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I. 8abbi Meir.1 ) 

\ \ 
\ ·: 

\ a' 

, 

Rabbi Meir ot Rothenburg, .."1'll.l.)Ul,l!I 'l'Jll<J ':.., l.'lil ll'>I» or abbre-
. ' 

viated )i1 .:Ll 11'1"1);1 a•'li'ln , descended from a father in Whom talmud1c 
. ,,----· __ ..,_..,,-.. ···-.. -··-·--·· ., ., ··•··'. 

erudition was cultivated. R.Baruch was a talmudic scholar and member 
--~,r-••·-----.. __ .. 

of a rabbinical court, probably in Worms. The tombstone inscription, 

Which is still preserved on his grave in Worms, speaks of him with the 

highest praise and mentions his piety and scholarship, his eloquence 

and popularity, and his intellectual acumen and physical spriness 

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

sa of R. Meir are composed during his life time and only comparatively 

few after R.Earuch1s 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

vanced by Back (p. 21) that R,Meir was buried in Worms because he tias 

born there is not quite conclusive, for not every Jewis~ community was 

permitted to have its o\m cemetery. Concerning his year of birth we 

have no definite information. According to Graetz (VII, p. 170) he 

tias bo,n in 1230; the same date is given by Frankel (Entwurf, p. 51), 

While Gross (in Frankel's Monatsschrift 1871, p.157) .states that he 
.,/ . {r \ f ,/f\l,. 
· ,. • · · · tias, as a boy, the pupil of R. Isaac of Vienna in Wi!rzburg, a bout 1230, 

•Ii •·i,"t 
' , 

' I f 

1,. ; \.1\ /0 

and in Graetz' Monatsschrift llB85,p. 375, changes his view stating 

that -he was born &bout 1223 and was in \Wirzburg about 1235, Back (p.87) 

is of the opinion that he was born in 1215. 

The essential fact, around which the fixing of the year of his 

birth centers, is the Zionide ;, t l'l UI "~ ,,:ILi , Which is recited on 

Tisho be-Av and Which is ascribed to him. This song was composed on 
2) 

account of the burning of the Talmud in France in the year 1242 , 

and the tone of it indicates that the author was an eye witness of this 

\ 1!1 ," ·,,1 

' ' 
' 

t 
I 

I ' 
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event. However, it would not be neoessary to aooept as the year of 

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

(

1

····:~iA denied that 1230 seems to be too late, in oonnection with the fact 

. Just mentioned. 
' ' ' ' ; !~ ) 

· . .1·/'rft~· Among his relatives we find a number of prominent rabbis and schol-
.. ·. U·[ ,:{ /'{. 

,t 

, ,:-' · ars. In his explanations to some Piyutim, v1hich are in MS in the Ham-

burg library, 

199), besides 

he refers to his brother Abraham (Zunz, Ritus, p. 195, 

frequent references to interpretations of his father 

(Back, p. 7, note l; p. 17). Two other rabbis, R.Joseph b. Meir and 

Rabbi Nathan 1he mentions aa his uncles (ibid.). Other relatives, whose 

names are more or leas well~known in Jewish history and Vlhom he mentions 

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

,.: [..{;JtHalevi, R.Judah Hakohen, perhaps of Friedberg, R.Menachem bar Natrona1 d ·"--~--...... ----. 
. · .. · . c of Wl!rzburg and many others 3). . 

! I / 

_; i i 

Part, at least, of hie earlier youth he spent in 11\!rzburg under 

the tutorship of R.Isaao of Vienna (Or Zorua). Later on he also studied 

in France. R.Joseph.of Paris, who took a prominent part in defending --------=..__. 
the Talmud before Louis IX, R.Samuel b.Solomon of Falaise, R.Samuel b. 

Menachem of Wilrzburg, and R.Samuel of Evreux Who lived 

were his teachers (Back, p. 2lff.). 

Although we know in which cities R.Meir lived and officiated as 

a rabbi, it seems impossible to ascertain in Which order he accepted 

these offices. He was rabbi 1n Augsburg, Kostnitz, Mainz, Ndrnberg, 

Rothenburg (ob der Tauber), Worms and 'W\'Jrzburg, although reference to 

the two last cities is made only by two of his disciples and may Just 

speak of a temporary stay of R.Me1r in· these places (Cf. Back, p. 39). 

" 

·'· 

I 

f: ,I 
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t: 
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,, 
' 

I
• ... ·.; ' ,, 

' ' 
d 

~i \ 
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Back, more or less arbitrarily, indicates the order as follows: Kostnitz, \ i 

\ I 

Augsburg, 'Warzburg, Rothenburg, Worms, Ndrnberg, Mainz (Back, p. 41). 
' ' 
< I 

I I 
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The question Why R.Meir's name has been attached to the city of 

Rothenburg is also not settled. Various scholars give different rea­

sons. While Wiener (Frankel's Mons.tsschr. 1863, p. 169 fn.) and Frankel 

(Entwurf, p. 51) give as reasons that it was his first rabbinate, 

Landshut (ii 1 l.l.j :t ',It.I)', p. 160) believes that it was either his 

birthplace or the city of his last activity (Back, p. 25). However, we 

know that in the year 1272 R.Meir lived in Rothenburg 4 >. If Rothenburg 

· •·
1 

·,i•!iwould have been his first position, only fourteen years would remain 
" . 

1 
, • during Which he officiated as rabbi in six different communities, since 

' ' ' 

>!:( his activities as rabbi ceased in the year 1286, in Which year he was 
' ' ' 

'} ' 
taken captive and imprisoned. If Rothenburg ns his last place of ac-

, I \ • 

, ·.?Yi'tivity, the same condition holds true and this would mean that he led 
I 

, u __ \:\
1

!'\ a rather migratory life, before he finally sittled in Rothenburg for a 

~ ,· 
1 

stay of fourteen yea.rs. It seems therefore plausible to assume with 
\ Ii, I ' 1 

. :i)/,J Back (p. 40f.) that Rothenburg was the place of his longest and ~erhaps 

,·.r;) most fruitful activities and for that reason his name is connected with 
I 

ii' ":\ ,,:',~, this city,. 
' : \ •·tj"\ 
1 '' t. While he was not officially elected or appointed as Chief Rabbi • 
I' I I ' {.,t !•,!I • ' 

· at least no conclusive proof has been assembled to establish this as 

a fact. he was recognized as the leading authority in all Jewish ma~ 
• 

tars. The flowery addressee at the head of some of the Responsa do 

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

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

i.\ even from Acre (B. II.108, p. 199).. (REJ vol.58 p. 58 to the contrary). 
').;✓ ' -·~ •• 

. ' '' i '··'-•
1
'l\ In one responsum (Cr. 108) we receive some information about his 

. l_ ·- . ' -~\,,"\A 
·, l? '· ~ . r y 

domicile. He tells us that in his house he has 24 Mezuzoth, both in 
I 
I 

0 /, the winter and in the summer-house. With the house was apparently con-
. . .. I' 

:, ) nected a Beth Hamidrosh and it seems that he had a considerable number 

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

. ' 

i
·:·! 

' ,, 
,, 
'' 

l:i' \J I 
•\ ' 
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'1 ~ n .l. l 'l lh :i. ~J ~ L "l'tfll "I 'In ',.)~1 . 

R. Meir was of great modesty~ Many addresses or signatures in 

his Reaponsa 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. lOff.) proves, conclusively, as it seems, 

that he avoided official meetings with his father in order not to re­

ceive 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 (Of. Yore Dea 240,7), 

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

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

in a decision which attracted Wide attention and from which R. Meir 

never Vtithdrew. (Pr. 250, L. 386). In his firmness he even went to the 

extent of opposing, or at least expressing himself against, the govern-

, ment. Vihi:le he acknowJ.edges the old Jewish principle of Samuel, that 

tr,"" 1J\>,1 H'J'1, 
i 

. r I 

;,\c·ommit robbery by 

h!3'. draws the line when the authorities attempt to 

taxing the 

then states that this is not 

Jewish communities exceedingly heavy. He 

N-~1l~aa-, ft'J"7 , but1ta1)\>:>, f S1tJ, (Pr. 
;) •' • I ' 

· " 708 a . e. ) • 

•!;·\/;11/·
1~\.1i'&)'rit~~ responsa we find no report of any tragic event in hie life. 

,:.\ 'c ,,v~ . 
\1 ·' J j 

/
1

1 Once, mention is made of a spell of sickness (B.I.476, p. 58, II.174, p. 

'., i i1.t 217, Cr. 315), but on the Whole we are entirely in the dark as to the 
•• \ ··.Y\ 

-. · · '·, details of his . career as well as to his family a.tfalrs. The tragic end 

of his life, however, throws a sha~qw of gloom over his last years. In 

'I 
'' '1 I 
I' I 

', 
t' ,, 
l' 
t' 
' ,. 
1' 
r 
,I 
' 

" 

•' 

'l 

I 

I 

J, 
I r 

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

plan is not exactly knor,n •. 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 'eighties in the 

Rhine and Ma in dis:t~icts. ·:Back, p. 68t'f.) c 1 tea another possibility , 

~l, 

t1i 
!\ 
I, 
I, 
' I 
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namely the imprisonment or R. Meir's son, concerning Whom we have no 

other knowJ.edge Whatsoever, and on Whose behalf R. Meir worked in 

order to obtain his freedom. Perhaps he pledged himselt for the 1500 

marks Which the imprisoned man had promised to pay. However, he effected 

an escape and R. Meir may have feared to become involved in serious 

troubles, even based on political suspicions (Back, p. 66). Probably 

this was only one more reason for him to seek elsewhere a peaceful 
. 

refuge for hie last years. 

On his way south he was recognized in a city in the mountains 

of Lombardy where he was waiting for the rest of the company to as­

semble - probably to emigrate across the sea to Palestine or Syria -

by a Jewish apostate who traveled with the Bishop of Basle. He 11as 

taken prisoner by Count Meinhard of Goerz on the fourth of Tammus, 

5046 (June 28, 1286), and handed over to King Rudolph who had him im­

prisoned (Back, p. 62ff.). 

There can be no doubt that Rudolph intended to extort as hiih a 

ransom for hie great prisoner as he could possibly obtain. But in 

addition to this he also was in~erested 

so much-to the Jews of Germany, and who 

in keeping a man Who meant ,1 
draw :;,, 

would probably/a large following } 

after him, Within the borders of Germany. He ~s probably held prisoner 

first in Waeserburg for a short while, and then in the "Tower of En­

sisheim" in Alsace. During the years of hie imprisonment the Jewish 
•. 

communities undoubtedly made every effort to obtain his freedom. They 

succeeded in making his life in captivity easier, and he was permitted 

to maintain contact with the outer world. In Vilsserburg His disciples 

visit him on Friday nights, When the group asse~es around the chim­

ney fire. 
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But all attempts to obtain hie freedom were fruitles■• Although 

the amount of _23 000 marks and, according to another source (Back, p. 

75ft.) the tremendous sum of 30 000 marks were offered to King Rudolph5). r 
. . 

While originally R. Meir decided that captives had to be ransomed 

even against their Will (Pr. 39, B.II. 1~8, p. 206 a.e.), he later on 
. 

decreed that exorbitant ransoms should not be paid, ind in all likeli-

hood adhered to·his decision even in his own tragic case, ~Pr. 78). 

He continued to ans\'1er questions submitted to him from other communi­

ties, and it le pathetic to read the ending of one which follows here: 

But what can I know, a 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, being outside of everything Which gives joy, 

a trodden-on threshold, once called Meir b. Baruch (Back, p. 84, B.II. 

108, P• 20). 

R. Meir died in the year 1293, after seven years of imprisonment 

(Back, p. 87). But even after his death his body was not handed over 

;,! 

-l I 
'I 

"' ·I I to the Jewish COIDP1unity for burial. Only fourteen years after hie death, , 
ii I 

in the year 1307, his body was given over for burial, largely due 

to the efforts of a greathearted Jew, Alexander b. Solomon.Wimpfen 

of Frankfurt a.M. Wimpfen'e only request 118.s to be buried next to 

R. Meir. 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 Will be made to give an 
c£ 

idea of the internal condit1onS"Jewish life from conclusions based 

on the Responsa of Rabbi Meir of Rothenburg. 

.11 

~ I i 
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Notes to Chapter I. 

1). This chapter is based largely on the monograph by s. Back, 

Rabbi Meir ben Baruch aus Rothenburg, Frankfurt a.M. 1895. 

2). In it we read: 1~1,r-, ''Jfl>i" ~):»'It ,:,,.~ :l.'l)t' 71,tl ,..,,,~ :J>t.\1t 

,.,,\Jll' 'll't:t.~ w,i»n ,.,,, 1"\y '~"' 1•"1111 ~n-u.> il~'l'l"' l'"' ~~ 1,f4cat ,)6~ .,.,.,,. 

Graetz (VII, note 5) asserts and proves that this, and not 1244, is 

the correct date of this event. 

3). Back, p. 18ft., Where also references. 

4). Resp. L. 310 (Pr. 92) contains a·question sent to R. Meir 
,---· 

to Rothenburg concerning a woman who, in the absence of her husband, 

had committed adultery. It is the only responeum Which contains a. 
,• 

definite date. i~ 1', 4'! l. ~)r h "l'.l 1l'JI\ #'ll • Thie is the year l:272. 

5). How large these amounts were becomes clear from Kruse, 

K8lnische Geldgeschichte~ p. 119, quoted in Ar. Reg. 694, p. 287. 

