ 

H.esh Lakj.sh: 1 Go and act as hts interpret !Dr. 'I~ hen th~:l metu:r.gamon 

bent over the ordained man (to listen t6 what he had to say), but 

he said nothing." ~r.he Habbis here are complaJ.ning of' those men who 

were ordained although they unworth;y, since they were unable to 

make the discourse that was customal"ily made by the man ol"da:Lnec1. 

After the discourse was delivered, the i.' 
i ! 

Habbis would utter a song of praise in honor of the ordainod. 'rhe :11'. 

Talmud gives us ,the text of two of such songs, B., SS'' 14a: ,!, 
f1tP X5i Jh::J X~ . ':Jir Pl' 1"1\!.J Xl'i' I lj71:J400 I:J lj;l[ 

1 n ,.~') S y '' , o 1 ..'.) -, , !!J x 51 : · 
, I! 

I,' 
Ill 
I:! 
\I. I 

"When they ordained H. Zeera they sang the fo llcnving song in h:i s 

honor: 'His eyes are not pa&nted, he is not rouged, he is not beau-

tified, and yet he is full of grace. 
111 

~~-l J&? S.:» 1 ::J-;l 111S 111/J 'OX 

Also b.San. 
1 1 s I ' V,) .X I')' s 

14a ,&Ket .1.'7a: I 
I"P"Jli.J~O 1..) 

ll 
I 
1 

J'OtV)")0h") X~ XJ~ /::J!IIf)O .. J1 x} • )(j) 8 ;:)J rl 0 /'~ In 5:> 
J'l2'1/J»orJ xSt 

'\ 
11 0rc1ain for us men such as these, and do not orda:Ln for us men who 

ar•e tgnorant and fool:i.sh. 11 'rhese are the only two cases :in which 

songs to the ordained are mentioned; moreover these songs are in 

horror of the famous Rabbi sJ Zeera, Ami and Asl. It may be ther•eforc, 

that Bongs were not sung at j:JYC~r..Y ordirmtion 1 but were sung only 

a.t the more irupor•tant ord:lnations, when tho men ordained were to be 



Jl! 

especially honored. 

To sum up the manner of ordination: We have seen that tho 

original mearHl of ordination was the laying on of hands. 'Phis 

mean£1 of ord:i.nat.1.on Wa[1 abandoned at the end of the TanaJ.tic per­

iod, and not right after the Ba:r• Kochba war, as Bacher bolleves. 

The reason that the laying on of l"tands was abandoned;, was that it 

had become by this time a distinctive Christian custom. As to 

::: :::::e:h::: ::e t:~:::::::ew:: :::f:~:::· s::h:::~:~d ;::tm:: ::~~!~ 
to be ot•dalned was clad in a special garment; he was called by .' ... '.i.,:·l.·;~\·,·_'._ •. ,::_._:-.-_·-.--.~:'~_--,_:--~,_--:/~--._~--·0·-~_.:_~,··_,··_-·_• .• • 

name, declared to be Rabbi, and his duties wer•e defined to him; :.:~ 

then he de 11 vered a pub 1i c d i a course • ~'hO coremony must have ended :!lf~ 
w:lth a song by the: assembled Rabb:Ln in honor of the more 1mpor>tant 

eandidates ~ 

!,\'\~~ 
11 j-·,,r;) 

: 'j~~j~ 

\ 11,\f~ 
I_ ·:{_,. 

'\it.~-% i,:fi,~~ 
!]h.-:~ 
II r ' 

r~l 
\. ~"-{: 

I ! •i ·,""":<'--~ 
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It is evident :from tho passages available, that thwre 1..vex•c 

various kinds of ordination. It will be helpful to an understand-

ing of the subject, if we classify ordination according to its 

various types. There were apparently f~ur classes of ordination: 

full ordination, partial ordina.tion, temporary ordine..M.on, and 

conditional ordination. 

a) Eull. O;rQl&ill£.!.l• liU.ll ordination was gi von to anyone who was 

to have .@:.11 the rabbinical privileges. We have an mtample o:f full 

o:r•dination in b. San 5a: 11 Wl1en Rabba bar Hana vms to go down to 

Babylon, Re m.ya aslcod Ha.bbi ( Ju.da.h Hann.s:L): 11viy nephew is going 

I 
'' 
,·i 
11

11 ;,,d 

down to Babylon, may he teach ( ';1")1')';' 'He may teach •. 11:Iay he judgo )· i 

( /''"1')•r' 'He may judge.' 'May he fflee the f:trst.-born animalB 

jpt:>.:l. .., IJ'')? ' 'He may free the first.-bcn•n animals'. 11 That is all 
i. 

that R.. Hiya asked for• in behe.lf of his nephew, and all that he i, 
I 

asked for, w11s granted. Evidently;then, thiD is the :f.'ull ordinatJ.on\l' 

It in'\7olved teaching, judging, and freeing the first-born animaln. 

