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I. Rabbi Meir.l)

Rabbl Meir of Rothenburg, am1a)1ip YAB 2% 290 1)9, or abbre-

viated AN 1iI8 13 h‘n‘m descended from a father in Whom talmudlc

_,_e.,..-a

erudition vas cultivated., R.Baruch wag a talmudic scholar and member

-

of a rabbinical court, probably in Worms. The tombstone inscription,
v¥hich 1s stlll preserved on his grave in Worms, speaks of him with the
highest praise and mentions his piety and scholarship, his elequence
and popularity, and hias intellectual acumen and physical apgiﬂ.‘nee.e |
which remained with him even to his last days (Back, p. 7 note 2).

R. Baruch seems to have reached a very old age, for most of the Respon- i

sa of R, Meir are composed during his 1ife time and only comparatively
few after R.Baruch's death, %;

" R.Meir was probably born in Worms, where his father seems to have ;
spent his entire life (Back, p. 8 and 21), although the argument ad- ?j
vanced by Back (p. 21) that R.Meir was buried in Worms because he was -

born there 1s not quite conclusive, for not every Jewlsh community was :

have no definite information. According to Graetz (VII, p. 170) he
was boen in 1230; the same date 18 glven by Frankel (Entwurf, p. 51),
while Gross (in Frankel's Monataschrift 1871, p.257) .states that he
¥ag, 88 & boy, the pupil of R.Isaac of Vienna in Wirzburg, about 1230, ;
and in Graetz' Monatsschrift 1885,p. 375, changes his vie‘w stating ‘

that he was born about 1223 and was in Wirzburg about 1235, Back (p.87)
1s of the opinion that he was born ia 1215, i

The essential fact, around which the fixing of the year of his
birth centers, is the Zionide » §1v ¢ *{¥w, vhich is recited on %;

Tisho be-Av and which is ascribed to him. This song was composed on §R
2) )
;

account of the burning of the Talmud in France in the year 1242
and the tone of 1t indicates that the author was an eye witneas of this
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event, However, it would not be neceasary to accept as the year of th

R. Meir's birth as early a date as the year 1215, although it can not v

i g
- -
-

‘[ bi{denied that 1230 seems to0 be too late, in connection with the fact
ConinDR

- Just mentioned.

R T T
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1 Jgfgl' Among his relatives we find a number of prominent rabbis and schol-
+"“"ars, In his explanations to some Piyutim, which are in MS in the Ham- .

burg library, he refera to his brother Abraham (Zunz, Ritus, p. 195, {

199), besides frequent references to interpretations of his father

(Back, p. 7, note 1; p. 17). Two other rabbis, R.Joseph b. Meir and
Rabbi Nathan,he mentions as his uncles (ibid.). Other relatives, whose Y
names are more or less Well-known in Jewlish history and vhom he mentions fi

quite frequently are: R.Samuel b,Baruch of Bamberg, R.Jakar b,3amuel ;

,J.&ﬁbﬂhlevl, R.Judeh Hakohen, perhaps of Friedberg, R.Menachem bar Natronal

{ )
. 1. of Wirzburg and many others 3). . !

Part, at least, of his earlier youth he spent in Wirzburg under %[

-t

the tutorship of R.Isaac of Vienna (Or Zorua). Later on he also studled i
|

..! the Talmud before Louls IX, R.Samuel b.Solomon of Falaise, R.Samuel b, !

P , {

Menachem of Wirzburg, and R.Samuel of Evreux who lived in Chateau-Thlerry, :
were his teachers (Back, p. 21ff.).

Although vwe know in which cities R.Melr lived and officlated as
a rabbl, it seems impossible to ascertain in which order he acéepted
these offices. He was rabbl in Augsburg, Kostnitz, Mainz, Ndrnberg,
Rothenburg (ob der Tauber), Worms and Wirzburg, although reference to
the two last citlies 1s made only by two of his disciples and may just L
speak of a temporary stay of R,Melr in these places (ce, Back, p. 39). ?
Back, more or less erbitrarily, indicates the order as fodlows: Kostnitz,

Augsburg, Wlrzburg, Rothenburg, Vorms, Ndrnberg, Mainz (Back, p. 41).




3

The question why R.Meir's name has been attached to the city of
Rothenburg 1s also not settled., Various acholars give different rea-
sons, While Wiener (Frankel's Monataschr. 1863, p. 169 fn,) and Frankel
(Entwurf, p. 51) give as reasons that it was his first rabbinate,
Landshut (R 113y 3 * Ty, p. 160) believes that it was either his
:'Jﬁéaf birthplace or the city of his last activity (Back, p. 25). However, Wwe
know that in the year 1272 R.Meir 11ved.1n,Rothenburg'A). If Rothenburg
|ﬁ{wf°uld have been his first position, only fourteen years would remain
. » during which he officlated as rabbi in six different communities, since
: };;ﬂwfhis activities as rabbl ceased in the year 1286, in which year he was
"d, taken captive and imprisoned. If Rothenburg was his last place of ac-

YY" tivity, the same condition holds true and this would mean that he led
- N

a rather migratory life,before he finally séttled in Rothenburg for a
stay of fourteen years. It seems therefore plausible to asaume with
;W)hi Back (p. 40f.) that Rothenburg was the place of his longest and gerhapa
j 25! most fruitful activities and for that reason his name is comnected with
0O tpts eity,

While he was not officially elected or appointed as Chief Rabbl =
"at least no conclusive proof has been &ssembled to establish thls as

a fact - he was recognized as the leading authority in all Jewish matw
ters. The flowery addreasses at the head of some of the Responsa do

not prove this as plainly as the fact that his advice was solicited

from communities all over Germany and Austria, from part of France and

- % even from Acre (B,II1.108, p. 199)4 (REJ vol.58 p. 58 to the contrary).

E‘}_,/ '
IO EPAL '
A " In one responsum (Cr, 108) we receive some information about his
RO AV

' domicile. He tells us that in his house he hss 24 Mezuzoth, both in
s “the winter and in the summer-house. With the house Was apparently con-
B |

of discliples living in his own home, as appears from the expression

;) nected & Beth Hamidrosh and it seems that he had a consliderable number
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212 91ha Yodrnmt aa hat.

R. Meir was of great modesty, Many addresses or signatures in
his Responsa might be quoted in which he uses the humblest expressions,
This, however, may be considered .as being, more or less, in the style

of the times. But Back (p. 10ff,) proves, conclusively, &s it seems,
that he avolded official meetings with his father in order not to re-

celve from him the honors due as outstanding teacher and scholar of
his times, and which his father undoubtedly Would have been only too
happy to render him (Cf. Yore Dea 240,7),

His modesty, however, did not prevent him from opposing, if the

necesslty arose, his former teacher, R.Samuel b. Solomon of Falaise,

in a decision vhich attracted wide attention and from which R. Meir
never withdrew.(Pr. 250, L. 386). In his firmness he even Went to the
extent of opposing, or at least expressing himself againat, the govern-
'ment. Whike he acknowledges the old Jewish prinmciple of Samuel, that
%™ ¥2125%7 #)*7, he. dravs the line When the authorities attempt to g
g g&ommit robbery by taxing the Jewish communities exceedingly heavy. He ?
- ; then states that this 1s not ESOERL R S A B but¥MIT N f"ﬁ, (Pr., ’

708 a.e, ) _' 9,
3 ( A ;{l"?“'
,ngéa n the responsa vwe find no report of any tragic event in his 1ife,

; t,ud.217, Cr. 315), but on the whole We are entirely in the dark as to the

|
:%
& HOnce, mention 1s made of a spell of sickness (B,I.476, p. 58, II.1T4, p. i
;
“detalls of his career as well as to his family arfatra. The tragic end |

of his life, however, throws a shadow of gloom over his last years., In

o ——.
e [yt

the year 1286 he left his home intending to emigrate. The reason for this

plan 18 not exactly knovn. It may have been due to the terrible per-

!

secutions and oppressions which the Jews of Germany suffered during the

end of the thirteenth century, especially during the 'elghties in the

- ﬂ"'w—’:’wq:::q‘”—i:—:.

Rhine and Main districts, Back( p. 68ff.) cltes anotier possibility, :
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namely the lmprisonment of R. Meir's son, concerning whom we have no
other knowledge ihatsoever, and on whose behalf R, Melir worked in
order to obtain hls freedom. Perhaps he pledged himself for the 1500
marks which the lmprisoned man hed promised to pay. However, he effected
an escape and R. Meir may have feared to become involved in serious
troubles, even based on pollitical suspicions (Back, p. 66). Probably
this was only one more reason for him to geek elsevwhere a-peaceful
refuge for his lést years,

On his way south he was recognized in a city in the mountains
of Lombardy vwhere he was waiting for the rest of the company to as-
semble - probably to emigrate across the sea to Paleatiﬁe or Syria =
by a Jewish apostate who traveled with the Bishop of Basle. He was
taken prisoner by Count Meinhard of Goerz on the fourth of Tammus,

5046 (June 28, 1286), and handed over to Xing Rudolph who had him ime
prisoned (Back, p. 62ef.).

There can be no doubt that Rudolph intended to extort as high a
ransom for his great prisoner as he could possibly obtain, But in
additlion to this he 2lso fas 1ntefested in keeping a man who meant
80 much- to the Jews of -Germany‘, and who would probabl;lfg‘ ‘;arge following
after him, within the borders of Germany. He was probably held'prisoner
first in Wasserburg for a short while, and then in the "Tower of En-'-
sisheim" in Alsace. During the years of his imprisonment the Je¥ish ;
communitles undoubtedly made every e}fort to obtain his freedom. They
succeeded in making his 1life 1n captivity easler, and he was permitted
to maintain contact with the outer world. In Wasgerburg his disciples
visit him on Friday nighta, when the group asae&}es around the chime

ney fire.
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But all attempts to obtain his freedom Were fruitless, Although

the amount of 23 000 marks and, according to another source (Back, p.