Kruse gives for that period (speaking of the year 1264) the value ot 

the mark as 43,66 marks ot our value. Even at this rate the amounts 
. 

offered were 994 180 or l 209 800 marks. But Lamprecht (Deutschee 

Wirtschaftsleben.I, 1453, note 3, quoted according to RBsel, p. 29, 

note 2) gives for the mark the equivalent of ~40 marks for the middle 

of the thirteenth century. Since the publication of the above mentioned 

works the rate of.exchange has increased considerably. 

. <I 
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II. Relations to Christians. 

l 

I 
r 
I 

' 

Scherer l)sta.tes that the Jews during the Middle Ages were rather ·.: 

hostile toward the whole of Christendom. And since the two mean~. of 1,.,,,.,j,t-J [} 

assimilation, namely the uniformity of religion and of nationality, · ~ 
were lacking, this fact in connection with·certain preJudices formed 

a gap between them and the Christian population Which could not be 

bridged over. So they were and remained strabgers and were treated 

as such. 

Without asking for the reasons behind this hostility and .with­

out making any attempt to account for it, the truth of this state­

ment can hardly be doubted. Nevertheleee the Responea of R. Meir of 

Rothenburg reveal to us any number of examples from which we might 

gain a somewhat different picture. Even in this, rather limited, mate­

rial we find so many instances of friendliness and intimacy between 

Jews and Christiane that they can hardly be waived aside as "excep­

tions 11
• 

In the Rhine district it was customary to bo·rrow, on the occasion 
2) 

of a wedding, large kettles from the Gentiles • Beer made by Gentiles 
3) 

was consumed by Jews, a custom which aroused R, Meir's surprise • 

In business dealings, partnership between a Jew and a Gentile ms not 

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

of the Jev,s m.e not based on fear of or s.uspicion against the Christian 

, ,\i''lpartner, but rather ms it the possibility that an oath might become 
•\.• ./ ,.(. 

·' '..f • 
•.·, ,;· tnecessary and the Jew be compelled to swear by the name of one of the 

.. --·-·····-·· . ·----- . ··------~---_,.,. 
Christian deities. But even thia objection is no longer valid, our 

•.C /•I, reeponaum eta tea, since the Christian Saints usually invoked are 

named after human beings, while the Bible only forbids mentioning the 

i• i names of other deities, 4) .Other undertakings in partnership with Gen-
., , .,. v' • t \ ., t:-V~ €1 , ., ,•. \_lJ) 

. \. t 'Y" . ~ t.i\.: • ' • . .. · \,u-. _j, t~-'·:\ . 

I I 
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tiles are mentioned in Resp. L. 401, Pr. 452, Cr. 242 etc •• 

"') It ie not surprising to :'ind Je'VIB even. then in the favor of high 

~~.\officials. According to Resp. B.=I. 52, p. 14ff. it 'tll!lB quite customary 

l,to honor princes with gifts S). One Jew is close enough to the queen 

·,;) to receive favors from her,inducing her to have some money coined for 

•,·1 another Jew, thereby raising the value of the metal (Pr. 903). 
- I ) 

• 
; {. /.--No . ' 

But the Jem have not only the confidence of high officials, which 

~- might be explained by the~r being intimated and at the mercy of these 
-- \ 

'officials, but also the confidence of plain citizens. A Gentile is de-

eirous to buy a precious vessel of pure silver and goes to hie Jewish 

friend. The latter is not in the possession of the desired obJect and 

offers to introduce his Gentile friend to a fellow-Jew. But he refuses 

to go and ■aye instead: "You go and buy it for me" - which the Jew does. 

The purchase takes place, but the incident is not devoid of a certain 

humor; for ~nile the deal between the Jew and the Gentile is satisfac­

torily conduc)ed, the Jew being contented with a ridiculously small 

profit and the Gentile raising not the slightest objection to the price• 

the second Jew takes advantage of his coreligionist 6 ) • 

. Je'WB \'IOUld keep and mtch over the belongings of Gentiles as., 1'? CL/ 

lJJ/t (B. I~. 62, p. 125) -and would, on the other hand, store victuals, 

such as cheese, in the houses of their Gentile neighbors, even violat­

ing .a religious command in eating the cheese after•rds (Pr. 214). A 

similar case of trusting \he GentiJe inrreligious matters ie also told 

concerning Rabbenu Sa;uel (Pr. 215). On the other hand the Je118 had 

not infrequently recourse to them. i'lhen a grain ,as found in a. fowl on 
r--......._ ... -~._ ·········-- -· .. --·-.., __ .,. .. •··~~-------··· 

Passover, or other things, making the food unfit for the Je118 to eat, 

there llBB usually a Gentile friend near at hand who would buy i.t from 

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

., II 

:t I 

'' 
'I 

JI 
ll I 

, 'I 

' i 
' i 
I II ,·' 
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quaint reminder of our own childhood-days they prove beyond a doubt 

friendly relations bet'18en Je11B and Gentiles in the thirteenth 

century. 

In litigations between Jel\'S and Gentiles the Witnesses had to 
7) be Jews and Gentiles • On the whole, 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, it is easier for the defend.ant than for the plaintiff to 

prove his cause, in civil as V!ell as in criminal cases. 

But sometimes a Jew 1'/0uld even be willing to recognimeGentile 

Witnesses in purely JeWish litigations (B.I. 284, p. 40; Cr. 245) 

and then would be held to his declaration even if it becomes manifest 

that the witness is bribed, 

At this time the Je'IIB of Germany did not yet live in a ghetto, 

separated from the Christian population, although the Bishop of Speyer 

as early as 1084 speaks of having severed them from communication 

With the other citizens and surrounded them with a 111.ll, for their 
8) 9) 

own protection, as he says • They lived in a street for themselves 

or even in a quarter of the city, but the division from the remainder 

of the tom by valls is as yet more or less fictitious, and contact 

with Christian neighbors exists, Vi& must not forget that it ms custom- !; 1,, 

ary during the Middle Ages for a certain social or professional or 
10) 

street for itself • But we learn of mercial group to inhabit a 
11) Christian neighbors , a condition which would sometimes necessitate 

the soliciting of their consent and cooperation 

of an Eruv 12). A Jew even contemplates selling 

for the preparation 

his share in a house, 

I I 

I, I 

i I 

\, 

'" I i \! 
\1' 
: ' 
' I 
' 
; I 

i of which is inhabited and oYi?led by a Jewish family, to a Gentile, be- : 
i I 
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cause he is badly in need of money. 

there is a possiblity of the Gentile 

The context seems 

moving into this 

to show that 

house.13) 

K
•·11 

" 
I ' 

[, 'I 

K.1 
&'1 

I jd1 
n spite of repeated enJoinders by various rulers and churoh dig- l" 

14) ~I ni taries, beginning as early as in the fifth century, Christian servants (. 

and wet-nurses seem to have been quite frequent in Je'71.sh houses (L. 150, r, 
Pr. 665 ,.e.), and they are even given. presents on Purim (L. 184). , 

Neither can it be said that life willed it so that, in spite of l i, ,! 
mutual keen ill-feeling, Jem and Gentiles 118re dependent on one another, t 

these occasional peaceful circumstances being mere1y·a concession to 

the necessities of life. 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 willing to take a false oath against 

a Christian With all means within their power from this plan{L.233). 

Even stronger ie the Responsum Cr. 246 in condemning false assertions 

in a litigation with a non-Jew. It is prohibited to take advantage of 

Christians and deceive them (Pr. 252), while R. Meir, in the follovdng 

responsum even goes to the extent of stating that one must not differ-

entiate between ~ >t, "11 ~ Ill \ t) and 

The broadmindedness of this attitude is to be marveled at. It 

seems to be justified therefore,on th~ basis of the preceding facts, to 

state that if one speaks of hostility., it ms not so much on the part 

of the Jew as against him, so that Scherer'e statement quoted at the 

beginning of the chapter vrould have to be slightly modified. 

But the relations between Jevs and Christians had still another 

side. Talmudic utterances,once used against heathen, are apparently 
15) 

still Justified • Resp. Pr. 140 reports that a Jew in whose house 

a conflagration had started ves al11B.ys in danger of being cast into the 

flames by the infuriated Christians 16). The Jew's body and hie property 
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were unprotected (Cr. 214) and it ve.a the custom of the high oftidials 

to "ask ten times s.a 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 impartial (Pr. 897). 

0onaider1ng these few sidelights only, and neglecting the bloody 

persecutions which ~lmost each year brought in its course, it would 

-already be intelligible that certain talmudic la,m, originally directed 

against the heathen, wer·e still maintained. It me forbidden to take 

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

in fact it v.as even prohibited, to call hie attention to a mistake 

he had made, whereby he had lost (Pr. 326, 803), or to return to him 

objects which he had lost (Pr. 951). 

Nevertheless, it seems safe to say, on the basis of the preced­

ing details, that while Jewry as a whole formed a strange body within 

the non-Jewish society of the Middle Ages, numerous cases can be cited 

which manifest mutual confidence, trust and even friendship between 

Jewish and non-Jewish individuals, a situation which, in principle, 

prevails to this day in all lands. 

' ' . " 

~' : 

i\! 
l 
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i 
I 
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l). Scherer, Die Rechtsverhe!ltnisse der Juden in den deutsch-

8sterreichischen I..e!ndern, Leipzig 1901, 

2). L. 117 :,-,, .. ,•\,r11Dfl/ r111,•JJ. 

p. 8. 
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5). Incidentally these gifts consisted of animals or fish that 

were unclean and therefore, ,,\n;,.,\ even 
I 

any use ( h JtJ,'t) of them 

forbidden. 

6). 

7). 

Pr. 842. Hotice the expression: • ••11tljllil', 29,.Y)'I •J~) 'l,-,JJf '1Jl1 

Cf. for the following Scherer l.c. p, 290f. 

8). Stobbe, Die Juden in Deutschland vihrend des lfiittelalters, 

1866, p. 177: "collectos igitur locavi extra communionem et ha.bitatio­

nem ceteru.rn civium et ne a pejoris turbe insolencia facile turbarentur 

muro eis circumdedi "• This motive for their separation, namely to afford 

them greater protection, is also voiced in an edict of the fourteenth 

century (W1ener, Regesten, p. 230, no. 98, of the year 1371). 

9). Pr. 666, 'O .. ,)il•il .lrn-», Ar. Reg. 748, p. 315. 

10).Stobbe, l.c. p. 176f. 

ll). Cr. 158 llY>J"., "13'1'Jt '))\ Ut'l "l)>,111 ll)'C"l, Pr. 1011 'lflfl /~1Jt") 

• • •• l.:t 1'1~» py1111 ll'lltU ~'!i 'llh p, JIJJ1~, Cr. 276, 277 etc. 

12).B. I. 334 p. 52, Pr. 428.-Stobbe l.c. p. 177 also comes to the 

conclusion that occasionally Gentiles liven in the Jev1sh quarter, 

13). Pr. 970,,, 'jf -,.s ,,,, ... .,'t' y 'i .,h~I [n,,,,mJ "JJ', .. ,~}'),hf/ .. ,,~., 1-v 1~5 
To deprive a. Jew of contact with Christians is even used as a fine or 

a threat, Ar. Reg. 430, p. 190, 44o, p. l94r. 

I
L 
" 

'· ' '' 



14 

14). Stobbe, p.173; Ar. Reg. (for our period) no. 460, p. 202f., 

of the year 1233, 1~63, p. 204f, from the year 123~ a. e. 

15). Ps. 144 applied as adage to the Gentiles in L. 86. Gddemann, 

Geschichte I. p. 170 n.5; Pr. 35 
( 

21 )I l1 ' b J 1t b 1,,) b ,ht, J?:r • 44 a • e • 

16). This attitude of the populace is not as outrageous as.it ap-

pears at first elance, the fire-hazard being appalling since the houses 

in cities were constructed of wood and covered with straw and shingles. 

,.he first stone house built in Berlin '\'88 erected in the year 1388, 

Cf. Bault%', Die deutsche Frau in der Vergangenheit, Berlin 1907, p. 141. 
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III. Occupations of the Jews. 

• 
The foremost occupation of the Jev.s during the Middle Agee ms 

- that of financiers, or money lenders.The history and development of this 

profession has been so adequately described by Neumann in his Die Ge-

3chichte des Vruchers in Deutschland, that little can be added. From a 

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

while the Church had repeatedly forbidden to her followers the lending 

of money on interest, beginning with the Church Fathers Augustinus, 

Ambroeiue and Hieronymus (Neumann l.c. p. 5) the Christians did not 

entirely abstain from this profitable business. Not al'I\Sys did the 

Gentiles borrow money from the Je'WB, the opposite also 'I\SB the case, 

and quite .frequently, as it seems. Resp. Pr. 409 mentions a Jew who 

had given sec~rity to a Gentile, other references to the same or similar 

effect a.re not rare l), while in B. II. 159 (p. 213) Christian money 
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r,: 
an exclusively Jewisg business. The importance of this financial mediator-(• 

lenders are explicitly mentiontd. So even the lending of money ms not 

i' 
ship of the Jews during the Middle Ages is pointed out by Neumann (p. {,: 

299ff,) and thB.t those who accepted their services, at least someti~es, 

appreciated these services is ehom by the fact that Gentiles brought 

presents to 
' 2) 

the Jews when they redeemed their pledges • 

It is riat11ral to asaum~ that ti•!t.., t,he Jews bad still a coneide:ra.ble 

f, 
t 
I r: I 

i 
t·1,' 
I ' ,. 