What the exact. significance of' eacl:1 of these te1~ms was, vvill be 

discussed in 'Chapter• V. (Hights and iPx>i vi leges gotten through Op-

dination). 

Immediately aftel:o the case of full or•din-

at ion mentioned in Sanrwdrin, we aro told of a case of po.rt:tal 

ordination. Rab, the other nephew of R. Hiya, was about to depal:'t 

for Babylon, and H. I1iya asked that he too be ordained. I<' 

\ 

11When Rab was about to go down to l3aby1cm, R. Hiya asked H. ,Judah: 

1l<ly nephew is about to go down to Babylon, may he teach?' 'He rmy 

t 1 ' 'Y he judge? 1 'He 1na.y judge. I 'May he free the f:l. :rst.-born eac.1 • •lay 

a rl.·Lmals?' 'IIe may _noj:._ f:.'r•ee ~·,he··~ f'jr .. st 1J·orn a···lj 1' 1·· ' , ·- l ..• ~ - . L ... nct b. Hore we see 

that the Patrial"'ch did not gj_v·o the full o rdinntion, an he cUd in 



tho case of Habba br.-:~.r Hana. He does not give Hab the :t•igrtt to 

fr•ee the first-bo:r'n animals. Maimonides, in dis cussing part:tal 

ordination, say8 (Yad, Hilchoth Sanhedrin IV, ~) urrhey may ordain 

whomever they vd Bh, for only a few of the th:tngs (that a Habb:l ma~r 

do), even though that person may be competent to deal with all 

things. 'J.lhus a learned sa13e, who may be competent to teach the 

whole 'rore.th, may be ordained by the cou.rt and. given permission 

only to judge, and not to decide ritual matters etE. 11 
rr.lH·) view of 

Maimonfudes that partial ord1na.tion is g:l ven not in case of pa:r>tl.al 

ability necessarily, is bo:r.ne out by the discuss1on that follows 

this passage in Sanhedrin. The Rabbis ask why it is that Rab was 
! I~ J.i~ 
I'll 
''·'r 
I ~~~f 
.,:[· 

not given the full ordina.tion. and thEl discussion. b:r.ing>·s out the :11d , ,, 'I' 
:fact t:rm.t Hab was exceptionally proficient in all matters. Evident- n!l 

i.i\li 
· I· •l 

l;y. tt..ten, th.e Patr•ie.rch was not compelled to consider the abillt.y ! ji 
: I 

of the candidate when he conferred the partial ordination. As a 

matte:r. o:E' fact we l{now that in this parti.cular case, Habbi J~udah 

waB gu.ided by other reasons when he gave Hab only partial ordina-
j I I 

ti on ('C f. su.pra p. f -;r·) • It may well he.ve been, that partietl o.l"'-

dination was also used in cases where there really was only part-

ial ablli t.y. 

Another class of ordination was ternpor-

i I I .. 
1,1 i 

II} 
II 

!·.II.' 
!• 

It 
I: 
1' 11 
tL 

I ,, 
I 
t 
i•.· 
i·• 

ary ordination o The or•dainer could confer an ordination that was u· 
!' 

valid only for a certain period. We are told of such a case in 

b. San. 5b: 
, js~ x x':J...j .. ,"' 

"~laid R .• J'ochatnan to H. Shem~n: 'You have permission from us to 

I 

'1' 

teach ('Cf. Hash:L to the passage) until you. rot·urn to us (from Baby- j 

lon) '". Thus H .• Shemen was ordained for· a specifi.c time only. . !i 

Another case of temporary ordination i 8 in j. taanioth 68a: 



J'' I 11 J'X ·I"IJ'P I')J) 'Jbh 

I n1 
S Jl on f,:,11JI 1 ·,~1 x <. } ~ x 1 1 ""' 1 ..) I ,., • · ? .j) r::> i ' 

"Rabbi would ordain two persons a yoar. If they woulcl prove tllem- :'J 
selves wo~tby, they would remain (ordairiod)etc." This part i cular{rt 

l 

temporary ordination, contains also another element. It is also 

a sor•t of a trial ordiru::~.tion, and might fit also in the next 

class• 

The fourth class of ordination is 

condit;Lonal ordinatt.on. Men rmy be ordained, with tho validity 

of thelr or>dination depending upon th.e1.r doing a certain stipul-

~::tted thing.· Thus j. Bikkurim. 65d after• discussing the question 

as to whether ordination may be conferred outside of Palestine, 

makes the following remarlc: 
"'Htl') ~J \nx.~ "il!!ITLl.. Cl'l(~ /'jl)fJ /')tlX t'10'j>'7 j..J~") 

'1:1 
I',. 