75ff.) the tremendous sum of 30 000 marks were offered to King RudolphS).?

While originally R. Meir decided that captives had to be ransomed
even against thelr will (Pr, 39, B,II, 128, p. 206 a.e.), he later on
decreed that exorbitant ransoms should not be paid; and in all-likeii-
hood adhered to his decision even in his own tragic case, GPf. 78),

He continued to answer quqstions submitted to him from other communi-
ties, and it 1s pathetic to read the ending of one which follows here:
But what can I know, & miserable being, who lives in darkness and in
the shadow of death and, for three and one half years, without the
regular order of life, belng outeide of everything which gives Joy,

& trodden-on threehold; once called Meir b, Barueh (Back, p. 84, B.II,
108, p. 20).

R. Meir dled in the year 1293, after seven years of imprisonment
(Back, p. 87). But even after his death hls body was not handed over
to the Jewish community for burial, Only fourteen years after his death,
in the year 1207, hls body waa given over for burial, largely due
to the efforts of a greathearted Jew, Alexander b. Solomon . Wimpfen
of Frankfurt a.M, Wimpfen's only request was to be buried next to
R. Neir. He died in the following year and his tombstone is preserved
in the cemetery of Worms next to that of R, Meir, the "Light of the
Exile",

In the following chapters an attempt vill be made to give an
1dea of the internal conditiong9JQWIsh 1life from conclusions based
on the Responsa of Rabbil Meir of Rothenburg,




Notes to Chapter 1I.

1). This chapter is based largely on the monograph by 3. Back,
Rabbi Meir ben Baruch aus Rothenburg, Frankfurt a.M, 1895,

2). In 1t We read:"MxY “nx fyyw vond ang 71 cwsid amaw
..T'm‘p ¥13) BRND new ',rﬁy Wo e anmus aans pa e gda por ver

Graetz (VII, note 5) asserts and proves that this, and not 1244, 1s
the correct date of this event.

3). Back, p. 18ff., where also references. -

4), Resp. L. 310 (Pr. 92) contains a question sent to R. Meir
to Rothenburg concqrnihé &';;ﬁan who, in the absence of her husband,
had committed adultery. It is the only responsum which contains a .
gefinite date. 1) NIWL IX B2 139 %11, this 1s the year 1272,

5). How large these;amounts were becomes clearrfrom‘Kruse,‘
X81nische Geldgeschichte, p. 119, quoted in Ar. Reg. 694, p. 287.
Kruse gives for that period (speaking of the year 1264) the value of
the mark as 43,66 marks of our value, Even at this rate the amounts

offered were 994 180 or 1 209 800 marksa, But'Lamprecht (Deutsches
Wirtschaftsleben I, 1453, note 3, quoted according to Raael,'p. 29,

note 2) gives for the mark the equivalent of 240 marks for the middle
of the thirteenth century. Since the publication of the above mentioned

works the rate of exchange has increased considerably.
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II. Relations to Christians.
1)

Scherer ~"states that the Jews during the M1ddle Ages were rather

hostile toward the whole of Christendom., And since the tWo means of hwquj’l
e '!'..-

assimllation, namely the uniformity of religion and of nationality,
were lacking, this fact 1n.connectian‘with-certain prejudices formed
& gap between them and the Christian population which could not be
bridged over. 30 they ¥Were and remained strabgers and ¥were treated
ag such,

Without asking for the reasons behind this hostility and with-
out making any attempt to acoount for it, the truth of this state-
ment can hardly be doubted. Nevertheless the Responsa of R. Meir of
Rothenburg reveal to us any number of examples from which we might
galn a somewhat different picture. Even in this, rather limited, mate-
rial we find so many instances of friendliness and intimacy between
Jews and Christians that they can hardly be waived aside as "excep-
tions",

In the Rhine district 1t was customary to borrow, on the occasion
of a weddlng, large kettles from the Gentlles 2). Beer mede by Gentiles
wag consumed by Jews, a custom which aroused R, ¥eir's surprise 3).

In business dealings, partnership between a Jew and a Gentlile was not

infrequent. It 15 interesting to notice that any objection on the part

of the Jevs wes not based on fear of or susplcion against the Christian

,1,.partner, but rather vas it the possibility that an oath might become
A,

s ‘hecessary and the Jew‘be compelled to swear by the name of one of the

s — pn LT

Christian deities. But even this objection is no longer valid, our

sl responsun states, since the Christian Saints usually invoked are

nemed after humen beings, while the Bible only forbids mentloning the
4)

names of other deities.  .Other undertakings in partnership with Gen-
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tiles are mentioned in Resp. L. 401, Pr. 452, Cr. 242 etc..

1Jﬁ It 18 not surprising to ind Jews even.then in the favor of high
{.lofficials. According to Resp. B, I, 52, p. 14ff, 1t ws quite customary

\
t
ﬂto honor princes with gifts 5). One Jew 18 close enough to the queen

.
i

to recelve favors from her,inducing her to have some money coined for

+v{{ another Jew, thereby raising the value of the metal (Pr. 903).

:pﬂAﬁ - But the Jews have not only the confidence of high officials, which

¥ mlght be explained by thedr being, intimated and at the mercy of these

. ) officlals, but also the confidence of plain citlzens., A Gantile is de-
slrous to buy a preclous vessel of pure silver and goes to his Jewish

friend. The latter 1s not in the possession of the desired object and

offers to introduce his Gentile friend to & fellow-Jew, But he refuses

The purchase takes place, but the incident 18 not devoid of a certain
humor; fop vhile the deal between the Jew and the Gentile is satisfac-
torily conducged, the Jew being contented with a ridiculously small
the second Jew takes advantage of his coreliglonist 6)
. Jews would keep and watch over the belongings of Gentiles as 7/«
aJn (B, II., 62, p., 125) and would, on the other hand, store victuals,
such as cheese, in the houses of thelr Gentile neighbors, even violat-
ing & religious command in eating the cheese afterwrds (Pr. 214). A
simllar case of trusting the Gentlle inrreligious matters is also told

concerning Rabbenu Samuel (Pr. 215). On the other hand the Jews had
”;« not infrequently recourse to them. Then a grain was found in a fowl on
Pasaover:\or other things, maklng the food unfit for the Jews to eat,
there was usually a Gentile friend near at hand who would buy it from

them (L.173; B.I.52, p. 14), While these conditions are'perhaps a

to go and says instead: "You go and buy it for me" which the Jew does,

profit and the Gentile raising not the slightest objection to the price = i
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quaint reminder of our own childhqod-days they prove beyond a doudbt
friendly relations between Jews and Gentiles in the thirteenth
centurye.

In litigations between Jews and Gentilles the witnesses had to
be Jews and Gentlles 7). On the vhole, the Jew was even in a more
favorable position, since the Fridericianum gave him the part of the
defendant, thereby making it incumbent upon him to prove his conten-
tion. Is he able to do so then he has won his case and, according to
Scherer, 1t is easler for the defendant than for the plaintiff to
prove his cause, in civil as wvell as in criminal cases,

But sometimes & Jew would even be willing to recognigeGentile
vitnesses in purely Jewlsh litigations (B.I. 284, p. 40; Cr, 245)
and‘then would be held to his declaration even if it becomes manifest
that the witness 1is bribed.

At this time the Jews of Germany did not yet live in a ghetto,
gseparated from the Christian population, although the Blshop of Speyer
as early as 1084 speaks of having severed them from communication
with the other c¢itizens and surrounded them with a wall, for thelr
own protection, as he saysa). They lived in a street for themselves 9
or even in & quarter of the city, but the divislon from the remalnder
of the town by walls is as yet more or less filctltious, and contact
with Christian neighbors exists. W must not forget that it was custome
ary during the Middle Ages for a certain soclal or professional or com-
mercial group to inhabit a street for ltself 10). But we learn of
Christian neighborsll), a condition which would sometimes necessitate
the sollciting of thelr consent and cooperation for the preparation

of an Eruv 12). A Jew even contemplates selling his share ln a house,

§ of which is 1nhab1ted'and owmed by a Jewigh family, to a Gentile, bhe-

b
\
(|
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cause he is badly in need of money, The context seems to show that
there is a possiblity of the Gentile moving into this house.lz)
In spite of repeated enjoinders by various rulers and church dig-

14)
nitaries, beginning as early as in the fifth century, Christian servants

and wetenurses seem to have been quite frequent in Jewish houses (L. 150,

Pr. 665 A.e.), and they are even given. presents on Purim (L. 184),
Nelther can 1t be said that 1ife willed it so that, in spite of

mutual keen ill-feecling, Jews and Gentiles were dependent on one another, |

these occasional peaceful circumstances bheing merely a concession to
the necessities ol 1life. The theoretical aspect also reveals, at least
on the Jewish side, great broadmindedness. We read that Jews are duty-
bound to dissuade a Jew who is wllling to take a félse oath agalinst
a Christian with all means within their powsr from this plan{L.233).
Even atrongef is the Responsum Cr, 246 in condemﬁing false assertions
in # litigation with a non-Jew. It is prohibited to teke advantage of
Christians and decelve them (Pr, 252), while R. Meir, in the following
reéponsum even goes to the extent of sﬁating that one must not 4iffer-
entiate between 2%495W Sw %73 ana Mn 4.