I \ I 

share in the commercial pursuits of the country. The crusades had brought ( 
! ' 1-· about a noticeable cha.nge in this :respect. The crusaders learned the 1:' 

mys to the Orient and also established business connections, thereby 

making the mediatorship of the Jem more or less su~erfluous. 

Frequently we hear of Jem who are on extensive trips, a.l though 

the expression ti ~:a JIJ..,P can not al mys be ta.ken literally 3) • 
' 

Export to Poland is mentioned in Resp. Fr. 885. Such trips sometimes 

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

' • 1: \ {.1,,,, ;1' fe! t ') ' . ,.,,.-
" ':f Yif 1,_1.,,\,1.A· (,1),,1'€1.~- 4;,r;l, > 1.c., · 

• 
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in furs and KBln Tas the prominent market place for this article as 4) . . . 
well as tor rool • Salted fish likewise constituted a commerciable 

article (Pr. 898). The ll!Lter1ays wre frequently used for transporta­

tion (Pr. 775, 898). 

The references to export- and wholesale merchants, honver, are 

not very numerous. As a rule the Jevs were, so it seems, more small 

merchants,as appears from the petty litigations dlth wll.ich our material 

deals to a large extent. They were peddlers l'!.nd brokers. In the former 

capacity they often established a 

boring toms or villages, called 

sort of clientele in one of the neigh-
5) 

J(, J 1 ,y n • Cone erning the ,If .. !J , ")'" 

certain customs and regulations existed, as appears from Pr. 815, which 

might not be changed.. This responsum sho113 that it vas considered unfair 

to do business in the :.>r- .. a ,.,~JJ of someone else (ibid.). Merchants ot 

N~nberg were likewise mrned and prohibited from transacting business 

in another tom (Pr. 952). As a rule tradesmen of one city had to abs­

tain from trading in a tom 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 a small basis involved the 

paying of duty and customs, as each city had its own sovereignty in the 

majority of cases. A "Jew who vas familiar with the roads and the customs 

officer sometimes succeeded.in saving this expense, but on the whole 

this ms a rather dangerous practice (Pr. 901). 

Frequent mention is made of the l::, 1 ILi who sometimes travels all 

through the country and make1 his living in this capacity (Pr. 952, 

Cr. 123, L. 308). He too receives remunerations which are often larger 

then his efforts deserve (Pr. 952). References to the -, J::1 \n , however, 
' 

are so numerous 6)that one can not help but marvel at the Je\'\B of those 

days who, in spite of their hard lite, considered learning or such par-
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amount importance, at a time when the art of reading 1188 so rare and 

the art of writing 1188 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 

rather made the contract that the teacher should forfeit his salary 

if he vas found playing dice and refused to pay when he discovered 

the teacher doing so (Or. 310). Other disagreements arise when the 

teacher or the pupil take 111. R. Meir is usually on the side of the 

teacher (Pr. 85, 385, Cr. 2, L. 157, 205 a.e.), and places him in the 

category of the ~ y l..t • 

It is plausible to assume that there exiated Jemsh tailors, al­

though o~ material furnishes no reference to that effect, bakers of 

whom mention is made in another document (Ar. 719, p. 299t. a.e.) and 

innkeepers (L. 68, B.I.68, p.27). lit find goldsmiths and dealers in 

precious meta.ls (Pr. 879, 1010) and, or course, physicians (Pr. 498, 

B. I I I •. p. 318). A tanner is merit 1oned · (Pr. 880) and a handicraft which 

is not specified, but for the practice of which a man is Willing to 

pay in order to exclude a competitor (Pr. 677). 

A rat.her unique occupation for a Jew is that of fencing master 
8) 

reported in B. III. p. 285 • R, Meir considers this occupation of 

some importance because it protects the man who masters it. At the 

.time we see from this that JeliB must have car:tied arms, in spite '" 
-: 

1
••• same 

---~......_,,~~----:d 
of the regulation expressed in the "Sachsenspiegel ", according to which 

I) 

'-I .t'.. 
1 

• Jews and priests were not supposed to carry arms, les& they deprive 
1 ( r ,..,, .. 

''_f:hemselves of the ''Land.frieden", the king's protection. But it seems 

that the Jem were not unfamiliar with the use of arms, for they may, 

according to the "Soh1&bensp1ege1 11 challenge Christians to a duel, al­

though they were not compelled to fight thie duel personally but may 

. .. 
' :·,1 
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some tmes hire a proxy (Stobbe, l.o. p. 153). The duel ,es aleo a means 

of pro\ing one's cause, as were ,dtnesses, the oath and documents. 

Sc herer~otes tho old regulation (L. o • p. 291ft. , p. 311) : "1111 a bar 
\ 

,,, ein cristen man, ez muz ein iode mit im kemphen ". Je• did carry arms 
r \ ~--

} .. { and partici~ted in the defense of their city when necessary • 
l. \ 

_
1
,;ti The frequ~;1t me~tion ~f h~rses and also that of cattle (Cr. 181, 

\ . 

\:}:['--182 a.tr.) 110uld\lead us to believe that farming and agricultural pur-
'i ....,,,.---------------=.. 

J.. 
)'' suits in general "Were not as rare among the Je\'IB 
t 

,~. to 
• .•. Q. 

~'t' by 

think. Horses are omed by Je11B (Pr. 579, 902) or bought and sold 

them (Pr. 575, Cr. 253, 254, 255), which in Nl!rnberg ms one of the 

fit r . . 
~.; 
r· Ii• I 

I:. 

r\ 

i 

,·, 
[,' 
fi i 

!i1lJ privileges granted to them (Stobbe 1. c. p. 65) , 19hile they 1'18re restrict- k 
(•: 

_Ii ad along other lines of trade. 

~ · They owned real estate,besides their homes, in the purchase and 

(~· sale of :.hich they ere often restricted and were quite proud of such 

a possession (Cr. 211) because the majority of the people did not possess 

ground (Cr. 134). Real estate ?as apparently not taxed, and where it 

~{;,,\l'ms taxed, the rate ,as lower than that on movable property (B.II. 128, 

. p. 206; 141 p. 210) lO). They possessed orohards and vineyards _(L. 213; 

,-,1··-·Pr. 152, 941), sometimes in partnership with a non-Jew (Pr. 452). They 

'r Jlrequest information concerning the la11B of 'j!l.'1 'JllJ and b 'Jf ~.) 

farm-(Pr. 442; Pr. 152).But besides the restrictions placed upon them, 
l)·· 11) 

ing ms the occupation of the poorer class (Pr. 941) • 
;, 
6 f . 
i In other sources we find a number· of references to various kinds 

of real estate om.ed by Je~, besides their homes, as a mill (Ar. Reg. 

482, p. 212) which would account for the fact that 118 meet several grain 

dealers (Pr. 818, 997), an orchard (Ar. Reg. 612, P• 

(Ar. Reg. 356, p. 158) and land in general (Ar. Reg. 

259), a vineyard 

386, P• 172). The 

trading in 'l'dne constituted a livelihood for eome (L. 165, 196; Pr. 787). 
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So we do find the JeWB in the thirteenth century busy in vari-

ous kinds of trades and handicrafts, in_spite of the numerous restric-

tions placed upon them, while they were not by any means the only 

ones who loaned money on interest and ~~re frequently preferred to 

Christian money lenders, as for instance by Bernhard of Clairvaux 12>, 

\,, 
: ,1b . ' 
Ii" 

t ! 'l ~ 

P• 189): to penalize the Christian usurers would be equivalent to 

t> 
r:·· while the latter were so numerous that Pope Innocent III says (Scherer, [( 

closing the churches. 
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IV. Taxes. 

The position of the Je1& duz:ing the Middle Agee could be compared 

with that of a savings bank. They "8re closely mtched and guarded, 

some,..,t,imee granted a certain measure of protection and even certain 

K~I 
L \I 

K" 
("' 
t•: ' 

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

late and then to empty the savings bank. 

The question of taxes therefore takes up much room in our source 

material and ms naturally of the greatest importance to the Jews. 
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?hen a Jewish community had formed itself in a tom, this community \ 
· 1) i:, 

had then to pay taxes. R8sel describes the probable development of a \;,: 

particular Jewish tax as follo11S: Originally the king may have used 

some pretext in order to deman•money from the Je11B. If he granted them 

protection against attacks by the population, or if an individual ,e.e 

accused of"a cri~e, the community ms 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 RBsel (p. llff.). But Rashbam (Baba Bathra 55a 

to 'Jl'1'~ 'J "'b>-J J1=>1'7l) speaks already of tJJ.V~ :Jt.!S]' 1->.J and in ex­

plaining uses the same language which we find in Resp. 930 (see below 
2) note 61.) , which is unmistakably the echo of conditions during his 

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

twelfth century is an established institution. Besides this regular 

tax, which the emperor ms sometimes compelled to mortgage to local or 

States authorities, extraordinary contributions continued to exist 

(RBsel, l.o. p. 14). 
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The amount of the tax to be paid by the Jewish community ,ns, accorti-(: 
I 

ing to RBsel(p. 21) fixed by the king or his official in an agreement 

with the community; but RBsel points out that the expression "agreement" 

'· \, 
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(convenc1o) Which 1s used 1n the documents ia hardly correct since the r~.[l 
,~.-
~~ I 

Je11B had little choice but 11ere probably compelled to accept and to ra11e~;; 
''•.if! the amount 1mpoaed upon them. On the other hand, 1118 have documents, 

which, at least on paper, concede to the Jews some influence 1n the 

assessment of taxes·· of those Je11B mo have just recently moved to the 

city. A document or' the 'year 1262 (Ar. Reg, 716, P• 287f,) states that 

1n Augsburg two Je11B ·and two Christians sha.11 state the amount to be 

- paid to the king by recent immigrants. 

In our source material this tax 1s .called "the fixed tax", b>.2~ 
}) 

:Jl:l7'n , the king raising a fixed amount every year from the whole 

_ community. 'l'o be distinguished f,rom the regular tax is the I~ f"II •>J 

- "ltrwhioh 1a called an extortion and robbery, but not ltll 13',,,7 ~J""7 , 
4) . 

law of the government • Correspon~ing with the royal official, the 

community had a body to whom the distr1but1ng of the quota Ms en-
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trusted, as described 1n·,a responsum by Rabbenu Joseph Tob Elem (L,423). ) 11 

l" ' 
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 the~ '."8X1s·te.d.J 

considerable variety (Pr, 995). Nevertheless, several regulations were 

commonly adhered to. 'l'ihen an individual ,as assessed a certain amount, 

he vas compelled to pay 1t but 

the body, usually the ', hJ>.h 

WlS permitted to appeal after'8rda to 
, 

".):11.t 
1 

'1 .. J i1 It. This practice ,as neces-

sary, otherwise endless arguments between individuals and the community 

would have arisen (1b1d. and 708, 716) 5), Resp, Pr. 995 presents such 

a case, 

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

the author1t1es, this quota MS d1str1buted 1n such a ,ey among the 
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' 7 members of' the community that each "pound" of' money in the possession 

of' a person, or its equivalent in merchandise, ,es taxed, and taxed 

as high as ,as necessary 

930, 941)6 ). Real estate 

in order to arrive at the assessed quota (Pr. 

ms, as a rule, not taxed. Joseph Tob Elem, 

(ibid.) 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, '10uld constitute !: :: 
~~ 

an injustice, because the harvest is exposed to the changes of' the t"' 
r, 

weather and frequently stolen by the ruler. The vintage requires much 

care and yields little profit and can therefore not be taxed in the ,,: 
~•~ I 

le' 
same my as trading or money lending, which can be pursued without i•: 

I' " 
effort and is more ·profitable 7>. Similar conditions prevail in Germany (::; 

\" 

according to the Responsa B.II.128, p. 206 and 141, p. 210:. However, 

only the home is tax-exempt. If' a man owns several houses, 

stitute his source of income, he is compelled to pay taxes 

which con­

on them B). 

In exceptional cases, communities may have had the custom of paying 
. 

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

Not, al 1Bys ,as th~' individual assessed his· quota, sometimes the tax 

,es raised on the basis of a self-estimate (B. II. 127, p. 204) 9), oc­

casionally confirmed by an oath (RBsel, p. 42, Pr. 992). 

Besides soil, working tools 11ere tax-exempt (Pr. 941), because 

they furnish their owner the means of livelihood. Thie responsum men­

tions several agricultural tools , thus furnishing add1 t tonal proof' 
,, , ,'· . . : .:· . 

that Je11B 

L ground is 
I ·, ./ '\ r ._, 

f'ollo"'8d agr.icultural·, pursuits, but it also states that 

lees valuable than movable property for wh1c~ there alv.ays 
' .i 

- 1 · exists a possibility of 
' \., I :, 

sale. For the Jem of .the Middle Agee movable 

~---- \ property vae, naturally, more desirable bees.use they Mre able to turn 
1 it into money or take it ~1th them whenever they 11ere forced to leave 

or flee, while real estate '918B of' little value under conditions then 

·:, , .. 
,•: , 
I ; 
:i 
I 

I 

•· 
', 

' :\ I 
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existing. Books were liknise tax-exempt (B.II, 127, p. 204, 128, p. 