i 
"We may ordain Elder•s outsi.de of Palestine, Q11 tl:JE. g.QQ.9jJ~.t~ill that it Pi 

t t-lBY re· turr1 to Pa· le•st 1' ne." \1.'' l '.rhat i.s to say such an ordination is 
I 
I 

only conditional. If the men r•eturn, then the ordination is valtd.l 

Quite a number of such ccmdit.1.onal ordinations are given on the 

same page. 'rhus fop exam.ple: "R.J:sa.ac ben Nachman was in Gaza, 

and they Ol"dained him on cond1. tion that he ret·urn. 
11 

The various classes of ordination are, therefore, complete 

ord:l.na tion, par•tial ordi1"1ation, temporary o1~d:i.nation, and cond-

itional ordination. 

I 
I· 
I~ 
! 

,. 
\ 



CHAl"'IJ'J~R IV. ----'1'111!: 
_... .......... --- - l,AVlS GOVEHNING 

-·~ ... _....,.,_. .. 

WE} will now consider the laws governing ordination. It will 

not be our pur•pose to discuss minutely all the det.a:Lls, of the. . N~~ 

various or•dina.tion laws that may have existed, it is rd.ther our '·'f.t~ 

purpose to enumerate a 11 the laws, to class i fy them, to sho\1!, whet~if~1 
ever data are avai le.ble, the hiBtorical reasons that led up to .. 'J~?J 

the making o :f these lf:).WS. 

It will be seen that most of the regulations governing Ol'd-

ination, are not expressly mentioned as laws, but ar•e derived 

from the practice of or~dina.tion as revee.led in thE} 'ralmud. The 

laws governing ordination can be divided i.nto twa classes: A)'rhe 
i·fl~m~ 

law 
8 

de a 1 ing w i. th the persons con c e r:n e cl in o t' dina. t i on , and B) '.r he ·., jl:,'r,.:. __ · _ _:-•.. ·.: ... ·._"'.:.: .. ~." .. ~-::,.•-.: __ :.i; .. _· 

laws dealing with thE) places where Ol"dination may be conferred. ;2::-, 

The 
I :~9 
1
;;(f'i' 

laws govorn:Lng the persons concerned in ordination, deal with 

thnee clti!.sses of persons: 1) '.ehe Ordainer, 2) The ordained, and ill 
3

) 'fh::e T:~e::: :~::::i:::i:~a~n~r, There are four laws l,tk 
that concern the ordainer~ ::!!:f;~ 
a) The Ord.!'ine,t ~- !!.£ h~JJ: Qrd!!JP.!!.!!· Thfus law is not ex- !'::t~ 
pressly sts.ted, but it must have clearly existed in the mind'" of ,l'<·c 

the Rabbis, since the qogmatic theory under.•ly:i.ng ordination, ... ,wa~ >~~·~j 
that there was an unbroken chain of ordained f:r•om the first or•din~.· :· :.-.· 

I j" 

i f~: ation (that of Joshua ) until the ti.me of the Rabbis. There was 

always a l'nO'i' ·~Vl l' r:>o --a man ordained by someone who was hj.m-, f 
self ordained. rrhe chain was never brol\:en. ~~hus each Rabbi was !' ll~i 
able to or·dain his disciples because he himself' was a 1r p o. He 
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··l/'1'· .. : ... ·.· 
-~·· ·: 

·. r 

.· .. ,·'.'· .. :, 
; ~ 

t 
·5'' 

·t 

could transfer the Holy Spirit (Cf. Chapter v.), becuusc the Holy 

Spir•:i t. was in him; in other words he could ordaln 'as one lights 

one light fr•om another' (Cf. Numbers Rabba XXI, 16). 1
1

his law is 

of interest in the question as to whether now, since there is no 

longer a 1tr:>Oi7 '9P 7' 10 o, ordination can ever be re ... est~Lblis:tJ.ed. 

Nfaimonides (Yad, Hilchoth Sanhedrin i.v, 11) believes ths.t. ordin­

ation can be re-established if the Rabbis of Palest:Lne agrE-)e. ~rhen - ~ 
they can confer the ordinatio~~dr:Ln of old; and 

then this person can thereafter ordain others. Based upon this 

opinion of Maimonides, Jacob Berab in 1538 attempted to re-estab- 1 

lish ordination in Palestine (Graetz English <::1d. Vol. IV, P.53l). :.! 