The broedmindedness of this attitude 1s to be marveled at. It
seems 4o be justified therefore,on the basls of the preceding facts, to
state that 1f one speaks of hostility, it was not so much on the part

of the Jew as ageinst him, so that Scherer's statement quoted at the
beginning of the chapter vwould have to be slightly modified.
But the relations between Jews and Christians had still another

side, Talmudic utterances,once used against heathen, are apparently

15)
8till Justified . Resp. Pr, 140 reports that a Jew in whose house

a conflagration had started wes always In danger of belng caast lnto the
flames by the infuriated Christians 16). The Jew's body and his property

I G T AT . e T

e,

R e i

L KL



12
were unprotected (Cr. 214) and it was the custom of the high offidials
to "ask ten times ss much from the Jew as he possesses in order to
terrify him" (Cr., 305). The Jew had to bribe the judge even to make
him be impartiasl (Pr, 897).
Considering these few sldelighta only, and neglecting the bloody

persecutions which almost each year brought in its course, it would

already be Intelligible that certain talmudic laws, originally directed

agalnst the heathen, were still maintained. It was forbidden to take

advantage of the Christian and to "cheat" him; but it was not commanded,

in fact 1t wes even prohibited, to call his attentlon to a mistake
he had made, whereby he had lost (Pr. 326, 803), or to return to him
objects vhich he had lost (Pr, 951).

Nevertheless, it seems safe to say, on the basls of thé preced-
ing detalls, that while Jewry as a vhole formed a strange body within
the non-Jewlgh soclety of the lilddle Ages, numerous cages can be clted
which manifest mutual confidence, trust and even frlendshlp between
Jewlsh and non-Jewish individuals, a situation which, in principle,
prevalls to thls day in all lands,

=
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Notes to Chapter II.

1). Scherer, Die Rechtsverhfltnisse der Juden in den deutsche
8sterreichischen Ldndern, Leipzig 1901, p. 8.

2). L, 117 »99° rﬂmwu [#1092 2192 DY $23 vruyn b
wed*1d Yo 85972

3)e Pr. 154 .Yy 4 Vo0 vard (3ng 7'% 2

4)e Bal. 97, Pe 31 V9 mp sne "D DY MY AgY'u DINS o ..

W WVIP %0 DX 92 pwd KNP ahda 3QITPRd Doy 5 ... y:,‘. bawa pae'l apgiaw
5). Incidentally these gifts consisted of animals or fish that

were unclean and therefore, .'\'m.mi'even any use{ N%9)3) of them

forbidden. !

6). Pr, 842, Notice the expression: eIy udb a5y Wy un
7). Cf. for the followlng Scherer l.¢. p. 290f.

8). Stobbe, Die Juden in Deutschland vdhrend des liittelalters,
1866, p. 177: "collectos igitur locavi extra communionem et habitatio-
nem ceterum clvium et ne a pejoris turbe insolencia facile turbarentur.
muro els circumdedi"., This motive for their éeparation, namely to afford
them greater protection, is also vbiced in an edict of the fourteenth
century (Wener, Regesten, p. 270, nb. 98, of the year 1371},

9). Pr. 666, 7 1171 21N , Ar. Reg. 748, p. 315,

10).Stobbe, 1.c. p. 176f,
11). Cr. 158 Ltynw-u a9n% 955 163 e ], Pr. 1011 A 11187
e e0s12 99W NYRe Bha avq P aupy , cr. 276, 277 ete.
12).B. I. 334 p, 52, Pr, 428~ Stobbe 1l.c. p. 177 also comes 40 the
conclusion that occasionally Gentlles lived in the Jewish quarter,
13). Pr. 070,05 3 29N [amsn] NS wonae 9199 [ 7
To deprive a Jew of contact with Christians is even used as a Tine or

a threat, Ar, Reg., 430, p. 190, 440, p. 194f,
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14). Stobbe, p. 173; Ar, Reg., (for' our period) no. 460, p. 202f,,
of the year 1233, 463, p. 204f, from the year 1234 a.e,

15). Ps. 144 applied as adage to the Gentiles 1in L., 86. Gldemann,
Geschichte I, p. 170 n.5; Pr, 35{ 20 8DI% 5% shHo Pr. 44 a,e,

16). This attltuds of the populace 1s not as outrageous as 1t ap-
pears at first glance, the fire-hazard being appalling since the houses
ln cltles were constructed of wood and covered with straw and shingles,

The first stone house bullt in Berlin wes erected in the year 1388,

Cf. Bauar, Die deutsche Frau in der Vergangenhelt, Berlin 1907, p. 141.
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III. Occupations of the Jews,
The foremost occupation of the Jews during the Middle Ages was

- that of financlers, or money lenders,The history and development of this
profession has been so adequately described by Neumann in his Die Gew
schichte des Wichers 1n Deutschland, that 1ittle can be added. From a

study of our source materlal, however, we gain the impression that

while the Church had repeatedly forbldden to her followers the lending ;
of money on interest, beginning with the Church Fathers Augustinus, f
Ambrosius and Hleronymus (Neumann 1.c. p. 5) the Christians did not }J
entirely abstaln from this profitable business. Not alwayé did the :
- Gentlles borrow money from the Jews, the opposite also wes the casge,
and qulte frequently, as 1t seems, Reap. Pr, 409 mentions a Jew who &
had gilven sechrlty to a Gentile; other references to the same or similar |

1), vhile in B, II. 159 (p. 213) Christian money N

effect are not rare

lenders are explicltly mentiondd. So even the lending of money wes not

an excluslvely Jewlshh business, The lmportance of this financlal medlatorej
shlp of the Jews durlng the Middle Ages 1s pointed out by Neumann (p.
29eff,) and that those who accepted thelr services, at least sometimes,
appreciated these services 1s shown by the fact that Ge?tiles brought

' 2

presents to the Jews vwhen they redeemed thelr pledges .

o ka3 L A i, .
A ettt A e

It 18 natural to.assume that tesd the Jaws had st111 2 considerabls

share in the commercial pursults of the country, The crusades had brought

e o e et L
. - e - T

about a notliceable change in this respect. The crusaders learned the
wys to the Orient and also established business connections, thereby
making the mediatorship of the Jews more or less superfluous.
'requently we hear of Jews vho are on extensive trips, although
the expression D A can not always be taken literally 3), 1‘*
Export to Poland 1s-ment16ned in Resp. Fr. 885, Such trips sometlimes

extended over years (Pr, 869), The Jews seem to have traded extensively

:ﬂm {on jh}ﬁ
= f'; qw»\iﬁ" C‘ﬁbr‘g":e{ -
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in furs and K8ln was the prominent market place for this article as
well as for wool ', Salted fish likewlse constituted a commercieble

article (Pr. 898). The waterwmys were frequently used for transporta-
tion (Pr. 775, 898).

The references to export- and wholesale merchants, however, are
not very numerous, A8 & rule the Jews were, so it geems, more smali
merchants, as appears from the petty litigations whth which our material
deals to a large extent. They were peddlers and brokers. In the former
capacity they often established a sort. of clientele in one of the neigh;
boring towns or villages, called H*19% 5). Concerning the X~51%¢»
certain customs and regulations existed, as appears from Pr, 815, which
might not be changed. This responsum shows that 1t was considered unfair
to do business in the s~ “517¢» of someone else (1bid.). Merchanta of
Nlrnberg were likewlse warned and prohibited from transecting business
in another town (Pr, 952). As & rule tradesmen of one city had to abs-
tain from trading in a town under different sovereignty, except on mar-
ket days (Pr. 359). As brokers and middlemen they would often receive
large remunerations, not at all in proportion to the effort involved
(Pr. 706), Business on a large as well as on & small basis involved the
paying of duty and custome, as each city had its own sovereignty in the
me Jority of cases., A Jew who was familiar with the roads and the customs
officer sometimes succeeded in saving this expense, but on the whole
this was a rather dangerous practice (Pr. 901).

Frequent mention is made of the ]3'IW who sometimes travels all
through the country and makes his 1living in this capacity (Pr. 952,
Cr, 123, L. 308). He too receives remunerations vhich are often larger
then his efforts deserve (Pr., 952). References to the 71259, nowever,

6)

are 80 numerous ‘that one can not help hut marvel at the Jews of those

days vho, in spite of their hard life, consldered learning of such par-
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amount lmportance, at a time vhen the art of reading was so rare and
the art of writing wes practised almost exclusively by a few secluded
monks 7). The teacher is generally exempt from taxes (Pr. 716), He 'is
engaged for a term (Pr. 385, 833, L. 154, Cr. 125), A clever Jewish
father made the contract that the teacher should forfeit his galary
if he vwas found playing dlce and refused to pay when he discovered
the teacher doing so (Cr. 310), Other disagreements arise when the
teacher or the pupll teke 111, R, Meir is usually on the side of the
teacher (Pr. 85, 385, Cr, 2, L, 157, 205 a.e6.), and places him in the
category of the Syl.‘l . |

It is plauslble to assume that there existed Jewish tailors, al-
though our material furnishes no referénce to that effect, bakers of
whom mention is made in another document (Ar. T19, p. 299, a.e.) and
innkeepers (L. 68, B.I.68, p.27). W find goldsmiths and dealers in
precilous metals (Pr. 879, 1010) and, of course, physicians (Pr, 498,
B.III. p. 318). A tanner is mentioned (Pr. 880) and a hendicraft which
i1s not specified, but for the practice of which a man is willing to
pay in order to exclude & competitor (Pr, 677).

A rather unique occupation for a Jew is that of fencing master
reported in B, III. p. 285 83 R. Melr considers this occupation of

some 1lmportance because it protects the man vho masters it., At the

- same time we see from this that Jequgggf have cartied arms, in spite

of the regulation expressed in the "Sachsenspiegel", according to which

€. |
Jews and priests were not supposed to carry arms, les® they deprive

.[ia*’)"

~.themselves of the "Landfrieden", the king's protection. But it seems

n.]r

ii

)

s

L]
A

. that the Jews were not unfamillar with the use of arms, for they may,
}according to the "Sohuabenspiegel” challenge Christians to a duel, al=-

though they were not compelled to fight thls duel personally but may
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some mes hire a proxy (Stobbe 1.0, p. 153). The duel was aldo 2 means
of pro 1ng one's cauﬂe, as nare witnesses, the oath and documents.
Scherer \quotes the old regulation (L.c. p. 291ff., p. 311): "wil aber
.~ eln cristen man, €z muz ein lode mit im kemphen", Jews 414 carry arms

h—-—-é“)\..__-
and participeted in the defense of their city when necessary

.
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: \
v{é The frequent mention of horsea and also that of cattle (Cr. 181,

4182 a.fr,) would\}ead us to believe that farming and agricultural pur-
:‘ suits in gqneral were not 28 rare among the Jews as one might be inclined
ﬁ‘ to think, Horses are owmed by Jew (Pr. 579, 902) or bought and sold
iﬁpﬁby them (Pr. 575, Cr., 253, 254, 255), which in Ndrnberg was one of the
fﬂL privileges granted to them (Stobbe l,c., p., 65), while they were restricte
W e along other lines of trade.