206). 'l'brking capital, even if loaned out had to be taxed and only un-

collectable accounts wre free (L. i:,5, Pr. 941). 10) 

The "pro capita" es naturally different in the different com-

~i 

1 
~! !'I 
'ii 1, I,, 
\'i I 

'~\· ! I 
~:'II 

f" 
1\1: 
:\11 

HI 

M: \\1 

munities. In Friedberg the quota ms :, Peshitim (Pfennige) to the ~kuk [;: 

(silver mark) which they considered a rather loi• rate (B.II. 127, p. 204)1,! 11 
1-: II 
~; JI 

The minimum portion· Ylhich ms taxd.d ,as a silver mark, but it seems that !lti 
,: \ I ,, this limit m.s too severe because some people who omed this amount 

11) 
were yet compelled to rely on charity (L. 130) • Teachers and scribes 

were tax-exempt not because of the profession which they pursued but 

because their income vas lol'i'ar than the taxation limit. Howver, this 

limit vas raised for them, and their possessions *P to two silver marks 
12) 

were not taxed (L. 131) .servants wre classed in the same group 

with scribes and teachers, as far as this tax limit ,as concerned, al­

though one 'VIOuld hardly be Justified in extending this identification 

omer cash in addition to his domicile, or a teacher, scribe or serv-

ant more than two silver marks, the mole possession ,as taxable, not 

only the surplus 13>. 
Another group exempt from taxes wre 14) 

minor orphans , while 

the "man of leisure" (better perhaps "the unemployed") J) .:,-,.,~ who 

in the Talmud is freed from tax paying and only required to participate 
15) 

in the communal burdens, has to pay, though a lower rate of, taxes • 
Only men he ms a pauper and the king had sent him a document of 

exemption ms he released; this is the only example where an individual 

might forego the payment of taxes with the community, on the basis 

of a governmental decree. 

The date on which taxes had to be paid 1\IB.s apparently not the 

i:\•11 
;;: 

~.", I I 
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' ' same in the entire country. RBsel (p. 43tf.) enumerates various dates 

on which, in different communities, the taxes became due, although 

the ruler, pressed for money, may often have demanded payment betore 

it ms due (ibid. p. 45). The Friedberg community paid on Chanukkah 

- (B.II. 127, P• 204). 

~1th the exception of the groups enumerated above, every individ­

ual had to pay taxes regardless whether the secular authorities had 

released them from this obligation or not. To be sure, many individ­

uals endeavored to obtain tax-exemption from the authorities on the 

- basis of personal connections. But the general regulation that the 

community accepted the obligation of paying the tax as one body, in 

partners hip, )) '" 11, '1J !:r. , and not the members individually, vas strictly 
16) 

enforced • The legal basis for the prohibition to make personal 

- , arrangements then vas , 
-,,,.,( 

that a partner may not J,_ea~he partnership 

· 'without the consent of the party of the second part 
17) 

• The reason 

'\'"'•t~s probably lS) that a reduction ot the originally assessed amount 

.t•,rvas hardly to be expected, even after individual members were released 
\ ,, 

~ of the duty of paying their share, and so the other members of the 
1 ) 

hi h tha t first 19 • At the community 1\'0uld have to be assessed g er n a 

Synod of Mainz (July 1223) the rabbis decreed that those who had con­

nections at the court could not free themselves trom the tax 20 >, and 

in the Responsa of R. Meir tro examples are cited ot rabbis who refused 

to take advantage of the royal privilege granted them 21 >. 
However, the decree of the synod did not settle this question.· 

A lew decades later R. Meir expresses himselt very definitely and cour­

ageously concerning this point and flatly declares that the government 

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

decree is not to be considered lawf'ul but robbery, and the indivi~ual 

' " 
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has no right to avail himself, of the governmental exemption 22>. 
Only under one condition does R. Meir pe'rmit individual arrange-

I I 
J ' 
l I ' 
• 11 I 11 
11·,1 I 
~j' 
~f:: 
l't' I 

,:; 11 

ments, namely 

the case, and 

\· Tlhen it is age-old practice in a community. If that is k~~ 
t, ~ I 
L. 

if all the members paid individually and not collectively,!;;:: 
~\.' I 

then the individual can not be forced, against his will, to change this ;ijl 
23) 

practice • 

In all other cases, ho11ever, the community pays collectively. 

Persons Tlho have petitioned the ruler, or to whom the ruler granted 

tax.-exemptio~of his om avoord and without any effort on the part of 

the individual, are not within their rights, and even if their share 

is returned to them by the government, they are not permitted to ao-
24) 

cept it, but it goes to the community fundB • 

Another question of importance: ?hen does the obligation to 

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

,,t had been announced to the community the members ll8re under obligation 

although the quota had not as yet been distributed among the tax­
, • I 
, I 2 ) 

-,,.\ payers 5 • Similarly, a person can not escape the obligation of pay-
.... ·f (l, ., 
. ..f:,1•lng hie share by emigrating from this tom after this obligation is 

. '~ 26) •· •"' }once incurred -
r 

It occurred, however, that people moved outside of the city limits !; 
,.,. 
I 

~t in order to avoid paying taxes. This ,as legitimate, if it ms out-

-.,,:--side of the )'liW n l llh • It seems to have occurred quite frequently. 

~ : \:;--~is regulation, holl8ver, that people who lived a mile distant from 

tom were not under obligtion to pay taxes held apparently good only 
! '·, 
:·'., )'when the tax ms paid to the local government, a prince or a church 

... _ { ,, .,r .~ 

~ dignitary, who often offled these revenues. But when the tax 1\9.B paid 
'hr., 
i '\. to the king, the Jem of the neighboring places liknise had to pay, 

i . even to a distance of eight miles 27 ) .In such cases tlle community 
r . 

,· 
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\' 
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' ' I. I 
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would try to protect itselt. by prohibiting the emigrant under penalty 

to reenter the tom. Only when he left outstanding debts behind, 

whioh he could not have collected before he changed his domicile, he 

es permitted to return, and then exclusively for the purpose of col-

' f I I 
f 
\I 

! I , I 11 
ii l1I 

t) I 
r: ! I 

i ,\ ' 

f.11 

i:: 
~·I 
F1

1

1 

j\ I 

h ,1 

lecting these debts. · It the community olaims that he would have been !\ :: 

able to collect these debts before leaving and he asserts that he ,as I!,: 

, , unable to do so, he Will have to confirm this assertion with an oath28). ti 
.r/(•,/ ~.\I 

.~. /'.i · Yihen, at the time the tax ,as collected, a man possessed no 
i ' 

1 \ ready cash, he ,as permitted to give to the tax collector, generally (::, 

.(.,· \ the treasurers of the congregation, security. If this pledge ms lost i::: 
~/- 1 \ the community ms responsible, a.nd the talmudic principle that "neither j-:! 
1

·- ~\, \t9-e pledge nor the cash me at hand" could not be applied. It, on the !'.: 

1-·ri.t '\other hand, his pledge me 1'/0rth more than the obligation, the Jewish j!,'. 

;''~ !tax collector m.e not compelled to sell it and return the surplus to !' · 
/_I/) I l 

ihim. Payments were given and received in cash as 11811 as - and not in­
k·~· ,, 

\ ,frequently as it seems - in kind; trade-in-money ,as still in its be-
-t \ ' 
1,,1.f SiJllling as we c1,,n see, and in this case the omer of the pledge 111.s 

\ 1 .. ,l;~i loser 29 ) 
1 • .... the • 

- \ .l I ' 
'l. •·•l•:' ;;{ 
,. ( '\:·· .r •, 

Scherer •.Cl.o. p. 529ff.) describes five different kinds of taxes, 
\\ 
' of which the yearly contribution, however, is of greatest imports.nee. 

A form of indirect taxation ms the paying of duties and customs 11hich 

must have assumed considerable pi,oportions, especially when \'18 ·con­

sider that trade ,as largely in the hands of the Jel!S. Concerning the 

other taxes our source furnishes little material. 

As has been stated before, the home ms not taxable property, 

that ls to say, as tar as the yearly regular tax ,as concerned. For 

the upkeep of the ,alls and gates, ho11ever, a tax WlS paid from the 

houses, tall buildings wre taxed more than low ones, because they 

f. 
I 
I 
' I 
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I 
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' attracted the enemy's eye 30). Naturally the Jell'B were dram upon to 

participate in the defense of the tom, originally in person later 

on by contributions (Pr. 104) 31 >. From other sources we learn ot sim­

ilar conditions in Regensburg from the year 1251, in KBln from the 

year 1252, while in 1255 "they contribute again 150 pounds Heller 

for hiring soldiers for the protection of peace II in '\'brms. 32) • 

Stobbe states (p. 39) that the Church demanded the tithe from 

all soil omed by Je'l'IS, on the basis that if these properties were 

in the hands of Christians the Church muld be entitled to this revenue. r I 
Nothing, ho,vever, is said about this obligation in our sources. 

The irregular contributions to which the Je'l'IS ware forced from 

time to time were undeoubtedly much heavier than the yearly tax. RBsel 

l.- I 
\ r :,:· 
!:'; II 
,,. '. 
~l, I 

11' ( 
:. , 
'··1 
~:1 
~·- !:: 
;:;! 
·: '." remarks (p. 38) that in the middle of the thirteenth century only three i;i 

German congregations are knom to have paid 100 marks of silver or 

more as their ye111rly tax, to wit the communities of ?i!rzburg, Strass­

burg and "arms. Concerning the extraordinary taxes, hoY1ever, 1'18 gain 

an insight form a remark in Resp. B.III, 58, p. 277, which says that 

if the ruler demands one of those taus in which he asks for all they 

possess or one half, or an extortionate amount, not caring how they 

managed to raise it, then everything had to be taxed, even the 

homes 33), 

On the whole, however, the burden of taxes during the period with 

which we are dealing does not seem to 1'18igh exoeptionally heavy on 

the Jem. During the reign of Louis the Bavarian (1314-1347 ) 198 

find ten communities who pay loo marks of silver and more as their 

yearly tax. But that these exorbitant demands were not unknom to the 

JeYIB of Germany even of our time, and long before, is shom in Resp. 

B.II. 127t.p. 204ft., which clearly indicates the arbitrariness ot 

~ II 

'. 
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the individual rulers 34). 

It seems that the Jem did not resent, at the time With which 

we are dealing, their 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 is the sentiment voiced by 

R. Meir in Resp. L. 108 '5), and 11e know him to be an outspoken and 

courageous man. 

On the other hand they were not required to labor for the rulers, 

a.a 1'18re the Christian subjects, but were "considered as free men who 

had been compelled to leave their estates, but not to be sold as prop• 

erty, and this is also the attitude~! the government 11
•
36

> This is 

certainly no small matter if one bears in mind that the vast majority 

of the country people wre unf'ree (villain) and on this ground re­

stricted in the most barbaric 'll!lys in numerous respects by their 

superiors 37 >. 
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~.·~. •• o >:Jil JJ:J "'111.0) U7't!l..:&t.JJ' IJJ'Jhfl/1 which ?10uld mean that of~~ 

ficial communication to the community had not been made yet, but the 
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,,.
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amount ,as knom, having perhaps previously been fixed for several 

, yeare ahead. (Cr. 121 ••••. 
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,•;, )I( 'D~,yl. 7'-" n'2'411~ b,t '".) \n~il 1y 6 -,, U.l'J .. ~, .,.,:, 1" :,6.,~ "Jin 

The exprese.ion: ~~41l,,., ,., J,\)tb'lj '11 ,y ,\,,~ Z,1'11J1 7~~'- b"JJ11J 

C1'Ji1 110uld confirm our interpretation of Resp. 0r. 111 in the preV• 

ious note and the assertion made above thi.t the official announce­

ment marked the beginning of the obli!&tion. It is on the 6'-'ll ~ \ ,,.., 

apparently, that the decision depends, and if the collection of the 

tax ware meant, the verb till or /1'1) 1'10uld probably have been used 

as customarily (Pr. 106, B,II, 139, p. 208 a.e.). This responsum 

seems to date from the Interregnum, if the words I ',>y.!l 7\• h'/1411~ may 

be interpreted in this manner. 

28). B. II, 140, p, 209 'illp'9 ltll Y ',!l)fl 7'"1' ',1 'J.11~_,._,., 
,.,. 1-'Jr, ',71' ~ ..,,~ bJ.)' 1t411 -,11 ,r a 'i' l7!1. '11l'a 'J'.9,, 7t1 ,,, • ., ,,., ',.)a,,. 11,1 •J•.1 

tt"tr .lf:f"fl} ti,~,, 11Jt b.hJP" 'a'l)-p bll» Jt.S" ,~~,to, ... C.t1-p11 "''T ~"~ 
.. ,~ iy .. l'lJ ~.) .!I. 11 h ,.,~ lt"fl)~ l."\11 :uu.9 ~, ,,.,,i~ ,,!l>h ,\y:& ,,.),, {I)~ 

~J~ a9 bb 11.h~ b"i .. 'h ""'' ,;uu bM>lj P~"~ bk'l ,,..,,,-1,,. bJt1~1' 
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. ···"" lh7J 111'> l"'"' .,,,~~pr, 
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,.n,»n 1''1"1''11''1 ,n\y" ',40~ ,.,,,_.) 11~fl1n,-. ti,.,,,.,,, 11l'k .,\\!1,1~ 

•,',jl.tlll) h)J n 1" C,-.,i Jtl:t 17 >:o~ ]>~ ll)1'JiJ ,~ ,.,,/UJ ~·¥' )•~,.:&~ 
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. ·1l.)IIJ Y:1 );JllW l .. l. ~,,~ 11\)-1 r:i. 7'>n', r'Jf 11,)"17' , .. l. 