David Ibn Zimri ·in his commentar·y to that passage in ]/iaimon:Ldes, 
1

,lll ll'l,i 

says that perhaps before the Mmssiah will come, Ii.:lija who is sure-,1\1 

ly ordainea himself, will ordain others and thus re-establish or- 1!: 

dii::Lation; or perhaps the children of Reuben who will come to. do li 
battle before the advent of the Messiah, and who surely have in ',I 

ll 
their midst onecwho has been ordai.ned, will re-establish ordinatmn

1
' 

. 1: 

'I 
At all events it was clear to the Rabbis of old and to the later 

commentators, that :he who is to confer ordination must himscelf. 

have been ordained. 

right of conferring ordination. This, as we have seen was changed '' 
I' 

giving the Pa tria:r•ch the sole right of ordaining. This was chang-
1 

ed again requiring that the Patriarch obtain the consent of tho 

Sanhedrin. We have already discussed this fully in the"lUstory of 

Ordination". 

c) Th~ .Q.r.-9.~.~ !!!?.-X Q.r_gaiQ 8.§. ill~.t.:!X ffi.t"JJ:! .ru! h~ n.le.~§.§.§.. Although 

this law also :lls not ex.pressly stated, it is nevertheless quite 



clear. Juda b. Baba ordained sev(m pupils of R. Aki ba. j .f3am 29a 

tells us: 

"Ninety thousand Elders did David ordain in one day.uEvidentJ.y 

then the ordainer could ordain as many as he pleased in as brief 

a period of time as he pleased. Cf. therefore Yad, San. IV, 'fl;: 

111'hey may even a hundred a:t one time." 

d) ~ .Q.:r>dainer W,§X .tEHit.!:k!>.. .t.h£ rmm~ of t.l~&~ .Q£.I1.~1:.n..ed. Just 

as the ordainer could ordain as many as he pleased, so too he 

could restrict the numbEn• of those ordained .in a ce.r•ta:ln period 

of time. Thus ,j. rraanioth 68a tells us that Judah Hanasi rest:r.ict­

e1himsel:f' to ordaining just two men a year. 

e) !b.~ .QLg~n.~.!: ffi..~X. .Q.l?d.~ia ~VhQ.lll;~ve:r.: h~ .J2.l.~a.~§.si• No disciple 

could come to his teacher or to the Patriarch1 and demand it fitS 

his right tha.t he be ordained. It rested entirely with the or•dain­

er, whom he shall ordain and whom he shall not ordain. Thus Judah 

gave only partial ordination to Rab inspi'te of Hab's well known 

ability (b. San. 5a); he refust:ld to ordain Mm" Samuel (b. Baba 'M.ezia 

85a bottom); he did not ordain Hami bar Hanina (j. Tan. 68a). 

The last three laws can be generalized in the statement that 

the ordain~'r v1as entirely fre<-:74 He could ordain as many as he 

pleased, as few as he pleased, and whomever he pleased. 

2) Laws 'ConcernAil-g .!J:!Q. ~tU£.9.• There rar•e two laws tht\t 

apply to the man to be ordained; 

a) ~ $.and:!:.¢11!t.~ ~ be ~ d~ of-~ orda:h.JJ. .. S:.!:• 1'his law 

is, a converse of the law that each H.abbi Ol"dained b.is own pupils o 

We have already El.iscussed the changes of this lawo 

b) !JIJ.x §.Cl}o±.~..!: g_ould !§.;f):!Q.~ .t.Q. ~Q.£§.12.~. ,~:r.9:Jll€l~j._Q21• It was always 

within the r•ight of a man to refu.se to be ordained, :for whatever• 



reason he pl('}ased. A man accepted tho office of' Rabbi of hts 

own free will. ~rhus (b. Sanhedrin JAa): 
t ~ ( ~ 

f.] 11fl .J.::t"j> 7'oi-;-l 'f.O, ')n~-q ;;•~VJOvr>..> ')t)L!'Nt? (11/1 Xl 1 '1') 

"H.Zeera used to htde himself so as not to be ordained, because he ,! 

followed the statement of R. Elazar that one should alvmys l"f)ma.in 

in the bacl'i:-ground etc." Again ( j. ':Paanioth 68a): 

"l:Y )("Jr>~~ J~:Y )-l:pn Xl>f J)•J ("ii.J'Jl1 ~~·nn;...,),n>< 

VOY)j) '~l)l")"l 0!) t.::l_"") fjft,;),J)Y)'"'1 Jhf 

11 Said R. Harrti bar Hanina, 'I will not accept the ordination, unles 

R. Pas of Rome be ordained before me.'" rrhu.s we see that it was 

ent:Lr•ely optional with the s cholar•s whether they would accept or-

dination or not. 

is one law concerning those assisting at the ordination~ 

a) Qp<!~n~_t12Jl .. Q.9.11;hs1 }?_~ .£.Qnfe:;::!:es1 s.m.ll .i.n j:.hg_ }2!'~f3.o.n.£.~ 0 f tb..:t:~~-~ 

'l~his law is expressly stated. It is found in the Mishna and :ln 

the Tosephta (Tos. San.I,l and Mishna San. I, 3): 

r.f.lhis accord:tng tothe interpretation of R. Jochanan means that or­

dinati.on can be cat"ried on only in the presence o :f three. b. san l3b. 