They owned real estate,besides their homes, in the purchase and
sale of which they were often restricted and were qulte proud of such
a possession (Cr, 211) because the majority of the people did not possess
ground (Cr. 134). Real estate was apparently not taxed, and vhere it

- lvas taxed, the rate was lower than that on movable property (B.II, 128,

v ¢
K

p. 206; 141 p. 210) 10). They possessed orchards and vineyards (L. 213;
7o“Pr, 152, 941), sometimes in partnership with & non-Jew (Pr, 452), They
"y d}i‘equest information concerning the lawe of ‘%237 98 ang 0¥ 55

(Pr. 442; Pr. 152),But besides the restrictions placed upon them, farm-

DN 1
., 1ing was the occupation of the poorer clasa (Pr. 941) 1 )

i In other sources we find a number of references to various kinds

of real estate omed by Jews, besides their homes, as & mill (Ar. Reg.

- 482, p, 212) which wouEd account for the fact that we meet several grain
dealers (Pr. 818, 997), an orchard (Ar. Reg. 612, p. 259), & vineyard
(Ar. Reg. 356, p. 158) and land in general (Ar, Reg. 386, p. 1?2). The

trading in wine constituted a livelihood for some (L. 165, 196; Pr. T87).
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So we do find the Jews in the thirteenth century bugy in varie
ous kinds of trades and handicrafts, 1n_sp1£e of the numerous restric-
tlons placed upon them, while they were not by any means the only
ones who loaned money on interest and were frequently preferred to
Christian money lenders, a&s for instance by Bernhard of Clairvaux 12).
wile the latter were so numerous that Pope Innocent III says (Scherer,

P. 189): to penalize the Christian usurers would be equivalent to
closing the churches,




Notes to Chapter III.

1)' Pr' 116’ 495' 496! Cr. 35' 294’ 296' 303; L. 64; BoII. 119| Eé‘\-'
p. 201; 127, p. 204, ?
2). Pr, 955 Bianw sinnia 1w & yb a,m‘y Sapoi ay 1“a

kD IPNIOON MTSH dwawd pYn
3).' Pr, 786, 890 a.e, | | -

4). Pr, 766, T73, 775, 790, 828, 887.

5). Pr, 664, 815; Cf, Wener Monatsschr., 1863, p. 169 and Rapow
A" port, Preface to U MI$pi—91-4-%w | paragraph 16.

H 6). L. 144, 145, 146, 147, 205, 470 a. fr, i
T |

; 7). A striking example of the times 1is the fact that Yolfram

.'d:l“

b von Eschenbach was unable to write.
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IV. Taxes,
The position of the Jews during the Middle Ages could be compared

A
with that of a savings bank, They were closely watched and guarded, ?i
some~times granted a certain measure of protection and even certain \
A

privileges, but only in order to permit the precious contents to accumu-

late and then to empty the savings bank. ?
The question of taxes therefore takes up much room in our source . E
material and was naturally of the greatest importance to the Jews, | }“
Then & Jewish community had formed itself in a town, this community
had then to pay taxee; RBsell)describes the probable development of &
particular Jewlsh tax as follows: Origihally the king may have used 3

some pretext in order to demandmoney from the Jews. If he granted theﬁ
protection against attacks by the population, or if an indlvidual was
accused of 'a crime, the community was held responsible; or even several
communities were penalized. This regular tax appears in the historical
documents for the first time during the reign of Frederic II { 1215-
1250 ), according to Rdsel (p. 11ff,). But Rashbam (Baba Bathra 55a
to ¥NP Y 01 HHY41d) speaks already of 2109 AlSp 83 and in ex-

plaining uses the same language which we find in Resp. 930 (see below

note 6:.) 2), whaich is unmistakably the echo of conditions during his ?

0
W

time and so it seems that this yearly tax already in the middle of the |

N

twelfth century is an established institution. Besides this regular :

tax, which the emperor wes sometimes compelled tq mortgage to local or

States authorities, extraordinary contributions continued to exist

(RYsel, 1.0, p. 14), .
The amount of the tax to be pald by the Jewlsh community was, accord?}

ing to R¥sel(p. 21) fixed by the king or his official in an agreement
with the community; but R8sel points out that the expression "agreement”



i

e2

(convencio) which 1s used in the documents i hardly correct since the

Jews had 1‘1tt10 choice but were probably compelled to accept and to raise

the amount imposed upon them ., On the other hand, we have documents,
which, at least on paper, concede to the Jews some influence in the
assessment of taxes of those Jews vho have just recently moved to thé
city. A document of the year 1262 (Ar. Reg. T16, p. 287f.) states that
in Augshurg two Jews ‘and two Ghristiaﬁs shall state the amount to be
paid to the king by recent immigrants.

In our source material this tax is called "the fixed tax", &MN
J?s??\), the king ralsing a fixed amount every year from the whole
community. To be distinguished from the regular tax is the 1h ”‘“’ on
h:ﬂrwhich 18 called an-extortion and robbery, but not 54 15527 »5m

4) |

law of the government ., Correspondlng with the royal official, the

community had a body  to whom the distributing of the quota wes en-

trusted, as desoribed in'a responsum by Rabbenu Joseph Tob Elem (L.423),

Concerning the details of the raising of taxes no uniformity
existed, R, Meir answers (Pr. 106) that the regulations concerning the
taxes do not depend on earlier talmudic decisions nor on reason, bu
are merely subject to the local custom, Consequently thers -existed.l
considerable variety (Pr, 995). Nevertheless, several regulations were
commonly adhered to. ¥hen an individual was assessed & certain amount,
he was compelled to pay it but was permitted to appeal afterwards to
the body, usually the 0] b?).:':) “a 09D 8, This practice was neces-
sary, otherwlse endless arguments between individuals and the community
would have arisen {ibid., and T08, T16) 5). Resp, Pr, 995 presents such
a case,

After the quota to be raised was announced to the community by

the authorities, this quota was distributed in such & wy among the
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members of the community that each "pound" of money in the possession
of a person, or its equivalent in merchandise, ws taxed, and taxed
as high as was necessary in order to arrive at the assessed quota (Pr,
920, 941)6). Real estate was, as a rule, not taxed. Joseph Tob Elem,
(1b1d.) points out that to tax vineyards in the same manner as movable

property, namely to demand a certain percentage from the equivalent

of each pound, valuing the vineyard in the same manner, would constitute

an injustice, because the harvest is exposed to the changes of the
weather and frequently stolen by the ruler, The vintage requires much
care and ylelds little profit and can therefore not be taxed in the
same way as trading or money lending, which can be pursued without
effort and is more‘profitable'T)
acéording to the Responsa B.II.128, p. 206 &nd 141, p. 210!, However,
only the home 1s tax-exempt, If a man owns several houses, which cone
| 8)

stitute'hig source of income, he 1s compelled to pay taxes on them ",

In exceptibnal cases, communities may have had the custom of paying

taxes even on prOpéfty, as the Friedberg community (B.II. 127, p. 205).

Not alwys was t.he 1nd1v1dua1 assessed his’ quot.a, sometimes the tax
w3 raised on the basis of a self-estimate (B.II. 127, p. 204) 9), OCw
casionally confirmed by an oath (R8sel, p. 42, Pr, 992),

Besldes soil, working tools were tax-exempt (Pr. 941), because
they furnish their owner the means of livellhood. This responsum men-
tions several agricultural_ggglq,qthus furnishing additional proof
that Jews fol1owéd agricultﬁrﬁi»pdrsuits but it also states that

ground 1s less valuable than movable property for which there always

'fi exists a possibility of sale. For the Jews of the Middle Ages movable

property was, naturally, more desirable becfuse they were able to turn

it into money or take it with them whenever they were forced to leave

or flee, while real estate was of little value under conditions then

o Similar conditions prevail im Germany
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existing., Books were likewlse tax-exempt (B.II, 127, p. 204, 128, p.
206). Working capltal, even if loaned out had to be téxed and only une
collectable accounts were free (L, 135, Pr. 941).10)
The "pro capita" was naturelly different in the different com-
munities. In Friedberg the quote was 3 Peshitim (Pfennige) to the ggkuk

(s1lver mark) which they considered a rather low rate (B.II. 127, p. 204)

The minimum portion which we taxdd was a silver mark, but it seems that

this 1imit was too severe beciuse some people who owned this amount
were yet compelled to rely on charity (L. 130)11 « Teachers and scribes
were tax-exempt not because of the profession which they pursued but
because thelr income was lower then the taxation limit, However, this
1imit vas raised for them and their possessions @p to two silver marks
were not taxed (L. 131)12 .Jervants were classed in the same group
with scribes and teachers, as far as this tax limit ws concerned, al-

though one would hardly be justified in extending this ldentificatlon

to other aspects. If & man possessed more than a silver mark, or a house

omer cash in addition to hils domlclle, or a teacher, scribe or serv-

ant more than two silver merks, the whole possession was taxable, not
only the surplus 13).

Another group exempt from taxes were minor orphans 14), while
the "man of leisure" (better perhaps "the unemployed") N 37495 who
in the Talmud is freed from tax paying and only required to participate
in the communal burdens, has to pay, though & lower rate of, taxes 15).
Only when he vas a pauper and the king had sent him a document of
exemptlon was he released; this 1s the only example vhere an individuel
might forego the payment of taxes with the community, on the basls
of a governmental decree.