30) • B. III. 57, p. 276 ,t,t, tJ>f '1h .,.,~ ,,~1 ltllb ,•K a.rl 
a•Jtlh }" ,,, Jh', ,r •,c,, :-., .. .,,..,&.,., :,•.-.,',-r)1'1 ,,yt, .htnn rJ.:. 7._14&', 

B. III. sa, p. 216 r, ._ ... .,.!L .,,,..," T"'''," ••:, .. :s., •:~.:a..,.~~, 
1
":LM'l' l'b>, .,_,,.., l,~w , , • r,n at;tJO :tt •a', •111,n-,,, 4,Jt'J pt', 7 6IJI 

''b'ffll1 b"'h1'1tJ J\1J/'ln 1.)t 11·>, ... ,~ ,,,. w~ b'1" :.icu ~!L 21 •JJtUf/ 

k '4'1~n /" I"" l'"' .,'f !I. 

32). Ar. Reg. 582, p. 248f, 586, p. 249 62~ p ~6~ a e Cp ' t:, • ,:; .:: • • . 
also Stobbe p. 39. 

33). 0 l''-'" 'kh ,,r ) :,', .,.,, ,t ',~ t j Jt"'1 ~_y,-, '1&1 ,- a r.- ~:J.e,t .,, 

ti .. ~:i~ JU·~,.., ,,n J"UJI' ,__.~,N'•'"1'" 1"Jf>1 IU.lll u·"·,, ~,;,t bl.)b'IV 

34). Dh~ r,rllJ b'•11l. ',J,J11~ JJJ':a', ')ti~l."1''17l. t~)'lri1 OJI' i>Jl 

n~p t"" la",l", b .. ,, .. Y.I ,111-::,£,,Ji7 ,~-"'!I.,~.) )i1a?J ltth 'illtr.) ';t~.,, 
• ,1/11 ,~lh ,.1'1~U1 }'"~ U)~', .__.~ '"'1'', 47"1~ '>fD t, If~,,. tl'O'-'~ 

35)'!' L. 108 ~)CIJ ""'11-,.g~ .111\yil~ IJ'01' ]111:J 7;a:i ~~t"'.) ~-'I 
•, ", 0 "JI:, l>J b ',• .111 \ ,. ~ J ,ll \11,b .,., ,'7 h., .. ,, tl1 

36). Pr. 1001, Cr. 6, L. 313 ti •J,J.)rJ a,)•)( o•-r111·n DJl ••. 

1~11,1 HJ) 11n~ tJrl'1 X'~Jt b'l"l1J,:;J o·,,~411 l)J., 0114' o,,,, ~.).l., ~"'h.n,,~ 

.,J\.tilll J,l.)~n~ l'' ,1.y :1,"1~111:7 \.,.)»l *~ .. a:,~b)J>1 l"l'7•&lJ r.,,,, •Jj. 
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V. The Position of Vbman. 

G~demann l) remarks that her jewelry and her garments are of 

impontance if we desire to judge the position of woman. '\'bile this is 

true it would be extremely difficult to gain an accurate impression 

concerning these two questions from the scanty material furnished by 

our sources. However, we find other indications by which we may gain 

an insight into the position of' the women of the thirteenth century. 

The first question to be treated here is the question of divorce. 

The Biblical legislation laid, naturally, the foundation for a certain 

freedom in this respect. A perusal of our responsa sho118 an overwhelm­

ing number of divorce cases. Of course, it would be nonsensical to de­

duce from this fact that marriage in the thirteenth century v.as treated 

lightly. It must be borne in mind that the Responsa literature gives 

us .,a picture of' the irregularities of the various aspects of Jewish 

life. At the same time, however, it can not be denied t~t the right 

of divorce, unknom in the non-Jewish world of those days, gave to ,-·----~-
the_ woman an entirely different position, especially a.a the talmudic 

permisaion to divorce a wife against her will - which even in talmudic 

times wi.s more or less theoretical - ha.d fallen into disrespect since 

tho decree of' R. Gershom. In the thirteenth century this decree had ap­

parently become the usual practice, and only in cases which, even today, 

seem entirely justified, 11Rs the permission given to the husband to 

divorce his wife ag~inst her will, for instance when their married life 

ms a "widomood during life"• 2> 

Neither ms 1t the exclusive privilege of the man to reject the 

connubial duties which usually resulted in a divorce. Numerous responsa 

deal w1 th the question of the ~ 'T.,1>!) , a condition which we would prob­

ably term today "incompa.t1b111ty 11
• This problem is already discussed 
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and regulated in the Talmud (Kath. 63b), but since then the regula­

tions had grown in number and complexity and R. Meir states that it 

had beoome a very intricate and puzzling problem3>. 
It is astonishing how many cases of the refusal of connubial 

rights came before R, Meir, and it seems.plausibe to assume that the 

oomparative frequency of such cases in oonnection with the statement 

Just referred to, namely its grow1.ng complexity, indicates that the 

woman ,as conceded .an amount of individuality and independence which 

the non-Jewish woman never knew. 

Only one oase shall be quoted here, because it is the most liberal 

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

wife a divorce when she refused the connubial duties , but in Resp. 

B, III, 337, p. 285 198 read that the husband is compelled to do so 
5)· immediately 11leat the daughters of Israel fall into evil wiys "• 

The question then arose as to whether she lBs to receive the Kethubah 

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

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

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

the Jewish women should have a certain protection 6). In this connec­

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

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

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

only to take her used garments along • So Maimonides' authority is 

claimed in favor of a deoision which he had regulated to the contrary. 

This fact may likewise indicate that the legislation·concerning 1'/0men 

had become more liberal since the time of Maimonides, because the 

'author seems to have and in doing 

(h\£\rJ hvft~,,( /._,;_fvi( .. ; I 
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so 18B convinced that Maimonides agreed with him. 

Aooording to this Responsum then, the husband is forced to give 

his Wife a divorce. If necessary this regulation is enforced by chas-
,, I

i·, 
tisement and physical punishment, to which the Rabbis of the thirteenth 1 

! . 

century 

did the 

seems to have occasionally resorted, although·not everywhere 

Jews possess criminal Jurisdiction <9! The returning of pres-

ants they had made to each other and even gifts received from their 

mutual friends ms apparently agreed upon by all the rabbis. 

Our author protests against the suspicion that such a practioe 

might induce the Jewish \'/Omen to take advantage of this favorable de­

cision. He is convinced that no Jewish "WOman· will go to this extreme 

unless driven by utter necessity lO)• This remark confirms the state­

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

in spit, of occasional annulments. The abrogation of the older prac­

tice, according to which a wife who refused marital duties 188 to lose 

a cer~ain amount of her Kethubah for every 118ek of her refusal, as also 

the miting of twelve months before she V/Ould receive 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 which even 

our courts do not grant her. 

The Rabbinical Synod of Narbonne had decreed that a husband 

whose Wife had died during the first 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 died during the second 

year of their marriage half of the dowry had to be returned (Pr. 934, 

under the name of s&skind Kohen of Erfurt). 

On the whole, R. Meir 189 very unwilling to decide that a wif'e, 

even though she had committed a JU'Ong which constituted a reason for 

( 
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divorce should be divorced Without the dower to which she me entitled 

through the Bible. He would only permit to divorce this Wife against 

her 'IV1.ll ll). Only in· case of a severe and repeated offense which, how­

ever, is not expressly named; he gave the permission to divorce her 

without paying the Kethubah. But since we are not so much interested 

in his personal attitude tomrd this question as in the general atti-

tude, the mere fact that the rabbis who solicited his advice in the 

'' 

' 
r !11 
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l, : ~ 
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• matter were in doubt ae 

is indicative of a very 

to whether or no a second mrning ffls necessary, : i! 
broadminded spirit prevailing in those days 12). i 11 

ji ; ! 

Beating one's wife ms considered an outrage. R. Meir states that 

"among the non-Jews this is customary, but God forbid that a Jew should 

commit such a crime". He gave permission to punish the offender most 

severely, to excommunicate him, to impose a fine upon him and even 

flog him. In case of repetition even to cut off his hand 13? in which 

connection it may be mentioned that the JellB, in a few cities, 11'8re 

given the right of executing criminal Jurisdiction. !he Archbishop or 

K8ln, in a decree of the year 1252, reserved unto himself the right 

of a final decision in cases of theft, assault, resistance against the 

communal ban, adultery with a Jewish or Gentile 

regulation concerning the Jewish ban existed in 

woman etc. • A similar 
...u_ b . 14) rurz urg • 

In regard to the non-Jewish practice R. Meir shoYB 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 a chamber 

until she is Willing to do her duty 15). 

A similar decision is given in Resp. Pr. 927 where, in addition, 

the husband can be forced to give to his wife a divorce. If he does 

not subject himself to this regulation, the secular authorities may be 
16) 

app:i,oachad to enforce it • This remark shows 'IV1.th WMt strong dis-
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approval this un-Jewiah demeanor ma looked upon, as it 111.a strictly 

forbidden for any individual to approach the non-Jewish authorities 
. I, 

for a verdict in a matter which could be decided by the Jewialt court17>. '.: 
~ ·i 

I 

V)' 

Much consideration for the l!Oman is also sho111 by the practice 

of the husband usually settling in the home of hie wife. He 1\El.a not 

permitted to take her to a strange land if she ms unwilling to leave 
18) 

home • Even if the viedding took place in hie home tom - usually the 

Ohuppah me in the house of the bridel.9)the husband v.e.a compelled to 

return with his wife to her tom to live 20). This ma the regulation 

not only for newly married people but general; no man could compel 

his wife to move to a tom avay from her home, much leas to a foreign 

country. Even if the new location W:ts more attractive, she could not 
21) 

be forced to go With him • 

In one case, however, R. Meir decided that the man, although he 

bad pledged himself to live in the home of his bride, should not be 

,, ' 1-. held to his promise. The reason for his decision is doubtful; probably 

I
U.(,1c.4 

~-v·( \tecause the climate ms harmful to him. But this decision caused the 

1;i .. ,:t c1isapproval of his contemporaries (Pr. 250 and 251). 

,Jr •. right to insist that he should live with her in a home of their om 
1/"~'I 111} 

f _,· if living with his mother or sisters 11Els unpleasant, because of the 

f,
~l;\l'-1 . 2 2) 

l,~,d'
1
' f':.~t that his relatives insulted her. 

·,,!/.': · ,.~\Cv1-..It is natural to assume tha.t there ms good reason for such con­

siderate and liberal tre•tment of the women in those days. And indeed 

we find that their chastity and ttnlstworthinesa ,as beyond reproach, 

that is to say, if 198 neglect an occasional complaint concerning their 

frivolity of which we shall speak presently. 

Three examples shall find place here. In a tom (Rockenhauaen) 
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a number of Jews, men and 1'/0men, had been taken captive. The rule is 

that a married woman who has lived among Gentiles as a captive is to 

be regarded as having broken her marriage vow. In our case, however, 

R. Meir permitted all the Wives to return to their husbands, although 

proof which would have been sufficient for strict legal practice, vas 
23) 

enting • Naturally, ?le also find a wife who ia not faithful to 

her husband. llhile he is gobe on an extensive trip she commits adultery 

with a 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 

drown her, 

for permission to kill his d.au~hter w1 th his om hands and 
24) 

which permission is, of course, not given. But this 

seems to be one of those extreme cases which we would today consider 
1: as a matter of pathology rather than crime, as the explicit description JI!! 

preceding the plain statement of the father shows in our responsum. 

And even in this extreme case R. Meir is very hesitant about permitting 

the husband to divorce he~ without giving her the dower. In hia opin­

ion, the testimony is not dufficient, and so he admtnishes the party 

not to be rash and permits only to divorce her, if necessary against 

her will 25). In our third case a 'IIOman had gone with two Jewish 

men, probably for the purpose of business, because the context shom 

that it had been a strenuous mlk. In a forest, where they had sat 

down to rest, the t,,o men overpo111tr her, and now she comes and tells 

the rabbis her story. In this case also, she is permitted to return 

to her -husband, because her conf_essio~ s\~~ that she vas honest and 

not e.t fault. H~r crj:ing for help bad no~ ... been heard and there were no 

vdtnesses. The l~gal basis for this decision is· that there ms none­

cessity for her to tell of the incident,. tiiere:t:ore v:e believe her 

when she claims that she 1\8.s not at 'rault 26 ). The fact that the woman 
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comes before the rabbis to make her confession and tell the case, 

likewise indicates the prevailing purity of morals. 

However, complaints about the frivolity of women were not lacking. 

We hear that the present generation is a frivolous one 27). Especially 

the 110men of iegensburg seem to have been in a rather 111 repute con-
281 ce:rning their behavior tomrd their husbands • One might be in-

I ' 

' ~ 

clined to believe that the peaceful conditions under which the Je115 

were privileged to live at Regensburg (Ar. Reg •. 448, p. 197) 1s mir­

rored in a' 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 

om days. One must not, therefore, attribute too much weight to such 

:remarks, especially :.hen the practice sho1\IS what a.n elevated position 

the JeWieh woman vas granted. 

' ( I _,.· 

In spite of the principle uttered by R. Meir (See end of chapter), 

the young women used to adorn themselves. So n learn thEtt it ma the 

fashion among the girls in the Rhine district to qar some hair ornament 

; 
. ' 

: (B.I.30, p. 8). The headdress ,as apparently an important item and some-

times preserved in the family from generation to generation.(Pr. 880). 

Amuletts were traded (Pr. 277) and seem to have brought a good price. 