rl'he reason for• this law ts evidently, that they wanted ordination 

to by conferred by a 1 court', since the one ordained was also to 

be a ,judge. Thus too, in Mishna. San. IV, 4, those ordained to 

be one of the judges of the Sanhedrin Jwere ordained froom the front •• 
~~rk~ 

rows and evidently in the presence,_; and so they binlieved that t:tl.e 

one who was to be ordained as judge, whether he was to be in the 

Sanhedri.n or not, should be ordained in the presence of a court; 

and the:r>efor•e ord:tnation was to be conferred only in the pr·esence 



.i 

_i'' 

It seems hcnrH~ver, that this lav1 was not tal{en strictly. Nfen 

were ordai.ned 'by one teacher• only. '~rhus the or• dina tion of Joshua 

which was the prototype of all later ordinationsJwas don~ as far 

as we are told, by Moses alone. ~~~he Talmud (b. Saxi. l3b bottom) 

notices this, and says that the fact that Moses alone,o1:-dained 

Joslu1a, might lead one to infer that when ordination is conferred 
,' 

by one man only, it is quite sufficient. And there are other cases:·~ 

where we are not told that there was anybody else pr•eBent at cer­

/tain ordinations, and where the strong presumption is that there 

~§.no one present. The story which tells of the ordination of the H 
discir)les of R. Ak1.ba, praises Juda b. Baba for his couPagw in giv~~i? [' f,, 
ing ord:lnation inspite of the decree of the Roman Government; and :![ 

•:II; 

tells us that he suffered a mar•tyr's death. Novv if there wero any- i\~ 
l:f 
[lr 

one else assisting at that ordination, we would surely hear of 

them and of what happened to them. Thus it seems just t . " o 1.rn ex:, 

that Juda b. Baba ordained alone. In fact the T:almud notices this 

difficulty also, and it explait.ls :i.t away, by saying that there 

w~r..£ two othe:r•s there, but in order to give special honor· to Juda 

b. Baba their names are not mentioned~ But we have a definite 

eaSEl where only two people 

. rl • •-r 1 ~ w '!, ( ,2 1 JYJ 1) 

conferred ordination. (the same page): 

, I h'Y , ... .,)/ ' X YJ ':) y I :l. 'Jl J ,.) '' 

• 1 ,., =>~ o 'fl ,, :t..'A ,-, 1 11-r ·7n 
11 R. Jonathan b. Achmai and Simon ben Zerud, Ol"dt:'dned someone Who , 

was :ln thei:r• presence. 11 L'vidently then, while it was a cle~n~lJI" 

mentioned law ·th~tt ordination could be conferred only in the pre[~­

ence of throe, the law was not strictly followed. 

Iii 

1.: 

B) ~ .~§. Q.e~l.J...£& wit!}. 1_l}e .tJ.a_geE'~ Y!h~l~.~ Q .• tflinati,.QD. m~;Y:. 129. ..B.LY_QJJ.•, 
- .... -=i'l - ...... ~=-·"""'·-....... ~ --""'- ....-."""""'~"~ ........... .- ...................... ~.,.._, .... ~.....-.--~--'~---............... ~-- ~- "---- ... -....... ~-~--"""''""'"""'""' ... 

'J.lher•e are two lawB coneenling the places where ardfnation may be 



·~: ' 
\>, -~· 

conferred: 

a) Q~r~9.t~t.!.9!! .2..~11 p_E;_ confer::.£.9~<! _on1:_;y_ when bgth 2J:>d.f!iD.£:t: a:q._g_ .~n'_(iaJJ!:­

ed are in Palestine. The law that ordination could take place 
...... __.._ -- - _ ......... ..,.,., ___ _ 
only tn PaleBtine is found expressly in both the Babylonian and 

the Jerusalem r.r almuds. In b. San 14a: "Said H. Joshua b. Levi, 

'there can bo no ordinaU.on outside of Palestlne., '" and in the 
1'~.· 
'~ 

,Jerusalmi in Bikkurim '.,· G5d we find: "R. Ami asked R. f::i i.mon whether ~ 
" [t 

ordination can be conferred outsj,de of Palestine> and R. Sj.mon 
'\.; 

Iii· 
;r. 
;:!~ 

answered: •r have leal:>ned that ther•e can be no ordination outs:l. de 1;1~ 
:lrt 

of Palestine. 111 Both R. Joshua and .R. [)imon were Palestinians of I! 
·U 

the middle of the thir•d centu:ry, R. Simon living a J.j_ttle later 
not 

than R. Joshua. 'J.lhis law could/have arU~en much earlier than tho 

l'lf 

if 

:(1 
:•!l 

time of these Rabbis, for it was then that the Palestinians r•eseni'f-:11] 
'II 

ed the growing independence of the Babylonians, who thought that : 

I! 

tl 

thG Reshus gotten from the Exilarch, was an adequate for ordina-

!I 
tion gotten in Palestine. For a fuller discussion of thin ef. 