The date on which taxes had to be pald was apparently not the

TN i

St i
RSP, R R

ot T P e T G T T AT LAY SO 44

7, 2~ e TR NPT T

T T T e € R T LR

e o

e
e —

o v e} g e T e 3 17K P
o . P



25

. same in the entire country. Résel (p. 43ff,) enumerates various dates
on which, in different communities, the taxes became due, although
the ruler, pressed for money, may often have demanded payment before
1t was due (1bid, p. 45). The Friedberg community paid on Chanukkah

© (B.II. 127, p. 204),

WMth the exception of the groups enumerated above, every indivia-
ual had to pay taxes regardless whether the secular suthorities had
released them from this obligation or not. To be sure, many individ-
uals endeavored to obteln tax-exemption from the authorities on the

- basls of personal connections. But the general regulation that the
community accepted the oblligation of paying the tax as one body, in
- partnership, M MNP 2, and not the members individually, was strictly

6
enforced 1 ). The legel basls for the prohibition to make personal

v arrangements then was, that & partner may not leave the partnership

- ‘.\,‘L‘ s l
‘ without the consent of the party of the second part 7). The reason

oy,

" vas probably 18)
L

l.rwas hardly to be expected, even after individusl members were released

that a reduction of the originally assessed amount

;‘Jof the duty of paying their share, and so the other members of the
community would have to be assessed higher than at first 19). At the
Synod of Mainz (July 1223) the rabbis decreed that those who had conw
nections at the court could not free themselves from the tax 20), and
in the Respohsa of R, Meir two examples are clted of rabbis who refused
to take advantage of the royal privilege grahted thenm 21).

However, the decree of the synod did not settle this question.

A flew decades later R. Melr expresses himself very definltely and coure

ageously concerning this point and flatly declares that the government

has no right to interfere with the community in these matters, 1ts

decree 1s not to be considered lawful but robbery, and the individual
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has no right to avail himself of the governmental exemption 22)

Only under one condition does R. Meir permit individusl arrenge-

ments, nemely when 1t 18 age-old practice in a community., If that is

the case, and 1f all the members paid individually and not collectively,
then the individual can not be forced, against his will, to change this

practice 23).

In all other cases, however, the community pays collectively;
Persons who have petitlioned the ruler, or to whom the ruler granted
tax-exemptionof his own avcord and without any effort on the part of
the individual, are not within their rights, and even if their share
1s returned to them by the government, they are not permitted to ac-
cept 1t, but it goes to the community fundsgh).

Another question of importance: Vhen does the obligatibn to

pay begin? The regulation was that as soon as the amount of the tax

although the quota had not as yet been distributed among the taxe

{*fng his share by emigrating from this town after thls obligatlion 1s
26 ).

’ b@' It occurred, however, that people moved outside of the clty limits

]
t
-
¥
a¥

in order to avold paying taxes. This was legltimate, 1f 1t was out-

3 This regulation, however, that people vho lived a mile distant from

L]

town were not under obligtion to pay taxes held apparently good only

., iwhen the tax was paid to the local government, a prince or a church

i,

Y

dignitary, who often owned these revenues, But vhen the tax was paid

LN

i.

v

\ to the king, the Jews of the neighboring places likewise had to pay,

even to a dilstance of elght mlles 7).In such cases e community

had bheen announced to the community the members were under obligation

25). Similarly, a person can not escape the obligation of pay-
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would try to proteqt 1teelf by prohibiting the emigrant under penalty
to reenter the town, Only when.he le:t outstanding debts hehind, |
¥hich he could not have collected before he changed his domicile, he
ws permitted to return, and then exciﬁsively for the purpose of col-
lecting these debts. If the community olaims that he would have been
gble to collect thése debts before leaving and he asserts that he ws
fﬁynable to do so, he will have to confirm this assertion with an oathea’

T Wen, at the time the tax was collected, & man possessed no
i

' . ready cash, he ws permitted to give to the tax collector, generally

Sy \the treasurers of the congregation, security., If this pledge was lost

‘f“the community was responsible, and the talmudic principle that "nelther

(ﬁxtge plefge nor the cash was at hand" could not be applied. If, on the
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other hand, hls pledge ves worth more than the obligation, the Jewish
: &ax collector was not compelled to sell 1t and return the surplus to
Ifhim. Payments were given and recelved in cash as well as = and not in-

ifrequently as it seems - in kind; trade-in-money was still 1n 1ts Dbe-
{ ginning &3 we csn see, and in this case the owner of the pledge was

tgé loser 9).

ﬂhﬁ¢gij Scherer (1.6, Do 529ff.) deecribes five different kinds of taxes,
by

Ll
3

of which the yearly contribution, however, 1ls of greatest ilmportance.
A form of indirect taxation was the paying of dutles and cust.ox;:ls vhich
must have assumed considerable ppoportions, especlally when we -Cone
slder that trade was largely in the hands of the Jews. Concerning the
other taxes our source furnishes little materilal,

As has been stated before, the home was not taxable property,
that 1s to say, as far as the yearly regular tax was concerned. For
the upkeep of the walls and.gates, however, a tax was paid from the

housess tall buildings were taxed more than low ones, because they
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attracted the enemy's eye 30). Neturally the Jews were drawn upon to
participate in the defense of the tow, originally in person later
on by contributions (Pr, 104)31). From other sources we learn of sime
ilar conditions in Regensburg from the year 1251, in K&ln from the
year 1252, while in 1255 "they contribute again 150 pounds Heller
for hiring soldiers for the protection of peace" in Hbrms.BQ).

Stobbe states (p. 39) that the Church demanded the tithe from
all soll owmed by Jews, on the basis that if these properties were

in the hands of Christians the Church would be entitled to thls revenue. :

Nothing, however, 1s sald about this obligation in our sources,
The irregular contributions to which the Jews were forced from

time to time were undeoubtedly much heavier than the yearly tax, Rdsel

remarks (p. 38) that in the middle of the thirteenth century only three

German congregations are knom to have paid 100 marks of silver or
more as their yearly tax, to wit the communities of Wirzburg, Strass-
burg and Worms, Concerning the extraordinary taxes, however, we gain
an insight form a remark in Resp., B.III, 58; p. 277, vwhich says that
if the ruler demands one of those taxes in which he asks for all they
possesa or one half, or an extortionate amount, not caring how they
managed to ralse it, then everything had to he taxed, even the

homes 33),

On the whole, however, the burden of taxes during the perlod with
¥hich we are dealing does not seem to welgh exceptionally heavy on
the Jews. During the reign of Louls the Bavarian (1314-1347 ) we
find ten communities who pay loo marks of silver and more as their
yearly tax. But that these exorbitant demands were not unknown to the
Jews of Germany even of our time, and long before, is showm in Resp.

B.II. 127f.p. 204ff,, which clearly indlcates the arbitrariness of
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the individual rulers 34).

It seems that the Jews did not resent, at the time with which
ve &re dealing, thelr regular financial obligations to the ruler but,
on the contrary, considered their contributions as due to him for the
protection granted them. At least this 1s the sentiment voiced by
R, Meir in Resp. L. 108 35), and we know him to be an outspoken and
courageous man, _

On the other hand they were not required to labor for the rulers,
as were the Christiah subjects, but were "considered as free men vho

had been compelled to leave thelr estates, but not to be sold as prop=-

erty, and this is also the attitude 62 the government ".36) This 1s
certainly no small matter if one bears in mind that the vast majority
of the country people were dnfree (villain) and on this ground re=
stricted in the most barbaric vays in numerous respects by their

guperiors 37).
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V. The Posltlion of Voman,

Gldemann 1) remarks that her jewslry and her garments are of
impobtance 1f we desire to Judge the position of ﬁoman. While this 1s
true it would he extremely difficult to geln an accurate 1mpreésion
concerning these two questloﬁa frdm the scanty materlal furnished by
our sources; However, ws find other 1ndic#tions by which we may_gain.
an insight into the position of the women of the thirteenth century,
The first question to be treated here 14 the question of divorce,
The Blbllcal leglslation laid; naturally, the foundation for a certaln
freedom in this respect. A perusal of our responsa shows an overwhelme
ing number of dlvorce cases, Of-course, it would be nonsensical to de-
duce from this fact that marriage in the thirteenth century was treated
1ight1y. It must be borne in mind that the Reaponsaa llteratﬁre gives
us & plcture of the 1rregﬁlar1ties of the various aspects of Jewish
life. At the same time, however, it can not be denled that the right
~of divorce, EEEESF“ in the non-Jewlsh world of those days, gave to
the;ﬁoﬁan aﬂ entirely différent position, especially as the talmudlc
permisslon to dlvorce a wife against her will -« which even 1ﬁ talmudic
times was more or less theoretical - had fallen into disrespect since
the decree of R. Gershom, In the thirteenth century thls decree had ap=
parently become the usual practice, and only in cases which; even today,
seem entirely Jjustiflied, was the permission given to the husbgnd to
divorce his wife agrinst her will, for instance vwhen their married life
ws a"widowhood during 11fe".2) | | | |
Neither was 1t the exclusive privilege of the man to reject the
connublal duties which usually.resulted in a dlvorce. Numerous responsa

deal with the question of the NTTIM, a condition which we would prob-

ably term today "incompatibility". This problem is already discussed
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and regulated in the Talmud. (Keth. 63b), but since then the regula-

tions had grow in number and complexity and R. Meir states that 1t 3
had become a very intricate ang puzzling problemj). |

!