~ Corals are mentioned (Cf. G~demann I. p. 215) (L. 140) which word !118Y 
.~• 1, ,, . .._,_., 
v;·,\ 

I also mean necklace. They were sometimes used to relieve headaches (see 

"fl; below, p. 56 ) .. One ):'lecklace is mentioned which is so valuable that 
1
~~-~,t,"'.'en sold it provid8d a livelihood for a woman and her maid (Pr, 1006), 

Even fur is worn by the women (L. 427) besides other costly garments 

(ibid. and Pr. 982) although numerous sumptuary la11B forbade the wear-
• 

ing of jewelry and restricted the right of wearing fur to the ladies 

or knights (Bauer, p. 145ff.) 
I. 
'i 
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The keys ware the insignia of the di~nity or the German housew1te. 

Among the JeWish \'/Omen it ms customary to 'flear a key of silver in 

order to a•oid conflicts With the Sabbath la'IIB. They were sometimes 

made in the shape of an amulett (B. I. 29, p. 8; L, 206). The V10rd 

Tachshitim is mentioned quite frequently and seems to have been an 

iten of importance (Cr. 84, 290, L. 309. 359 a. fr.) 

The Jewish education or the 110men ,as badly neglected even then, 

A girl who receives Kiddushin through a messenger - a not infrequent 

practice in those days when traveling ms extremely difficult, expen­

sive and dangerous - (Pr. 586 and 1015) and is silent when the con­

fused man says "consecrated unto me" instead or "unto Reuben" is never-

the-a.era lawf'ully married to Reuben. The re.ct that she does not contra-

' ' 
' I f 

' \ ' 

' ' 
' 

29) , ·, 
diet is explained by her not understanding Hebrew • In another respon- , '\ 

sum it is stated that they do not 

give grace after meals :,0). 

Early marriages are a rather 

are to be found in numbers in our 

understand what they say '!'/hen they 

frequent occurrence and examples 

sources 31 >. Arrangements were some-

times made by the parents 'When the children wre still very young (B.II. 
32 

100, P• 196) , and R. Meir tells us the.t he married his daughter off 

when she 1\8.s still a minor (B.I. 293, p, 43). Since in several of o~ 

cases the father of the girl showe himself to be the one 'l'lho is UM 

interested party there is reason to assume that the general uncertainty 

and the lack or safety, especially for unprotected women, ,as the 

cause for this endeavor. At that time it must also have been very dif• 

ficult tor a woman to earn a livelihood; conditions of life ware 

very hard. 

It ,as the general oustom of the father to give the girl a do1'1l'Y, 

in conformity With the talmudic custom. This dowry consisted of c~sh 

1 
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in silver or gold, of jawalry, land, garments 
33) · 

tion of all .of them • In addition to this, 

or probably a combina-

it ,es incumbent upon 

the father of the bride to prepare the 
34) 

'18ddine; feast. This dowry WlS 

considered an important matter.and if a man had pledged himself to 

give it, he ms compelled to keep his ll'Ord, even if. it ms not the 

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

dowry 35 >. But it might be Withheld if the groom ms addicted to play­

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

from this vice (Pr. 933). Resp. Pr 442 states that it ma customary 

to announce the same amount of a dowry for rich and poor, in order 

not to put the poor to shame 36 >. 
lbmen who were occupied in carrying on trade l'l8re not unusual. 

'l\hether they helped their husbands or 1VOrked independeptly, in order 

to allow their husbands sufficient time to study, does not become 

clear. It is possible, however, that the F.astfl'n European custom which 

still exists dates many centuries back. In case of litigations these 

women are permitted to confirm their claims by an o~th 37), a very 

unusual practice (Cf. also Stammler, p. 37). 

Concerning the regulation of i1 ~ .. ~n the situation of the 110man 

vas unsatisfactory even then. For we hear that men \l\'Ould use the posi­

tion which the Biblical law gives to the lJ .l." in order to extort 

money for giving them ~ .!! ~ 7 n (Pr. :,0). 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 a case 

it vas permissible to make a.11 manner of promises to the n.l. .. which 

the Jewish court later on annulled even though he may have taken pos­

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

physical punishment 38). But this regulation holds good only 'l'lhen ··.he 

i,: 



tries to· take advantage of the Widow. On the whole·, Yibbum is not de­

finitely discouraged, and if the l:J.i" is willing to marry her but 

she refuses 'it seems to be the custtm that she is expected to pay in 

order to secure her freedom 39) ~ The fact that the· ll .:i." has accepted 
. . 

Christianity' has no effect upon·the 
40) 

formed even then • 

Chali tzah, which must be per-

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

the woman has retrograded: the Kethubah is no longer raised from real 

objects 
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estate but only from movable property; then however even from 

which the husband had given as presents to the children or to 
t 

outsiders41! ~ 
But in case of a debtor who demanded payment, he took precedence over 

the Widow 42). 

The writing of the Kethubah ms not as serious a matter as that 

of the Get. Sometimes the scribe 43 )writes these formulas in one town 

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

mentioning the name of the place concerned end not that of the city 
44) where he had actually written it • 

The custom or consecrating one's 

ms already an established custom45 >. 
bride by means of a golden ring 

lhen the first contract between 

·~ 
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the parties ,as effected money ms given to make it binding (Shidduchin). ; i\\l 

Apparently this 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, Gademann, I. p. 171) is asked 

whether the 11Raimundensis II may be used for this purpose and answers in 

the affirmative, stating thRt it has "acquiring-power" just as has the 

signet ring in the Talmud "6). Probably the same conditions prevailed 

in Germany. 

'Ila have seen that the l'iOmen of the thirteenth century enjoyed an 
'II 



elevated and. dignified position. If we may take R. Meir as an exponent 

of hie time we are Justified in saying that it ms likewise a sound 

and healthy one, even though not quite in agreement With today's 

practice. ll3 are referring to hie opinion expressed in a reeponsum 

where he pronounces a curse upon the 1'/0man who has husband.and does 
47) not adorn herself and the woman mo has no husband and does • 
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-•• 119-, Jl1~.,JI~ 1,,,.,,,,, JUJ!I. 

6). B. III~338, p. 285 ,r'~~ :J!a),1,.) lJSb~./1 il\ /'JJJtJ rJf'l ~u_, .. 
,,:,~ ,\'~.,. ".)•;, .. J :,~ r1.111J ',-i,,c., !t'il.,. -~· :.,,, "·J.V' ,J~.,, 

.,, .. pih:, ~lf"ttlJ' JIJJ.l. 

7). B. III. 339, p. 286 tJI' 
1

IV"T ~lh'T IJ"~J'' at.>n 
1

).)).) ~~tr.• 

••'>/ b ';1.) ~ tt"l"1" ;,tJl. '"" ~~.,, :,~ 

8). Bloch (Berlin edition, p. 286) calls attention to this (see 

footnote). Maimonides 111.af',t' '9 l)~il, 14,reads: ;,:&7.).) .t-4.2. ¥11~, 
I ... l .. .,, .. ,,, .., "'"', ~ ~ :i \, • .,,, ~~., 

9) ibid. II} ;t~ ]"'"' ,, 
1

'UUII:&. 7Jl)t,( ~,,.,.,, ,~ .,.,l.'• 7.>~,, ,,, 
. . x,~ .. OJ. ))Jl1c" 1•:,.,., 1.,,.,. "~ D "' 1\ :tJltJIII 'O ~ ;,'r -.,t,,•r 

10). ibidJ'tnr.i, !l'&U) \.)'JD'•~~',.;,~ ''11.Ttj'~-'' ~,. ~-.,,~-:n,, 

• i 

' r. 

' 
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.. blll
1"» Jl)?h» Ii' fbl)'(, ,,..4 .. ,,, 7-> \1 ~"'la," J11)"l 111lJIIJ ,%·~ ,;,,l., 

• • i'I', \!l.il"l il'J'YJ /J'f ;,-, trJ''f':l. "t( 14 ,.,o •J.)fftU ;,,, c,-, 1 

11). L. 245 i1,h~;,,, ~'!LV,1~411 l'""J hh1'f u:, hh,-.JI> ,t,~)' ~•.)., 

.,.'1!l'l>!J'\!l /1,tSr ~.)•,c' b'iJ!I ll!L n')J>:, ,t',-r 11•.:,1:-.•1:11)'1~:t~,~ 'D'"l 

•.• 1111.:a.,.,.~~~ J.tt·~ , ... .,, ZIJI067.,t'CI a,n,r ,,. .. ,, :,rr"t.) ~y~ :,a, 61j', ~,~._. 

12). L. 393a-.n:a :.•\~ :,~~•r- 11•'6'"1 /1'1"( ~, \Jtllll tJ".,:a "'IJ>., 

'1' ':, •fll J)f ~.) 1'~Y ,1'J,rt1 'X1"1hir 'ty .,,,r) 1!1JIJJ ;,.,•, ',VJ~ ,'ltl,bl. 

1 .> §r' :, )t' I -, !L .,.!L 11 1 -Wj tU'l W t~fl/1 "O" Y.1_9 b 11 "b l1 ~ j ti"1~}t IIJU) 1 

•• :,,,.:i1J1!1 n'T•t,.j,°J~ ... ti'"T"'"" 
If the as8umption is correct that in this caAe a question of sexual 

morality 111.s involved, it would also indicate that this offense 111.s 
\ ,. -, I\ 
· ,, considered graver than any other. However, we have better proofoot 

:V\\/)t\; 

.,.J,,.". this• 

13). Pr. 81. .,JJ,, 1»,u,,-11,r ,-:i,.,~ i''IJ JJ1 '1,2 7:z \.,,. 
u,•fl} 'l~!l.1]>1' JJ,tJJJ( IIJf' i1.)1'f1> •· J>.,' Jli'iT':tJ'.fJ 7'1') ,'I~,, .,,,1,,, 
',.:J.ft' 7.:,-2 D 't) il 1~~t ,,, l'1 .. !l.h J7,t t,.)>,~1' t.1 .,.n ,.ii', .._,,,., .. 

711 •, n :i ', "'' :, uny ii i "J(t ,- , ~ y,, .11 •" l. l l. tJ, •" ii~ '\ n 1 ,, 4 ·in 
,,, ~•iJ'1 OJt 1-i· Y'P~ ?'11 ,,, • ., 'J'>, ~.l.l ltUJ1y~1 1p,-,~;a~l ,~1-r,~1 

14). er. Scherer, l.c. p. 255ft. In 1331 n find in ~Brdlingen 

the "Court of the Four", a court consisting of "four respectable, res­

ident Jem II to whom is granted "the right of blinding, cutting oft 

of limbs etc. aceording to the system of jurisdiotion es the Je119 ot 

Augsburg have it". The authorities are instructed to assist the JeYiB 

in executing these judgements. Wiener Reg. No. 86, p. 36. 

15). Stammler, l.c. p. 34. Also Bauer, l.c. p. 107. According 

to the Saxonian Law of the thirteenth century the wife had the nine-

}· ., 
' ~ I, k 
' ·-

. ' 
·,. r 

\,' 

teenth place in the law, God being the first; then follo'IIB the Pope (2), •;
1 

the bishop (3), ••• priest (6), emperor (7) ••• peasant (17) •• 110man and 1 

t ', 
I 
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and girl (19). Following the shepherd and t110 Germ&n tribes comes, 

at the end, the Jew • I am informed that a law on the Statute Books 

of' Massachusetts, and still not repealed, gives to a husband the right 

of beating his wife with a stick not thicker than his thumb. 

16) • Pr. 927 ,ilfl,> ,i ', , •I) l'IIJ 1:11 ~ul ,'I ti 'I'" f ~ '»J>.l.,7 "11 >, 9 .. Jr', D lt'J .. 

J11'(1/J:t "T".:i.i1 11•'>~ ..,·:i.:i l'l,tJ>, 1n•n~ t,:-, .. .,n.,,. D"l:,•.)b1' ult :-rn,,.!L~7 

"'JI >,.:,bn 1.) ".) 7'> ..,,,,,,. ~>t'i UI'"' :,>:, l1cl1}' IIJ ~JI~ li'l) ' 1
') H>Ull')'l 

•• • ,.,:, 'D '11.:a. ,-,.., y,,, •~ Jf•:t '"' '"7".!ln lJ 'J 
17) • L. 136 1:1•>,1 ril l'>'!ln •,m• ~n~I, '7Jt-, ''Tit,' )'lllll d1.i>) a:,J7, Jt~i'tl 

er. Pr. 978, 995 a. rr. 

18). Cr. 218 :-i:n, ltlil'l'cU.>yl b"&Ll"'tn "1~41111.) h.,,CU .,,, ,'1'1'jl. ,1.W-4/Jl .,,,,~II ,<;il 

lltlf"».l. "tl"1~ J'.) 11'111 ~1w:i. t1:1y ilJJli'tCU '11>1k" i\ •:aJtl IJtlJ~.,,~ , • .,,,;.., ,~•~ ,-,~1.,', 

,,:tn,r,-,11 :tK'~'"{ "')" U'Jt' :,"~:i, .. 1:i"'T'.,!S ~•!l>r }'>t'UJ AHC11b',!l'T .. >1
1in~ ... ,., .. ~ ~,ll 

19). Pr. 211 il~Ji"l '!l.X- .n·.:i::i. :'l:!>Uh"I Jl),4/," 'D1-pn ~ .... :a ~n7J .,,i·~ 7""'h iJ-""'7 
l,J 

•mong the non-JeYIS in ermany the plain people had the 

same custom, while the patricians celebrated waddings in the city hall 

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

the Jews imitated this custom, celebrating their weddings in the JI '"!l 

,llllJlft, referred to in Resp. Pr. 118 as ~i1fil ~co lt7J,hnJt•:J.. Several 

cities had such a "Brauthaus". In Rothenburg it still exists. and is 

today called "Tanzhaus ". Aronius (Reg. 634, p. 267) reports the pur­

chase of a 11Gemeindehaus II in K8ln, 11 welches Spielhaus genannt vdrd", 

while the Hebrew term is also JI UJ»n J,''i. 