'• chapter II, The History of Ordination. i 

It 1vas not suffictent for the ordalner alone to be :i.n Pales~· 1

1

' 

I 

tine, and tho one to be ordained to be outside of Palestine, Both 

had to be in Palestine. 'rl:m~3 we find in b. San. 14a: 

il':lb0'~'7 III''.J.'l't ill# >c~-r X.J.J< )::L.JbtVJ_)'l 1jlt!l:$b ill'"il jJnl' '1 

"R. Jo chan an was very mucll grieved concer•nine H. Shemen bar Aba, 

boca use Shemen was not in his prosE:mce to be orda:i.ned. n 'l'l'li B case ! 

is offered by the Talmud as a proof that if the ordainer t.s :i.n 

Palestine and the one to be ordained is in Babylon, the ordination: 

cannot be conferred. We have another• case pr•oving this law (the 

same page) 

fll71 -, n' ti?l~ho til''J..~ --;rri1'1' vfl 

J/ll:)t'JO 

f I 
.•• Iii I IJ)'J' I ") 

xS ll'"::l" 

ur:rhe;y or•dained a certain person who was in thetr pr•esence, but 



,, 

one who waB not i.n their presence they did not ordairl. 11 Evldontly 

then, both ordainer and orda:tnerl had to be in Palestine. 'fi'pom 

this law Maimonides (Yad San·. IV, 6) derives the law that as lone 

as both are in Palestine, the ordination can be conforre~altho 

both m"O not in the same city. 

b) 9l"d.ll'l'lt.~Qn g_ould .1&-ll~.e D_I!:.~ ou't_~i9:,Q. 2f Pa~J:~, !J.J:h the 

condi t.:ion th~ t thQ. ordai~1;_ed retur~"Q_ :t_o Palestine~ .. rp:rd s law is men­

tioned in j. Bikk:ur:l.m (35d: "1?he Rabb:ts of Caesaroa say that we 

may ordain Elders outside of Palestine on condition that they re­

turn to Palestine. '1 1.rhe condition 'that they return to Palestine! 

indicates that the law was made as a sort of an exception to the 

law that no ordina. tion cou.ld be conferred outs ide of Palestine, 

'nd that this exception was made in behalf of those Palestinians 

who were away from Palestine. They were orda:tned, but had to ro-

tmm home. •rhe '11 almud gives us a few cases of such ordinations: 

Isaac b. Nachman was ordained in G·aza, Zemina was ox•dained in 'ryre 

Juda b. IJ.1 itus was ordained in Rome. ca. also Chapter I p. If", 

and Chapter III p '"1ef • 
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It now remains for us to discuss tEhe different rights and 

privileges gotten through or•dine.tion. There were quite a number 

of such privileges~ 

ioua· functions of the Rabbi. 
~ -···-·- _.....,... _....,._,. _..._, .. ~--. It was the privi~ege of the ordain· 

to be called nabbi, cf b. San. l3b: "We call him 'Rabbi' 11
; and 

' 
sincE1 the man was now Rabbi. he had all the functions that adhorod 

to the rabbinical office. These ~1nctions were, as we have seen, 

three,hi"H.:).l.. '"'~ ',})' ,{'?' 
1 

;1""11 1 • The expression i1)11 refer•B to 

the fact that tb.e Rabbi has the rigr.1.t to 'teach', in each partie-

ular case, the requirmemts of the ritual law. V'ure find this use 

of the word ll"'ll' clearly in eli cated in b. San 5b, vvhere a disciple 

tells the people in a eertain that they may knead their dough in 

the juice of eggs. This decision leads to some misunderstanding 

and violation of the ritual lo.w. And as a consequc-mee they decid, 

ed tha.t: 

Thus -;tlPinvolved all questions of Issur Ve-Hetter, forbidding 

and per>mi tttng, binding and loos'j.ng, and whatever el::1e the ic1't'lla 

of bi.nding and loosing meant to the Rabbis •. (Of. ~Tew. Tiincye . 

.Article: 'Binding and Loosing • ) . The word j'7 1 refers to thG ral 

binlcal privilege of acting as judge. In ordinary civil matterE 

anybody, ordained or uno1.,dained, cot1lc1 act as Judge if the part: 

concerned aro willing, but to act as judge in cases involving tl 

imposition of fines, was the special privilege of the ordained. 