f

i‘n’ N
- It is astonishing hov many cases of the refusal of connubial }f
rights came before R, Meir, and 1t seems .plausibe to assume that the E

comparative frequency of such cases in connection with the statement

PO tur e S S b g R

N TR R T SR 1

Just referred to, namely its growing complexity, indicates that the

woman. was conceded &an amount of individuslity and independence which

the non-Jewish woman never knew,
\ o

Only one case shall be quoted here, because it 1s the most liberal

higaetoris s ol et bl il e g

and instructive. The Tosafists did not compel the husband to give hig
4

wife a divorce when she refused the connubial duties » but in Reap,

B. III. 337, p. 285 we read that the husband is compelled to do so
immediately "lest the daughters of Israel fall into evil waya". 5)

e e, e [ T e e T -~
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The question then arose as to whether she was to receive the Kethubah

or not. R, Gershom had decided that she should receive the amount stlp-

ulated in the Bible, but not the additional stipulation which the hus-

T T i B TS A T W

band had promised in the contract (B. III. 338, p. 285) in order that
6)

e ey

T

the Jewish women should have a certain protection ‘. In this connec-

tion it 1s interesting to note that in B,III, 339, p. 285f. Maimonides

is quoted to the same effect 7).|But our editions of Maimonides read

TR YN T T T
At -

to the contrary, that she leaves without the Kethubah, being permitted
8)

[ Y e

only to tﬁke her used garments along ‘., So Maimonides' authority is

ety

claimed in favor of a decision which he had regulated to the contrary,
This fact may likewlse indicate that the legislation concerning women R

pmagmen i 2 vinalt s T .

had become more liberal since the time of Maimonides, because the #
. “ author seems to have quoted this authority from memory and in doing

( h\ u.} ﬁ\/@ o f!\,”'n.- i -( ’,f, h" yil g t‘ . .»}'—“{, fi"ihg.’.'-éfg,..?:‘_ ]( ‘ | i |
C

- y—



36

80 ws convinced that Maimonides agreed with him,

According to this Responsum then, the husband is forced to give
his wife a divorce, If necessary this regulation 1s enforced by chas-

tisement and physical punishment, to which the Rabbis of the thirteenth !

century seems to have occasionally resorted, a2lthough not every where

414 the Jeva possess oriminal jurisdiction (9] The returning of pres-
ents they had made to each other and even gifts received from their
mutual friends was apparently agreed upon by all the rabbis,

Oup author profests agalnst the susplclon that such a practice
might induce the Jewlsh women to take advantage of this favorable de;

cision, He 1s convinced that no Jewlsh woman will go to this extreme
10)

unless driven by utter necessity ., This remark conflirms the state-

ment made above (p. 34) that marriage was by no means treated lightly,

in spite of occasional annulments. The abrogation of the older prace

tlce, according to which a wife who refused marital duties was to lose

e A ety F"'"!"“'“‘“W": .
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a certain amount of her Kethubah for every week of her refusal, as also

i
|
!
i.
I

the wmlting of twelve months hefore she would receilve her freedom
(Keth, 63b and Pr. 261) show plainly that the position of women re-
garding the breaking of marriage had improved to an extent whlch even

our courts do not grant her,

The Rabbinical Synod of Narbonne had decreed that a husband
whose ¥wife had died during the £irst year of their marriage without
leaving a child, had to return the dowry she had brought him, to her
family. Later decisions added that if she had dled during the second
year of thelr marriage half of the dowry had to be returned (Pr. 934,
under the name of Sﬂsskind Kohen of Erfurt),

On the whole, R, Meir was very unwllling to decide that a wife,

even though she had committed & mrong which constituted a reason for
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dlvorce should be divorced without the dower to vhich she was entltled
through the Bible. He would only permit to divorce this wife agalnat
her will 11).- Only in case of a severe and repeated offense which, howe
ever, 1is not expressly named, he geve the permission to divorce her
without paying the Kethubah, But since we are not so much interested
In his personal attitude toward this qﬁestion as in the general'atti-'
tude, the mere fact that the rabbis who solicited his advice in the
matter were in doubt am to whether or no a secoﬁd verning vas necessary,
is indlcatlive of a very broadminded spirit prevalling in those days 12).

Beating one's wife was consldered an outrage., R, Meir states that
"among the non-Jews this 1s customary, but God forbid that a Jew should
commit such & erime". He gave permission to punish the offender most
severely, to excommunicate him, to impose & fine upon him and even
flog him. In case of repetition even to cut off his hand 132 in which
connection it may be mentioned that the Jews, in a few cities, were
given the right of executing criminal jurisdiction, The Archbishop of
Kdln, in a decree of the year 1252, reserved unto himself the right
of a final decision in cases of theft, assault, reslistance against the

communal ban, adultery with a Jewlsh or Gentlle woman etc,. A similar
14)

regulation concerning the Jewish ban existed in Wirzburg

In regard to the non-Jewish practice R. Meir shows himself to be
well informed, for the Hamburg Law of the year 1270 gives the husband
the right to chastise his wife, beat her and lock her into & chambenr
until she is willing to do her duty 15/,

A similar decislon is given'in Resp. Pr, 927 where, in addition,
the husband can be forced to give to his wife 2 divorce. If he does
not, subject himself to this regulation, the secular authorities may be

approached to enforce it 16). This remark shows with what strong dise
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approval this un-Jewish demeanor wes looked upon, as it was strictly
forbldden for any individusl to approach the non-Jewlsh authorities
for & verdict in a matter which could be decided by the Jewish courtlT).
Much consideration for the woman is also showmn bj the practice
of the husband usually settling in the home of his wife, He was not
Nﬂﬁ permltted to take her to a strange land if bhe ws unwilling to leave
ﬂ“”a homela). Even if the wedding took place in his home tomn usually the
n, Chuppah s in the house of the bridel9)the husband was compelled to
return with his wife to her tom to live 0), This vas the regulation
not only for nevly married people but general; no man could compel
his wife to move to a tom away from her home, much less to a foreign
country. Even if the new location was more attractive, ghe could not
be forced to go with himzl).
In one case, however, R, Meir decided that the man, although he

had pledged himaelf to live in the home of his bride, should not be

&it,ﬁheld to his promise. The reason for his decision is doubtful; probably
lig \Pecause the climate was harmful to him. But this declsion caused the
ri' ﬁisapproval of his contemporaries (Pr. 250 and 251).

yziﬁ ] In this connection it may be mentioned that the wife also had the
:ﬁgh}righm to insist that he ghould llve with her in a home of thelr owm
et 1T living with his mother or sisters ;2§ unpleasant, because of the

H“ "tact that his relatives insulted her.
i" “WL¢7hIt 1s natural to assume that there was good reason for such con-
slderate and liberal treatment of the women in those days. And indeed
we find that their chastity and tikustworthiness wes beyond reproach,
that is to say, If we neglect an occaslonal complaint concerning their
frivolity of vwhich we shall speak presently,

Three examples shall find place here. In & towmn (Rockenhausen)
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a number of Jews, men and wmen, had been taken captive, The rule ls
that a married womasn who has llved among Gentiles as a captive is to
be regarded as having broken her marriage vow, In our case, howsver,
R. Melr permitted all the wives to return to their husbands, although
proof which would have been sufficient for strict legal practice, was
wmnting 23). Naturally, we also find a wife who is not faithful to

her husband., Wile he 1s gohe on an extensive trip she commits adultery
wlth & non«Jew and then kills the child, But this is such an extreme
case that her own father is outraged to such an extent that he asks
the rabbis for permission to kill his dauchter with his own hands and

24
drown her, which permission is, of course, not given. ) But this

seems t0 be one of those extreme cases which we would today consider

preceding the plain statement of the father shows in our responsum,
And even in thls extreme case R, Meir is very hesitant about permitting
the husband to divorce her without giving her the dower. In his opin-
ion, the testimony is not dufficlient, and so he adménishes the party
not to be rash and permits only to divorce her, if necessary against
her wlll 25). In our third case a woman had gone with tvo Jewish
men, probably for the purpose of business, because the context showve
that 1t had been a strenuous valk. In a forest, where they had sat
dowm to rest, the two men overpower her, and now she comes and tells
the rabbls her atory. In this case also, she is permltted to return
to her husband, because her conf.ession s&gm that she was honest and
not at fault, He_r crying for help had? no'_c.,;been heard and there wereg no
vitnesses. The legal basis for this decj;si'op‘is' that there was no ne-
cesslty for her to tell of the incident, therefore we belleve her

26)

vhen she claims that she was not at -'I“_ault. . The fact that the women
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comes before the rabbis to make her. confeassion and tell the cese,
likewise indicates the prevalling purity of morals,

However, complaints about the frivollty of women were not lacking.
W hear that the present generation is a frivolous one 27’. Especially
the women of Regensburg seem to have been in & rather 11l repute con-
cerning theilr behavior toward their husbands 28]. One might be in-
clined to belleve that the peaceful conditions under vhich the Jews
were privileged to live at Regensburg (Ar. Reg. 448, p. 197) is mir-
rored in &' certain lightheartedness of the feminine part of the Jewish
population. But these complaints about frivolousness among the Jewish
women started in Biblical times with the prophets and continue to our
own days. One must not, therefore, attribute too much weight to such

remarks, especlally When the practice shows what sn elevated position

the Jewlsh woman was granted,

In spite of the principle uttered by R. Meir (See end of chapter),
the young women used to adorn themselves, So we learn that it ws the
fashion among the girls in the Rhine district to wear some hair ornament % :
(B.I.30, p. 8). The headdress was apperently an important item and some- : |
times preserved in the family from generation to generastion.(Pr, 880).
Amuletts were treded (Pr. 277) and seem to have brought & good price,
Corals are mentioned (Cf. Gidemann I. p. 215) (E:_;40) vhich word may

i also mean necklace, They were sometimes used to relieve headaches (see
”JR below, p. 56 )« One necklace is mentioned which is so valuable that
”L)FJWhen gold it provided a livelihood for & woman and her maid (Pr. 1006).
‘wkvééen fur is worn by the women (L. 427) besides other costly garments
(ibid., and Pr, 982) although numerous sumptuary laws forbade the wear-
ing of Jeweléy and restricted the right of wearing fur to the ladies

of knights (Bauer, p. 145ff,)




|

The keys were the insignia of the dignity of the German housevife,
Among, the Jewish women 1t wag customary to wear & key of "silver in
order to akold conflictas with the Sabbath laws, They were sometimes
made in the shape of an amulett (B, I, 29, p. 8: L., 206). The word
Tachshitim is mentioned quite frequently and seems to have been &n
iten of importance (Cr, 84, 290, L., 209. 359 a, fr.)
| The Jewlsh education of the women was badly neglected even then,
A girl who receives Kiddushin through a messenger - & not'infrequent
practice in those days when traveling was extremely difficult, expen-
sive and dangerous - (Pr, 586 and 1015) and is silent vhen the con-

fused men says "consecrated unto me" instead of "unto Reuben" is never

the-de~s lawfully marfied to Reuben, The fzct that she does not contra- .
dict 1s explained by her not understanding Hebrew 29 « In another respon-:ff
sum it 1sg stated that they do not understand what they say when they
give_sface after meals 30).