20). B. II. 81, P• 189 :e.1i•-.,1l'\~ \.,.), tl",r ,'i.,'J:,. IIUl,'/1"1 ,.,r,>r-,,~').., 

l1 ,r >~)~ JJUfJ f'"l (J'>l>J17>X1 'JtcJJS J1'i1'.)•111J~ ti,)\ D)f", ,., .,,,-w, 1) 'l'J
1

~fl IJ'6Jq 

••13111/},.• lJ 17''YJ!, 1"'~1 1'>1>?1'11J ~,r:,~ )J>J}f r~l) )'111-p»l. ;tfli7' 

B. II. 83, p. 191 J,"-, '"l!li '.9~ :7-,,7pnr., ilA"',:Uh~ ~).)' IJ"Jr ;,~~!JJ ,, 

. . '. 
'i· 
~ i . : 

I, 
,: i ~ 

f 

: \ 



48 

21) • Or. 3~\'J'Y" 1\·~1t n', l''Uo rx•su, , .. ,.. Jl1 :s-,x- "'"'"' \J.:i ,i"tn ., 

n,·n ~\ ;iy.,n nut, t,ll)n al though a Tosefta states the contrary, R. Meir de-

cides to this effect. This is probably the outcome or the .talmudic 

regulation that if a man marries a girl saying ( "'JrJJ1 ~Y J that 

he is poor while in reality he is rich this marriage is void if the 

woman so desires because she can say: "The shoe is too large for me 11 • 

•• 
22). Pr. 81,XJt' h,\y.:i ~y 11~:t.J'j'IU ;,fJ\"il'J., ·11r11'1'1 ~J1't,>iJ '~1cUJtlt,, 

ti tll ~:, ,,. .. .:s \i) ~ ~y :in .ll'fl 'JU)(' '·~ "l'JJ:al ''i.,""" 7111'1'H') 7""" n, .,,.,~ 
' ,;,~ 111~) »'#1\ ,.,..~ 1>~1 .,n}f' ./1".!l.:i .,,J~ 

If a man had treated his wife badly and contemplated divorcing her 

and she had died in consequence of this grief, the husband did not 

inherit anything of her property, Pr. 1000. 7 J ,1) !J. l/11//Jr :,11»u, ")'J •· 

• ' ,'I~ l )<'- .,, ., , I J'". !!. 'I IV jl co "1.J ~ ,,,, j "1 ":& "' ,., • a r 
23). B. II. 80, p. 187. 'JD .. '1b ,,D1JJfi't .,,,.,,,, ~y :,~)fC,I 

DJli' '1i11 }l'J .• ~l , • .,.~,.!I~ ~1'J)J)>.7 IJ>t l,\d/l,''I ~y •.11{.rf/J /Yt'J,'1J7", 
,,:i111u,, tl OJ11t Ja>:11'11'J"1 >'J:, &JJ

1

~ a•, nll,"IJ~ ,~~~ .,,.,..,~11,., o•-r11t" .,,,.w, 
'Ji:J. '1 n1Jt• II ~,1;i'° s,·~~ ~"y \"t:a.y ·~~ n~,y~w D "''»'"'"' n~ -.,~ .,~ 1 

)"; ,~,.iir l;,{ 411•~ b 'ti/~. ,Jt,,,~-r ~j 1:,~;, ul'j'Jt"' lJ,"11 /Jt,JJ~ ·'1:&."1 •;a-1:1 
•• 1"'~'/:,.', ~.,JIU7 nf1.:1>U1 ill>"..t"'I Jt~ il",JO'f'" 11JfJJl'1 ~DJ.Jl 1'1(/J/f 'J_.-t 

24). L. 310 >r l.J ,'JllJ~', 1' •>., J.1111,"I ,~ II :)IU :,a~ i1.,fl/ ~"' ,-,•.)J,• .f".l •• 

/ / i l :-i y•'J,14 ii\, 'D ~1y:i 1" c1-i.:i.11·1 ,.,,:. ~,.,:i~ .,~,11 Dk'·)~ .,,,.,,11~ 1.>l 71~11~ 
fl 'llOl:t ~, ~'l JJ'llllS ll-,:u ·~ cu' Jin,r• Jil. JJ~ '7nJft ,'>114 ,~ 1J'1>1~l '>hJ.:i 

it~~ .. , 11,,_o.,,,,:a, il"ll~~ :urr x·:i, .. ilJ~b il~)>.i l~jl.,, ,.,,.~ .,,,,,,.,."' 11'1-1n 

... .., t >'J n,.., ,., J .,n T JI :z. 

25). ibid. ii 1 'JIJ7:) l •• '1 n x- 't '} ~\ ,.. l}f',] ,"'f, "']11'J D JI), y:i r,r " 
~11~1.1, Jt"~~~ .. -,,y-•J •'T, 1>i· )lJl' '"t'I }",'l'cU "'Y n-r•o.9,'>'> r,;, 1~ /'"' 

ll'JI /I'll" ~J)C"f~ cU'I ,,. ;,
1

~.:& JI:, 1~ fl-,t ~ ,nj'J .,,.CO.,l ":1~"'"7'~ 'b"t.,,.~ 1'1 "11,o~ 
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".,.?ti';J. ll)l,'t\l ,1J1~ i1t::i .,...~ r.:,1 ... )l,:;i,yn 'il.h·h Jt~.U ~,',,.-,1 j'l"l,I., ,,,,\ 

, .. ,1··n ,:i., ',.:, ~~ n"1'.,"l!I., 

26). Pr. 573 1ltl' "ly':i lX!l.cJI.JI 11'.,lil" •JU/ 11.y i1J~n~ :.1.l))f.:3. ;,,OJI') 

:,,11>1'.l1 n'111 r-rl jl~ j'llll>1 ]'""'- t17J.!J\ «1/\Pt x-»•ij •.)IL/ill il~f.71 l "'Ink ~:J.~ nu', 

~~',~)t '1'3. .,,, 111111~ ti\y':L4 ~,,ui·:n ·~OJ"'' l'\.,>,K'l 9.,\kbtl D :-,~ h'J)bl '-.1n:1-'1 1,1 .. ~ 
27), Cr. 271 • .• Jll.SJ',~ b"ll:tcU'll' t'i~it .?i"l'll1.l ~:zsr,, 

Pr, 442 y,.,) -, ,,t, 141 .. 'f fh~ ,'1 ·&~i.llft~ ~5t';JCl/"J\ U.l t-"(cU :.~~,'I JI l "l 1;). ll Jl11f 

28), Pr, 946 l'Ji•J:111\"~Y~.~, 7'"\l)\!IJ.)'"lJl.lJ.!l 7i1~J \J ()''1.,, 

• ,,nJty cU'.;J ll'lfbl 

29) • Pr·. 1015 W '1 lJ> ,'I l' tll ~ i\ l"l '1 ~', tt r J1 Ill, ~Jr hl • , , 

30), B. III. 28, p, 306, ,;~--i .l}'X" n',w. ,..,.,., .:il J>lSi"~l' l> '(J/J) 

\ '1 73 J\"' , "Jf Y.J I.)> 1 ' 

31) Pr, 50, 868, 939, 989 ; Cr. 31, · 81, 217, 286, 

L, 355, 389; B. I, 293, p, 43, B. II, 100, p. 196. 

32). B. II. 100, p, 196 'l11'"1 1li ~•h"W.>~ 1
f/J~ '-, )', J.t/1.)) 

:t "u11, If ~ !>.1' JI k' {, 'jl YJ :I Y,;,.. ,, ... ii 1 )r• •JI 1 • flJ I 'P L,:,p~' }t~ Z1 )r• 111,-,, ~ 

:1 '(&)., y-n 7 ~ .l "' n ~ )/j" ~ k" n ~"' ,, 'P t, ::a.r ~ ;, .. ,,..., ;, .. ;,.n Dk' 
I l' f ll J i • But even the marriageable age m.s very 

young for present day conceptions, and this correspondence 1'8B prob-

t 
' i".-~ 

. y 

·, 

't . '~ 

•• 

; t 

ably carried on some time previous to that; not because of the expres- : 

sion 1'411~ ')'/'J 1'hich only fixes the date because of a possible mortgage, 

but because the whole letter 'l'IOuld be rather superfluous otherwise, 

33). The formula or the Kethubah given in Maimonides, Yad, J/1.}~n 

U 1.l ... Vi, does not specify the items of the dowry, giving Just a 

lump sum. 

34), Br. 873 t~l )jlr ~•~1 '7b.J ~~ :,~ JI~~ •4y ~:l-7'}') ~).,.- ~::uru, 

1
~1n11'il.1 31111'11,n >l''il)U/ 'D""'T}i!l. )!'~>r il,tyb X-~l 91'11' ,r~, ru•QJ:J/1 
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which sho11'S that the general practice me different. Pr. 251 reads: 

:,',J n ".l.~ .11•.:i.:,. :'IA,'lnj1 llHll)''i 'Dij'1:1 ~,::i -,:-.,1 ... ,~-:1 7it'll ilN"'"> 

35). Cr. 151 ,llJlll" ~'i\l h.)t"\Lli1t, l1'1nlf'~ >f"l1il .,,,,,, UI 7).JJr'7 ~, 

•. tPt .lf'ltU Jt~1 lX- ,tl\11 X'~ '.11'"11"1 u J1Jh b '"~ n.!l"l lJ'Jtl ~ll'W'Jt 

36). Pr. 442 ,r-\ 'l"Ult,l i'l1Clll. ,t'.)1"1'J)1 .l)JJ:,'a jlil~ 1>1.,',n~ n,~, .. 
•• ,l~ 1•',fUJ ''YJ .U".!J.~ >t~lll ;"1~'1" 

37). B. I. 57, p. 21 Jll~l )('d/\ tl"UIJtr 11,~•:,'1(1} j'':J )JJ',1 />.,t:J. 

~,Y.ii1 ~''h 11·,y .,,, b)rl 1J'n1~w JJ)';i', 'Di'l'\y:i. ll J"r.) l~")i') p, '"ttl 

, , JI 1y:111IJ 1$i'~ tlk'l ,II 11 ~fl'l 

38). Pr. i4-92.D"'111,n ~ ',y;il'I IIJl"'7'J -.n.,,..~ 1.11».l' 111r nn1--iw Q.l",, 

u'lOlll.i lJlllr r.}1:, 1Jllf1Jil', ,.~lJ" r" ILYI,.. l~.))'_tLI i11' ~.).l. liJ,~'tl :J.Ja:J Iii"~) ,,~11',~ 

39). Pl'.• 866 h~'hl Oi'~ ;"t~l'll 11111st )l, rxl D.:J." 'JJ:,~ ;-,~.!JI.fl., 

,. 111 r '~"'"' , ".:, ,~ l"J) ,>r '11 ½1,~ i'IJ .:f)>' A'lil r-,,113 ,~ 1-Jt, ';1.1l'1 ill·~ 

4o). Pr. 456 .,~., {w ,S~.> ... ,,,.,"'~ n.:J.• 'J.t~ n~J.l«L' n~.:i•i1 ~y .. , 

41) • Cr. 192 

Pr. 334 

• ,"tlcPh ~,r-,w '.> x1n '"7i1 

\')i-'i lllllll /'~M S.tJ)J~ ilt,1 ,,, ,.:i l'}f-'.3IX, J:1 

··"Y p ,pY.J'12 n ii~>, -.:i. ·'"-' /''1t.o~JQ}')!l. 11. ,,-, :un ~>'::i, 42). 

43). Our responsum (see following note) does not speak of a 

scribe ( ,s,lb) but of the 11 n as v.riting the document, which would 

indicate that the J't/1 in the thirteenth century acted as secretary 

of the congregation as in the Geonic period. But he .is already the 

singer as whom we know him and is met in this capacity in ~esp. Pr. 

867, where he (R. Jacob of Neumagen) singe for weddings. 

44) • Pr. 805 

45). Cr. 107 

l J\ \J 1 Y JJJ~~:i_ l.ll'.) .:i.ull' /'tni111/ lJ'nJj) r~illJ \J>l'l •• 

YJJ')lJl. J('~l '1~.J'il bill '1".)}Wl lJ"''1~.:,i'l 'J::i.~ ~::llo11J 

.. I .:a. il } ~ "' '1 n it s.· ~ 't 1 l • .) 11 "'1 (I J ~ "' " 1 :,. IO :J.. di 'tr 1'J ti \ 

Cf. Toaaf. Kidd. 9a, s. V. I ,c• JI j ~:, ,. 

,. 