We are told of this in b. San l3b: 

]) t OJ f' 'J' 'l f'l' V>) X.J\1 \/J') 
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"~u 11 11im Habbi, and g·ive him perm:is Gi on t.o J'ud.g-re cases invo 1-~~e ca ... 

ving the imposition of fines". R.ashi to the nassacre ... CJ 
says t:h.at ae 

regards other civil caBes, anybody could act as judge, but in canes 

involving fines only tln ordained judge would do. The third pr1.vt l­

ege of the or>da.inecl wasj\IIQ.J.:l... 1 '.J>'. That meant that he could decicb 

that a cer•tain first-born animal had a blemish wrd ch made it unfit 

for sacrifice. '.rhe privD.ege ofJ)H'11:>:L-")~Ndoes not mean that tho 

ot>dained could do just th1s tlling alone; the expressj.or1 means that 

he ma:',r mak~ecisions involving the rights of the sanctuary and 

the priests. 

If an unordained man acts aG 

judge and ma:kes a mistake involving a loss, he is bound to makegood 

thttt loss(b~ San. 5a). But if an oNlained man acts as ;judgE), Lte 

is not bound to :malce good the loss caused from his mistake. We can 

see this from a case that :i.s menttoned on 5a (ibid): 

X , i1 t.J_)"l il' b f ~ :XJ\X "i"I,Y (t) I X.J''? ,~ IUn '"):l,. " -:::..... l 

Q'f~ V) ),.,. x) 'XI ~:~SwJ't ){~ ~~~ II )y l'>~'? 'X ~~>< . 
. IJ?t?J (1171 )(.})IVJI XJn ').)... "'i1..:l..' X#JJ 

11 Rabba. bar• Hana judgeci a case a.nd made a mlBtake. He came to H.H:i.ya 

and told him of it. Then R. Hiya said: 'If they had accepted you as 

their judge (accepting therefore also wour mistaken dfucisions), do 

not pay; but Lf they have not accepted you as their ;judge, you must 

pay 1
". The Rabbis find this answer of R.. Hiya difficult, because 

they think that Rabba bar Hana should not have to pay whether he 

wafJ accepted as judge or not, because he was Ol"C1ained, and an ord­

ained judge is not responsible for his mistakes.* Thsyrsolve~the 

~~ No:~Si' "ff7 t11eordaineci-Juctge-· ma.<:re;-·e.mistafe~· r~-:;-~.:,-;-·av:en· ~·e·--vrns 
respo:nslble. .,, '"f f .. -,/.\'li'll; !I)::J \ ·~"-

·' .A~ ..,J •j (1\~ f.,t , ... ,,_ • -....._...,..,,.. 
{ ., ~ ' .l~i'l ! ... ~ . \ ., 

17'1-'\,{"d . ' ( /t.,J;i'· .. '' .. y:.-,.(, ' : ,;_ -·· ,. ,, .;, : ' 
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difficulty by saying that the ordination of Rabba bar Hana~ since 

it. was gotten inddlrectly f'r•om Palestine, has no validity in Babylon, 

and Habba bar Hana although he was ordained was nevertheless bound 

to make good the mistake that he made. 

c) In th§.. gsQ.s;Ql.Q.:J:.X. YQ.BIJ£; :UJ?.OD th_~, }l11.§£.Q§J!i~l.Q!l, .~..h~Q£..9. y~hQ.. £1!2-.fl h~S:Il.' 

or£.§:111§.9 ~' ~ th~~- .n£2: vileg§ .Qf y()ttng f:trl2<i· When the as sdn­

b1y was called to decide wr1ether. or not to intercalate the year, 

the vote v-ras talcen in the order of the ordination .of the men voting. 

j. Rosh Hashana 58b: 11J'P17 1nx /':)~1 17 )l::l.!J) · -~·xnx "l..l.. :Lp.>'''1 

"R. Jacob bar Acha said ----'In voting upon the intercalation, we 

follow the order of ordination.'" The Talnn1d on the same page, note 

an exception to this r·ule: 
J~r J I 1'") ) X) X n '1- ):l_ ~r )I, 1.:L' I Y.> 'I V>'l r rJV,) J)' )(' X .JII ::J 

x » 1 :L! y) t1 'J • n "n ""l 7 
"Kahana was ordained before R. Jacob bar Acha, and yet R. Jacob 

preceded him in the vote npon the intercalation." 