Early marriages are a rather frequent ocourrence and examples
are to be found in numbers in our sources 31). Arrangements were some-
times made by the parents when the children were still very young (B.II,
100, p. 196)32. and R. Meir tells us that he married his daughter off
vhen she was still a minor (B.I. 293, p. 43). Since in geveral of our
cases the father of the girl shows himself to be the one who is the
interested party there is reason to assume that the general uncertainty
and the lack of safety, especlally for unprotected women, was the
cause for this endeavor. At that time it must also have been very dif-
ficult for a woman to earn a livellhood; conditions of life were
very hard, .
| It ma the general custom of the father to give the girl g'dowry,
in oonformitj with the talmudic custom, This dowry consisted of cash
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in sllver or gold, of Jewelry, land, garments or probably a combina-
tion of 81l of them 33). In addition f.o this, 1t was incumbent upon
the father of the bride to prepare the wedding feast?l’Thm dowry waa
consq.dered an important matter and if 2 man had pledged himself to

give 1t, he was compelled to keep his word, even if it was not the

father but the brother who had promised to give his orphan sister a
dovry 35)

ing dice and if it was stipulated under the condition that he abstained |

« But it might be withheld 1f the groom was addicted to play-

from this vide (Pr. 933). Resp, Pr 442 states that it was customary
to announce the same amount of & dovry for rich and poor, 1h order
not to put the poor to shame 207,

Women who were occupied in carrying on trade were not unusual,
Wether they helped their hugsbands or worked independently, in order
to allow their husbandsg sufficlent time to study, does not become
clear. It 1s possible, however, that the Eastéxm European custom vhich
still exists dates many centuries back. In case of litigations these
women are permitted to confirm their claims by an o2th 37), a very
unusual practice (Cf, also Stammler, p. 37).

Concerning the regulation of 0 ¥ *9n the situation of the woman
was unsatisfactory even then, For we hear that men would use the posle
tion which the Biblical law gives to the U 1" in order to extort
money for giving them navhn (Pr. 30). In may even be that they
were, just then, taken advantage of more frequently, since R. Gershom's
decree, not yet very old, made polygamy impossible. In such 2 case
1t was permissible to make all manner of promises to the D 2" which
the Jewlsh court later on annulled even though he may have taken pos-

gsession of the property already. The court may also have recourse to

physical punishment 38) . But this regulation holds good only when “he
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tries to take advantage of the widow. On the whole, Yibbum is not de-
finitely discouraged, and if the B2" ig willing to marry her but

she refuges 1t seems to be the custém that she is expected to pﬁy in

39)

order to secure her freedom - ', The fact that the D2 nag sccepted

Christianiti hasg ng effect upon the Chaiitzah;'ﬁhich must, he'per- 14

40
formed even then .

Concerning two details of the Kethubah, however, the position of g |

the woman has'retrograded: the Kethubah 1s no longer raised from real

estate but only from movable property; then howsver even from objects %i

vhich the husband had given as presents to the children or to'outaidershllé;

But in case of a debtor who demanded payment, he took precedence over

the mdow 42) .

The writing of the Kethubah was not as serious a matter as that
of the Get., Sometimes the scribe 43)writea these formulas in one towmn

vhlle the document is to be used by people in a neighboring place,

mentioning the name of the place concerned 2nd not that of the city
vhere he had actually written it 44).

The custom of consecrating one's bride by means of & golden ring
wg already an established custom45). Then the first contract between
the parties wms effected money was glven to make it binding (Shidduchin),
Apparently thls money had to be of more than local value (legal tender),
for R, Samson b, Abraham (whose name, when abbreviated, has been mis-
taken for Solomon b, Abraham - Adret, Gldemann, I, p. 171) is asked
vhether the "Raimundensis" may be used for this purpose and anaswers in
the affirmative, stating that it has “acquiring-power! just as has the
signet ring in the Talmud “6). Probably the same conditions prevalled

in Germany.

W have seen that the women of the thirteenth century enjoyed an
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elevated and dignified position, If we mey take R, Meir as an exponent W

D T e

of his tlme we are justified in sayling that it was likewlse a sound
and healthy one, even though not quite in agreement with today's

TR

e et ?ﬁ;ﬁi'—h. S

practice. W are referring to his opinion expressed in a,responsum

vhere he pronounces & curse upon the women who has husband and does

not adorn herself and the woman who has no husband and does 47)
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?“ If the assumption is correct that in this case a question of sexuel

"' morality ws involved, 1t would also indicate that this offense was
a 1’.\"’\( /?bonaidered graver than any other. However, we have better proofcéf
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14). Cf. Scherer, l.c. p. 255ff, In 1331 we find in ¥¥rdlingen
the "Court of the Four", a court consisting of "four respectable, rese

1dent Jews" to whom is granted "the right of blinding, cutting off

of limbas etc. according to the system of Jjurlasdiction es the Jews of
Augsburg have 1t", The authorities are instructed to assist the Jews it
in executing these judgements. Mener Reg. No, 86, p. 36.

15). Stammler, l.c. p. 34. Also Bauer, 1,c. p. 107. According
to the Saxonian Law of the thirteenth cent.ufy the wife had the nine- |
teenth place in the law, God being the first; then follows the Pope (2), |/

the bishop (3), ...prliest (6), emperor (7) ...peasant (17)..woman and
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and girl (19). Following the shepherd and two German tribes comes,

at the end, the Jew . I am informed that a law on the Statute Books
of Massachusetts, and still not repealed,. glves to a husband the right
of beating hls wife with a stick not thicker then his thumb,
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Among the non-Jewvs in “ermany the plain people had the fﬁ

same custom, while the patriclans celebrated weddings in the city hall E;
B

or a nelghboring monastery (Bauer, p. 152), It may be probable that

B

T

the Jews imitated this custom, celebrating their weddings in the N*2 :
NVAN , referred to in Resp. Pr. 118 as l'?lrﬂ bw ANINA N2 |, Several !

cities had such & "Brauthaus", In Rothenburg it still exists and is

today called "Tanzhaus". Aronius (Reg. 634, p. 26T7) reports the purw
chase of a "Gemeindehaus" in X81n, "welches Splelhmus genannt wird",
vhile the Hebrew term is also N UAD M3,
20), B. II. 81, p. 189 mywmh by WY NTpa NOTRY LS,
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21)s Cr. 3&yhatynabds uh R AW T MR rw 953 a'm,
as'n 3% agan mm ‘9x1although & Tosefta states the contrary, R. Meir de-

cides to this effect, Thls 1s probably the outcome of the talmudic

regulation that if a man marries a girl saying ( ”_)r'JJ' ‘-'y ] that

he 1s poor while in reality he is rich this marriage is vold if the

woman 80 desires because she can say: "The shoe 1s too large for me",

22). Pr. 81,%% a.'-y:.\ hy a,():u?ou QORI NXYR Iean ‘i
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If a man had treated hls wife badly and contemplated divorcing her
and she had dled 1n consequence of this grief, the husbami did not
inherit anything of her property,Pr. 1000. '{hh& MM‘ ,'J.me "2 o
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L. 355, 389; B. I. 293, p. 43, B. II, 100, p. 196,
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Ii'l‘nrj' a4 « But even the marriageable age was very
young for present day conceptions, and this correspondence waa probe
ably carried on some time previous to that; not because of the expres-
sion 'l‘ula)m which only fixes the date because of a posalble mortgage,
but because the whole letter would be rather superfluous otherwlse,

33), The formula of the Kethubah given in Maimonides, Yad, Modn
Q12* Vi, does not specify the 1tems of the dowry, giving just a
lump sunm,
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which ghows that the general practice was different. Pr. 251 reads:
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867, where he (R, Jacob of Neumagen) sings for weddings.
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46). B. 111, 354, p. 288 hyUR )2 n TR R R 1y b
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Gddemann, I. p. 171 gives this explanation of the word. Du Cange,
Glossarium, vol. IV, p. 528, col 2f, explains it as follows: Moneteae
Baronum, Raimundensis, in nuncupata moneta Comitum Tolosae apud quos
Raimundl nomen frequens fuit." It 1s first mentioned in a Charta from

the year 1077, also in Papal decrees (1205 etc,) and retained this name

even after the county had become royal property.
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VI, Some Data Concerning Life in General,

The public safety in the Middle Ages was equal to nil, It is
natural that the Jews who traveled extensively experienced the dangers

. of 1life to an even greater extent than the rest of,the population, In
\.(u...