• 

' i 
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46). B. III. 354, p. 288 h'}IJJ:J.. r)jlUCII 111':)·nl ,, rlY ~,, .. 
"• X' l'l>'JllD 'b ll'j>llCU l?:lj 11 ~l}'h llJJllll Jt'J7' r~J"l'U/ 

oademann, I. p. 171 gives this explanation of the word. Du Cange, 

Glossarium, vol. IV, p. 528, ool 2f', explains it as folloE: Monetae 

Baronum, Raimundensis, in nunoupata moneta Comi~um Tolosae apud quos 

Raimundi nomen frequens tuit. 11 It is first mentioned in a Oharta from 

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

even after the county had become royal property, 

47). Pr. 199 )uowp.n>, :.J·>i·, ~y.:i ~~ 111,111 .,u,.,,-~ ti"'tJt>:7 ,r:i..:n 

, ~ I!! Ill p-» 'Y.J 'l ~ 1 ::J:. , 'ii~ r ~ llJ i1 Ill ~ 1 rl -, >;" J,> st' !l Jl 1 

I. 

' 
/! 

i 
II 
\I 
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,, ! 
' 1: 

'· ' 

! 
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VI, Some :DI.ta Concerning Life in General. 

The public safety in the Middle Ages 11&s equal to nil, It is 

natural that the Jews 'Plho traveled extensively experienced the dangers 

of life to an even greater extent than the rest of, the population, In 

t 

~:'"'"' ' 
,,,-.- Resp. Pr, 251 this condition is termed Cherum l), and seems to have 
t 

been more dangerous than in France. '\'hole communities were forced to 

emigrate because of this lack of personal safety (L. 79, Pr. 841, 388). • , 

Journeying ms particularly dangerous (Pr. 782) and when a person who 

ms lmom to be rich traveled, this danger ms still greater (Pr. 251). 

Robberies (Pr. 664; a. rr.) and murders (Pr. 371) were a frequent oc­

currence, the body of the murdered person sometimes being dragged away 

by dogs (ibid.), Not only common people but rulers robbed, although the 

latter. were largely interested in cash (B. II. 19, p. 146ff.), taking 

even charity money avay from the administrator (Pr. 196, 752), Resp. 

Pr.. 201 tells of a man who had hired horse and 1Bgon in order to travel 

to a place eight days distant, but had to return, because there 'tBB 

danger 11on account of the shepherds "2) • This responsum is signed by 

Samson b. Abraham (of Sens) who lived approximately between 1150 and 

1230, The revolt of the pastorelli began in the year 1320, but this 

remark indicates that even in his time the shepherds '18re a seditious 

element, perhaps already inclined to hostilities against the Jem, 

Naturally the Jews were themselves aftected by the cruden■ss of 

conditions around them. And so we also hear of JeWB who tried to ex­

tort money from a group of coreligionists through threats (Pr. 595), 

and even a case of assault is reported (Pr. 383), is, however, some­

thing very unusual, even though committed in rage, The fact that the 

J assailant drew his sword 'll'Ould also go to show that Jews carried arms, 
--..,, 

"1:·. at least occasionally. Even hunting occurred and in a responsum by Or 
.,t:l ' - ,'\ '.--.,-"'1 11\, 

;; ~, , ~ . 
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Zorua his only ,arning is that a man "who hunts deer with dogs like 

the non-Je'WB Will not witness the Joy or the Leviathan" (B. I. 27, p. 7), 

but he does not prohibit hunting. 

Playing With dice also seems to have been a passion indulged in 

by many. In ract, some people were so little able to Withstand the 

temptation that they tried tp strengthen their will-power by vo111 

never to play again (Pr. 493, 500), and even a teacher indulges 'in 

this form of entertainment (Cr. 310; see ab. p. 17). The game played 

with nuts ms hardly more innoce.nt since the winn~ngs could amount to 

very considerable sums, as shown in Resp. B. I. 94, p. 30. These win­

nings had to be returned because they 11ere considered robbery (ibid.). 

The general coarseness of the time also finds expression in the 

not rare cases of hasty swearing or vowing, which the rash person some­

times regretted; as when he had s'IIOrn that a certain roman should no 

longer be his wife. If he ms 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 certain respects observance of the 

l. traditional law ms ~ore rigorous in Germany than in France (Cf. Pr. 

221), Graetz overstates matters somewhat when he says (vol. VII, P• 

157): "ueberhaupt varen die deutschen Juden viel skrupul8ser ala die 

anderen U!nder und fasteten noch immer den VeraBhnungstag zwei Tage 

hintereinander". But Resp. Pr. 76,upon which the statement is based, 

speaks only of one individual who used to do this. That it ms not the 

common, and certainly not the usual, practice is sho'\11!1 by the fact 

that he had to inquire and be given directions as to whether others 

might prepare a meal for him it Ms second ds.y of Yom Kippur falls on 

a Friday, which plainly shows that not a!Ll;rthe people kept two ds.ys 

of Yom Kippur. 

f 
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The yellow badge 1Bs at this time still unknom in Germany it 

seems. 1!a find only one reference to it, and its author, Or Zorua., 

states that he saw it in France. The context showe that in his time, 

at least, it 118.S unlmo11n in Germany. As is well. knom this decree 

1Bs enacted by the Lateran Counc 11 · of the year 1215. The chiet reason 

stated in that docurilent 1s3): to make impossible intimacies bet118en 

Jews and non-Jem under the veil of an error. But if one may ·judge 

from actual happenings this purpose at least ms not accomplished, 

for such relations bet'l'leen JeWish men and non-Jew1.sh 110men continued 
4) to exist and. "8re not rare • 

In most cities the Jam lived near the city 1Bll and were per­

mitted to empty the plumbing into the moat (Pr. 96, Cr. l78t. 236, 

242 a. e.), while l/8 lmow that in lth-zburg the JeWB lived in the center 

of the city and the non-Jem in the outer parts (Ar. Reg. 450, P• 198) • 
• 

The synagog vas, whether connected With a "community center", 

the 11bridehouse", as has been mentioned before, or not, a center or 
. ' 

daily life. The Chazzanim do not seem to have stood on a very high 

educational level; at least many of them did not measure up to the 

requirements of R. Meir (B.II. 94, p. 132). Since the coI!llllunity 1BS 

not al1Bys able to pay him a fixed salary, he -ms compelled to receive 

gifts at "8dding celebrations (Pr. 867; L. 112). The latter responsum 

throv;e an interesting light upon conditions in Poland, Russia and 

Hungary at that time, where, on account of financial need, the com­

munities hire a man wherever they can find him who discharges the duty 

of teacher, judge and precentor. But while the average Chazzan may 

not have been highly endowed with secular and Jewish 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 in-
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vested With this office by the bishop and threw the crom which sig­,._______ 
nified this act angrily upon the floor, 

Attendance in the synagog ,as very good and at all times many 

people were to be found there (Pr. 107). The building ~a usually light­

ed by oil-lamps, but candles were likewise in use (L. 269; Pr. 223; 

f 
I T I .,, 
! 

i 
B,I. 299, p. 44). Paintings of animals v.'8re permitted as adornment 

. I 

7 

(L, 496, Pr. 610) and their Machsorim were likewise illustrated (Cr. 
! ',fa'\/\1\ ~ 
),,•[iV' 24 II 4) •\ · . , • , 97, P• 13 • Boys seem to have had a section for themselves 

i / 

),.t. and it ?.as customary to endow the synagog with special chairs for 

/J them which might not be exchanged for others even though they be bet­

-, vr-ter than the original ones (Cr. 145). The eynagog WIS the place of· 
' . 

1··1 7, all public announcements, and even prospective sales of real estate 
' )''' ) · ·fo1r 5 
i)' were made known there (Cr, 262, B. II. 238, p. 239) , 

1}/J1··· Small co~uni ties would hire people for the Holy :!Bys in order 

to have a Minyan of their om (Pr. 1016), Others would come to town 

for the High Holy :!Bys and bring their Yom Kippur candles along with 

them (Pr. 153). In their legislation small communities would follow 

the practice of the larger ones in whose environment they lay (Pr. 

383). 

On the whole, however, the Jews lived in cities and not in the 
only 

country (Stobbe, p. 46ff.) and we find references/to cities in 118stern 

and southern Germany. It is apparent1y not u.~til the second half of 

the thirteenth century that Jews with some form of communal organi­

zation are met with in northern ijermany 6). 

Two interesting customs deserve to be mentioned, It WIS customary 

for the boy as ~11 as the,girl who married to receive a dowry. This 

dowry consisted either of ~oney or books, or, at least, one or several 

sets of clothing 7 >, 
' 

i 
. ! 

·, 
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The second custom Wls the practice of an endoreep who pledged 
I . l 

himself for another s debt to eat one or two meals each day at the 

expense of this debtor, had he failed to pay at the proper time a). 
This means to compel a person to live up to his agreement had per­

haps developed out of the custom of eubtracting a certain amount every 

"8ek from her Kethubah when a wife refused to perform her duties. 

A number of superstitions are adhered to and show that even the 

rabbis were not free from these beliefs~ T~e fear connected with the 
'{J&Vtv.,-J.. 

reading of the l'1 n.) lJ\ is already ingr~und in the people (L. 108). 

Amuletts are worn as protection against the evil eye, as mentioned 

before, and if ~Titten by an expert may even be worn on the Sabbath. 

A headache is believed to disappear when the proper charm is pronounced 

or when the head vas "spanned 119
), 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. l0f.) The belief in communication 

with spirits 111s not unusual (Pr. 498) • Another practice which seems 

to have been quite common vas that of making a pilgrimage to certain 

graves. R. Hayyim Paltiel expressed himself strongly against this 
10) 

custom, claiming thRt it ms similar to "consulting of the dead" • 
I 

He objected to it probably because it suggested too plainly the Christ-

ian pilgrimages or because any aaaociation of praying before the 

'1 "Matzeva.h" ms deemed improper, even the name, reminiscent of ancient 
(,/ 

l' idolatry, being changed in the. course of time, to 11Ziyyon 11
• 

[, \\ t(\ Interesting light is shed by our ;;ource mater~poo many other 

[ 
', I I 

aspects of Jewish life in the thirteenth century, as for instance: the 
I lt .. right to dwell in certain cities and restrictions connected therewith, 

their costumes, apostasy and acceptance of Judaism by Christiana, coin­
! 
\ 

age, the coat of living, th~ir bill-of-fare etc. etc. 
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The limits of a work of this character make it impoaaible to 

even attempt a more detF-.iled description of the e;eneral life of the 

Jews, al thoush our sources furnish us with sufficient material to draw 

such a picture in almost every detail of communal and private lite, 

in its legal and domestic aspects. Therefore the preceding chapters 
. 

must suffice as a modest attempt at unfolding a picture of Jewish 
• 

life in the thirteenth century, of its great suffering and its 

few Joys. 

\ 
I 
I 

l 
l 
l 
l 
I 
\ 
l 



Notes to Chapter VI. 

1) • ,,,., b 1-,•n blf>.:1 l l.)IIJlfllJ t\J~b'!L ll1>J'>l lll.l 111~1l1~ ~.)l' r,r "~ .. 
2) • Pr. 201 'J))J ,.,"I .l i7J!Jt, Cl'IU f)IJIII II .l.1111~ 7',>,l U">.J" '.:i 7~iJy].)) • " 

· D ~y1, il . . . 

3). Scherer, p. 42: ''Ne igitur tam damnatae commixtionis excessus 

per velame~ erroris huiusmodi ulterioris excusationis possint habere 

diffugium, atatuimus etc. 11 

4). Pr. 463 • "ll""JJ.9 il>'J:J 'Jll"r Jl'l'~~ ~,y!1.4 '111171\ //JI' .. 

5). ))'1:J. r'/3'.,fl'-' YP.,7' '")OUI ''XJ ~:)I/) u•.,,tJ$,o S.>.1 t/>..,n, .. 
. , ,., .. yn --::i.1£11 'J,ll~ _"t '~•11.1 ~T 1p,p ~Y "1,J.'.,Y n1ll' 9,1•,'1 S.> ~Y 11111.>il 

6). Ar. Reg. 677, p. 283, Pomerania, .in the year 1261; 686, p. 

Brunswick, L&eburg (1263) and then more frequently, in Mecklen-
, 

285, 

burg, Schwerin etc. 

7) • L. 327 • 
1
iJJ t"l. JJ\J ll~t, fJllell ~\J1"1.l J 1tll II !l ~ 1J.l ~11re1 ,.., 

Pr. 1004 • , , ll 'J l S Y.J 'l.7'11" ~lJ.::i.$ ~'Jl7~ '"1"1YJUJ i'ttri Jl'J'f.l. ., 

Also Pr. 249, 285~ 848, 985 a.e. Thia custom has survived among the 

Jews of · Germany until this day. 

8) • B. I I. 6 9, p. 18 2 . b "!l.., )' .t '"r l i1 '1 '1~ 0 ctJ J ii J J:J ~ ~ .l.'' 11 Cl/ '; 

1~.,.~ ', ,S y'?!i' >rS c,r~ ',u~ 1) 'i'1Y'i1 r,,-:11 'Jl~~ 1"1' 1 11 jt">4''7 

, • ~ ~ Y"1j'fJJ "l'J r ~>' '1 t'r:,~ ,~ nr ~.).i l~.>.ir'CI 1~ y!l-p UJ 

Similarly Pr. 83 a.e, \ 

' 9). Thia superstition ta knom here under the name of "Laying 

on of hands"• Resp. Pr. 55.] 

10). L. 164 J\"!l. ~, 7~i;~ "Q •,'T1Jtr 'Q"Ot '.'.l!t L,y .11',~~ \J)f '1J~r.7 'J,, 

... 'tl"t~tl 1)\4' "1'11i1 tl>o)i tl'i7 Jl.!Sf 'J ~,.,~rn 
l 
l 

I 
·l 
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