Another one of the 

pri v:tleges of the ordained w1.1n that he :r.eeei ved the Holy Spirit. ,· 
I 

rrhe o:r.dainer poBsessed the Hol:),' Spirit, and at the ordi.na tion tr•anc·-
1 

,, 
.i 

ferrod some of it to the oPdained. We referred to th1s fo .. ct curBor-: 

ily in Chapter II, when we discussed the proof that the original 

means of ordination was by laying on of hands. It now remains for i! 
,! 

us to go into the question more deeply. ~ 
~1' ..... _ 1: 

The first evidence that at the act of ordination the Holy 0p1~ 
:it •. 

was transferred, is in the ordination of Josln1a. God tells Moses 

to orodain Joshua, and (Numbers XXVII, 20 ): 

"Thou shalt give some of thy splendor to him'~ rrhis evidently rofers •' 

to th'e Ho1y Spirit that was in MosoB, and which was now to be trans· 

fe:r.redto Joshua. The Midra&k to the passage 1makes this point still , 
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clearer (Numbers Rabba XXI, 16): 111 And thou shalt place thy hand 

upon him'--as one l<:.indles one ll.ight from another; 'And thou shalt 

give some of thy splendor to him'-~as one pours out from one vessel 

to another. 11 The Holy Spir•t t is trans :['erred in the ord:lna. tion of 

the seventy Tiaders. Numbe:t'S XI, 2f): 11 And Moses gathered seventy 

Elders of the people ------ru1d the Lord removed some of the Spirit 

that was on him and gave it to the seventy Elders, and when the 

spi:t'i t rested upon them they prophesied tmceasingly. 
11 

Here we see 

that the Elders, when they were ordaine~, rec~ived the Holy Spirit 

which was in the Ol"da:i.ner, and as those who are possessed of the 

Holy Spirit pften do, they p~ophesied. *~he Midrath in describing 

this transfer of Spirit, uses almost the exact words that it used 

in desc:t~i bing the gi v:i.ng of the splendor of 'Moses to Joshua • 

(Numbers Rabba XVI, 16) 
Jl 11J bitl::> /JYJP lr's?~"ll (SI-7 il'ii\P 1J~ ;

1

~h~ 

''This may compared to a burning light, from which they kindle many 

other l:lghts. 11 

In the early Christian church, which had borrowed the idea of 

o:t•dination from Judaism, we find exactly the same idea, that ordin­

ation was accompanied by a transfer of the Holy Spirit. Acts XIZ.6 

"And Paul laid his hands upon them, and the F1oly Ghost came upon 

them and they spoke with tongues and they prophesied." ThiEl is not 

e:sactly a case of ordination, but rather an admission into the 

church. But it is analagous to ordinat:l.on. It rl!ls the same laying 

on of hands. It shows that in the mtnd of' the author the laying on 

of hands meant a transfel'' of the Hol~l Spirit. Cf .also VIII, 1~~ .• 

Acts X, :38 says: nHow God anointed Jesus of Nazareth with the Holy 

*Note. That-pr•opiieoyTs' the~--resUlt oi:' the erite'i-;ingoi::- the-1fo1.Y-~·c·c 
Spiri.t, Num. XI, 29: "Would that all the people of the I.ord. w~tit.ld 
prophesy, and the Spir•i t of the Lord come upon them. 

11 
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Ghost and with power. 11 etc. From all this it is clear, that 

ordination in whichever manner it was confe:r•red, (for the elders 

were ordained ~o~~ the laying on of hands),.; i.nvol ved an 

of the Holy Spirit into the ordained. 

Another privilege that 

was believed to come with ordination, was that the sins of bhe 

ordained were forgiven. Thus b .. San. 14a: ,, 
J'.))IJR:9 )-;J ~ ~~ tSruk> ·;'xx 1l~~-")-s. ;,),y lllX f'"t ~ .... ')v.>x 

11 R. Eleazar sa:l.d that no man reaches the-' high office (of ordinat 

unless his sins are forg:i. ven. 11 Also j. Bikkurim 65d: 

jiJ'IfJij ~:> ~)J 1~ f~nH~ olJr>JlJ\V O.)fl 'X 

11 Also a sage who is ordained, is forgi vcm all his sins. 
11 

It seems that this idea that the sins of an ordained 

forgiven at the time when he is ordained, is ~learly a corollary 

of the fact that the Holy Spirit entered the ordained. The Holy 

Spirit could not enter into a person who was unworthy of receiving 

it. In b. Yoma 2lb we~ are told that one of the tttings that wel"e 

in the first •remple but not tn the second, was the Holy Spirit. 

This must have been due to the belief that at the time o:f.' the sec-\ 

ond Temple there were none who wer>e quite worthy of l"eceiving the i 
i 

Holy Spirit. (Gf. ,Jew. Encyc. article 'Holy Spirit'). If therefore 

a person was about to be ordained, that is, if he was about to red i• 

eive the Holy Spirit, he had to be first made a fit recipient of 

the Spirit, i.e. his sins were forgiven him. 

To summarize then, the privileges that came with ordination 

wereJthat the ordained could be called Rabbi, and could perform 

the vapious Habbinical functtons; he was not bound to make good a 

losn eaused by his mistake in judging; he voted ln the council for· 

the intercalation :tn accordance with t:r1e time of his ordination; 

he received the Holy Spirit; and his sins were forgiven •. 
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