A

{: Resp. Pr, 251 this condition 1s termed Cherum 1),'and seems to have

been more dangerous than in France. Wole communities were forced to

emlgrate because of this lack of personal safety (L. 79, Pr, 841, 388), -

Journeying was particularly dangerous (Pr. 782) and when a person who
w3 lmom to be rich traveled, this danger was still greater (Pr. 251).
Robberies (Pr, 664; &, fr.) and murders (Pr. 371) were a frequent oC-
currence, the body of the murdered person'sometimes being dragged awmy
by dogs (ibid.). Not only 6ommon people but rulers robbed, although the
latter were largely interested in cash (B. II. 19, p. 146ff,), taking
even charity money away from the administrator (Pr. 196, 752). Resp.
Pr. 201 tells of a man who had hired horse and wmgon in order to travel
to a place elght days distant, but had to return, because there ws
danger "on account of the shepherda"e). This responsum 1s signed by
Semson b, Abraham (of Sens) who lived approximately between 1150 and
1230, The revolt of the pastorelli began in the year 1320, but thls
remark indicates that even in hls time the shepherds were a seditious
element, perhaps already incllned to hostilitigs agalnat the Jew,
Naturally the Jews were themselves affected by the crudensss of

conditions around them. And so we also hear of Jews who tried to ex
tort money from a group of coreliglonlsts through threats (Pr, 595),
and even & case of assault 1s reported (Pr, 383), 13, however, some-
thing very unusual, even though comﬁitted in rage. The fact that the

J aggailant drew hls sword would also go to show that Jews carried arms,

e,

. 8t least occaslonally. Even hunting occurred and in a responsum by Or
o
oA A .

PR L
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Sorua hls only warning 1s that a man "who hunts deer with dogs 1like
the non-Jews will not witness the Joy of the Leviathan" (B, I. 27, p. T),
‘but. he does not prohlbit hunting.

Playing with dice also seems to have been a passion indulged in
by many. In fact, some people were so little able to withstand the
temptation that they trled tp strengthen their will-power by vomws
never to play again (Pr, 493, 500), and even & teacher indulges in
this form of entertainment (Cr, 310; see ab. p. 17). The game played
with nuts was hardly more innocent since the winnings could amount to
very considerable sums, as shown in Resp. B. I. 94, p., 30, These win-
nings had to be returned because they were considered robbery (ibid.).

The general coarseness of the time also finds expression in the
not rare cases of has-ty swearing or vowing, which the rash person some-
times regretted:; as when he had sworn that a certain woman should no
longer be his wife., If he waas unfortunate enough to have a Sefer in |
his hands he could not be released from his vow (Pr. 120, 121),

Although we do find that in certaln respects observance of the
traditional law wag more rigorous in G'ermany than in France (cr. Pr.
221), Graetz overstates matters somewhat when he says (vol. VII, p.
157): MJeberhaupt waren die deutschen Juden viel skrupuldser als dle
anderen L¥nder und fasteten noch immer den Vers8hnungstag zwel Tage
hintereinander". But Resp. Pr. 76,upon which the statement is based,
apeaks only of one individual who used to do this. That it was not the
common, and certainly not the usual, pfact.ice is showmn by the fact
that he had to inquire and be given dlrections as to whether others
might prepare a meal for him if his second dry of Yom Kippur falls on
a Friday, which plainly shows that not allythe people kept two days

of Yom Kippur.
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The yellow badge was at this time st111l unknown in Germany it
seems. We £ind only one reference to it, and its author, Or‘ZOrua,
states that he saw it in France. The context shows that in his time,
at least, 1t was unknom in Germany. As 1s well know this decree
ws enacted by the Lateran Council of the year 1215. The chlef reason
stated in that document 133): to make impossible intimacies between
Jews and non-Jews under the veil of an error. But if one may ‘judge
from actual happenings this purpose at least was not accomplished,
for such relatlions between Jewlsh men and non-Jewlsh women continued
to exist and were not rare 4).

In most citles the Jews lived near the city wmll and were per-
mitted to empty the plumbing into the moat (Pr. 96, Cr, 178f. 236,

242 a.e.), whlle we know that in Wrzburg the Jews lived in the center
of the city and the non-Jews in the outer parts (Ar, Reg. 450. b. 198),
The synagog was, whether connected with a "community center ’

the "bridehousa » 88 has been mentioned before, or not, a center of
dﬁily 1life. The Chazzanim do not seem to have stood on a very.h;gh
educational level; at least many of them A4id not measure up to the
requirements of R, Meir (B.II. 94, p. 132). Since the community was
not alwys able to pay him a fixed salary, he was compelled to receive
gifts at wedding celebrations (Pr. 867; L. 112), The latter responsum
throws an interesting light upon conditions in Poland, Ruassia and
Hungary at that time, where, on account of financial need, the come
munities hire 2 man wherever they can find him who discharges the duty
of teacher, Jjudge and precentor. But whlle the average Chazzan pay

not have been highly endowed with secular and Jewlgsh learning, there
were some who took their office very seriously and we know of one

(Pr. 137 and Ar, Reg. 405, p. 181) who refused indignantly to be ine
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L(: and 1t was customary to endow the synegog with speclal chalrs for

Lid-

“l64 them which might not be exchanged for others even though they be bet-
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vested with thls offlce by the bishop and threw the crowm which sige
nified this act angrily upon the floor,

Attendance in the synagog was very good and at all times many
people were to be found there (Pr. 107). The building was usually lighte
ed by oll-lamps, but candles were likewise in use (L. 269: Pr, 223; |

] Bel. 299, p. 44). Paintings of animals were permitted asg adornmeht
(L. 496, Pr, 610) and their Machsorim were likewlse 11lustrated (Cr.

-J\ AN
% II. 97, p. 134). Boys seem to have had a section for themselves
/

ter than the original ones (Cr, 145). The synagog was the place of -

all public announcements, and even prospective sales of real estate

were made known there (Cr, 262, B, II. 238, p. 239)5)

iy
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Z f} Small communities would hire people for the Holy Days in order

to have a Minyan of their owm (Pr, 1016), Others would come to towm
for the High Holy Days and bring their Yom Kippur candles along with
them (Pr. 153). In thelr legisiatioh smell communities would follow
the practice of'the larger ones in vhose environment they lay (Pr,
383).

On the whole, howsver, the Jews lived 1n cities and not 1n the
country (Stobbe, p. 46ff,) and we find referenceg?%% cities in western
and southern Germany. It is apparently not untll the second half of
the thirteenth century that Jews with some form of communal organi-
zation are met with in northern Sermany 6),

Two interesting customs deserve to be mentloned. It was customary
for the boy as well as the,giri who married to receive‘a dowry. This
dowry consisted either of money or books, or, at least, one or several

sets of clothing 7) {
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The second custom was the practice of an endorser who pledged
himaelf for another's debt to eat one or two meals each day at the
expense of thig debtor, had he failed to pay at the proper time 8).
This means to compel a person to live up to his agreement had per-
haps deve10ped out of the custom of subtracting a certain amount every
week from her Kethubah when 8 wife refused to perform her duties.,

A number of superstitions are adhered to and show that efen the
rabbis wefe not free from these beliefs, The fear connected with the
reading of the TNJW 13 already 1ngr$ﬁﬁg in the people (L. 108).
Amuletts are worn as protection against the evil eye, as mentioned
before, and if written by an expert may even be worn on the Sabbath,

A headache 18 bellieved to dlsappear when the proper charm is pronounced
or vhen the head was "spanned"g), while Resp. Pr, 498 speaks of another
mysterious cure., People who eat between Minchah and Maariv will become
the prey of the angel of death (Pr., 10f,) The belief in communication
with spirits wes not unusual (Pr, 498), Another bractice which seems

to have been quite common was that of making a pilgrimage to certain
graves, R, Hayyim Paltiel expressed himself strongly against thils
custom, cleiming that it ws similar to eonsulting of the dead" 10)

He objected to it probably because it suggested too plainly the Christ-
izn pllgrimages or because any &ssoclation of praying before the
"Matzevah" was deemed improper, even the name, reminiscent of anclent
idolatry, being changed in the course of time, to "Ziyyon'.

\ Interesting light is ehed by our source material upon many other
aspects of Jewlsh 1life in the thirteenth century, as for instance: the
right to dwell in certaln cities and restrictions connectéd therewlth,

their costunes, apostasy and acceptance of Judalsm by Christians, coin-

age, the cost of living, thqir bill-of-fare etc, etc,

%
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The limits of a work of this character make it 1mpossible to
gven attempt a more detslled description of the general 1life of the
Jews, although our sources furnish usg with sufficient material to draw
such & plcture 1in almost every detall of communal and private 11re,
in its legal and domestic aspects.‘Therefore the preceding chapters
must suffice a&s a modest attempt at unfolding a picture of Jewish

1ife in the thirteenth century, of its great suffering and its
few joys.
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Notes to Chapter VI.

1), WU 0190 DAPD 100K nisoed wm taa mbub Lon AL

2). Pr, 201 YpW ]‘1’51 N0 U'C U Awh -{‘nm R | 7‘::1«2.‘)1
' py1 N |

3). Scherer, p. 42: "Ne igitur tam dsmnatae commixtionls excessus
per velamen erroris huiusmo_di ulterioris excusationis possint habere

diffugium, statuimus etc,"

|
|
%
|
|

4), Pr. 463 ceBIPS AR MY Ay fiysh nen g
5)e NI pMND 9PIP q0ME M2 0w wabn Soa ..
. .“)*y‘ﬂ “3w TN a7 yp P ‘)y WY W grh 53 %y néaon
6), Ar. Reg. 677, p. 283, Pomerania, in the year 1261; 686, p.
285, Brunawick, Lineburg (1263) and then more frequently, in Mecklenw
burg, Schwerin etd.
7). Lo 321 '@ vam uad [P %1 v eab uzgnre S
Pr. 1004 S FEY R RE LN ITES B ST MO I PR
Also Pr. 249, 285, 848, 985 a.e. This custom has survived among the
Jews of Germany until this.day.
8). B,II. 69, p. 182 p‘:ﬁy AN 9 et Nk W9 avae 9
P19 9 1 gme 5 nxa% W7 wrangh At MY erh A% praet
e wh sy 'I~v Gy mibos oo G933 o0 1Y yape
Similarly Pr. 83 a,e. %

9). This superstition is known here under the name of "Laying

on of hands", Resp. Pr, 55.
10). L, 164 nta ‘ay ‘[‘J‘*ll 0 9TRN Btk f1a by whaa wn e e

i S timre
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