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1. definition of Terms

"Reform Judaism® and "Modern Hebrew Literature™ are tems widely
used but hardly lend themselves to any clear-cut definition. For cultural and
religious movements and schools of thought are like powerful riv;rs that uproot
everything on their way and deposit a conglomeration of many diversified elements
as they discharge into the sea. liany tributaries flow into the river and the
river in turn splits into numerous mouths erosing their way into far off climes.v 5{
Thus the struggles for religious reforms in Judaism and for the humenistic re-
naissance in Hebrew literature derived their impetus from various sources, ab=-
sorbed many diversified elements, and in turn branched off into & number of new
movements. The Italian Jewish renascence, the feverish intellectual activity
of the Jews in Poland and in Galicia during the seventeenth and eighteenth cen-
turies, the religious and the political radicalism of the #rench encyclopedists
ana the dawn of the political emancipation of the Jews in Germany and in Holland
during the eighteenth century were all powerful factors thst brought about the
inner revolution in Jewish 1life and thought long before the breaking of the
Ghetto walls brought about & revolution from without. These various streams of
Jewish intellectual activities converge in Germany during the last quarter of
the eighteenth century bringing about the "Enlightenment™ movement which left
its imprint upon the further development of Judalsm throughout the world. Like
all movements, this "Enlightenment™ movement was in a state of turmoil in the
period of its inception and only after a century of crystallization did its
various component elements become clarified.

The component elements of this movement can be summed up as fol-

lows;
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l. The revolt against the "Shulhan-Aruch”, i.e., against the narrow and
stifling interpretation of the legalistic and ritualistic phases of Talmudic
tradition.

2+ The clamor for secular education as well as for reforms in the religious
eaucation of the children.

3+ the demand for the ntho:}nuon of the synagog services in accordance
with Western culture,

4. The emphasis on the theological and philosophical content of Judaism
rather than upon its legalistic aspeot.

6« The revolt ageinst the Judseo-German as a vernacular and agaimt the
petrified Rabbinic style of Hebrew,

6e The demand that the study of the Bible be given pre-eminence above all
other Jewish studies.

7. The revived interest in Hebrew poetry.

8. The scientific approach to the historical development of Juﬁaian.

9. The struggle for political, social ana economic emancipation which brought
to an issue the national-political aspect of Judaism,

&, Renunciation of it by the reform movement.

bs &vasion by the orthodox.

Ce affirmation by the forerunners of Zionism like .avia b. iob Baer
Gordon and iMoses Hess.

The large masses of the Jewish people were as usual indifferent

to all these tenuencies and as & result the intellectuals of these various ten=

dencies felt a kinship of spirit between them and clung together to overcome the -
fanaticism of the orthodox opposition The intellectuals soon began to realize,
however, tne wide gap that existed between them and the movement of revolt began

to branch off into marked and distinot tendencies some of which became even
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antagonistic to each other, Thus after the middle of the nineteenth century we
find among the liberal Jews four distinct tenuencies which grew out of the general
intellectual upheaval:

l. The struggle for civil emancipation,.

2« The Science of Judaism.

3. The Heform movements.

a. Hadloal.
b. Conservative.

4, Humanistic Hebrew literature.
Though all these four tendencies are more or less interrelated, and though many
leaders of these movements Were also also active in others, yet we must confine -
ourselves to the last two tenuencies in the movement of revolt, namely, the move=
ment for synagogal and ritualistic reforms and Moaern Hebrew literature and see
the interrelation of the two,

In a gencral way, it may be said that the Reform movement and

the Hebrew literary renascence wert hand in hand in their incipiency, and that
the latter was the vehicle of liberal religious thought in the various Jewish
centres; so much 8o that the orthodox leaders became antagonistic to modern
Hebrew literature just as strenuously as they were to the Reform movement. It
is only about 1870 that these two movements part ways on the issue of political¥
nationalism (P. Smolenskin 1869).1 Nationalism became at that time the central
thought of the modern Hebrew writers while the j_efom leaders were more emphatic

than ever in their renunciation of it.

2. Predisposing Factors.

The movement for reforms was chiefly an outgrowth of the




emancipatory efforts of the Jews in Western surope, and as such was chiefly con-
ditioned by the political and social cmd!tions of the various Western Jews, |~
Yet there were great inner driving forces that helped to bring about the "Berlin
Inligt:t;:unt'. namely, the dissatisfaction flth rigid legalism which reigned su-

preme then in Poland, Galicia, Germany, and Italy.

As we analyze )!ﬁl.ltbmw literature from the very Biblical times,
to this day, we can discern two distinct component elements; the Halacha--the
rigid religious legalism; and the Agadah--the poetic-philosophic interpretation
of Jewish life. These two rival elements tenued to keep the spiritual eguili-
brium in Judaism. For whenever the latter gainea the upper hand in Jewisn life
there was a danger of disintegration and demoralization, and on the other hand
when legalism reigned supreme there was spiritual stagnation.

Thus when the rigidity of the "Shulhan Aruch" became the guiding
force in Jewish life during the eignteenth century, there was & marked aissatise-
faction witu Fapbinic scholasticism as it is manifest in the ethical works of
Hoses Hayim Luzzato in Italy.z in the movement for religious reforms in Gemany
ana in thal Hassidic movement in Bastern Hurope. “hough these two religious move=-
ments were extremely antagonistic to one another, they had, nevertheless, a great
deal in common for they were both in revolt against Talmuaic scholasticism and
casuistry which could no longer satisfy the religious longings of the masses.
The need for a deepened religious conscilousness gave rise to the Hassidic move=-
ment in Bastern Europe ana to the reform movement in Germany, both of which of-
fered the masses a religion easy of understanding. Hence, in spite of the great
dirsimilarity between these two religious movements, we notice a number of
similarities between them, namely:

1. They were almost contemporary movementS.
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2. The stress on the use of the vernacular for religious purposes.

3« The revolt against the rigldity of legalism.

4. The emphasis on theology and homilies rather than on rabbinic casulstry.
but the lmmediate cause for the uissatisfactiou with rigid legalism was the slow
but constant penetration of free thought from the land of thn’g'amiuma which
made deep inroads into Italian Jewry and in turn to Hungary, Galicia, Gemrmany, +
ana particularly to Poland, Akany Jewish stuuents from Poland equipped with rab-
binic knowledge sought their medical euucation in Padua during the sixteenth and

seventeenth centuries and on their return they became the promulgators of free-

thought in Polish Jewry, which was then the greatest centre of Jewish lumingas
These Polish intellectuals on the one hand, and the Hebrew poets and scholars of
Italy on the other, were the two great streams of liberal thought which paved
the way for the Reform movement and for the scientific and historic approach

to Judaism in Western Burope. For want of a better name we shall denote these
two streams of liberal thought following the Tanescance &s the "Pn-lnmch:i:hn-
ian" period in Hebrew literature (1575-1778). 'he intellectual endeavors of
Mones hndolo%hn and primarily those of his disciples, who are usually imown as
the Measefim or the Blurists, we shall term as the "Iondelfohnian' period in
Hebrew literature (1778=1815).

The literature of enligntment of these two perioas which pre=-
ceded the Reform movement in Germany was exclusively in the Hebrew language,
since Hebrew was the only comnon medium for the Jewisn intellectuals in surope
before the emancipation. It is to this literature, therefore, that we must
turn for the understanding of the inner motives thet led to the Reform movement,

The political, social ana economic factors that led to the

Reform movement in Germany are well known e2nd have been fully treated already
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by Jewish historlans. Very little study was meae, however, of the inner cul-

tural factors which brought about the liberalization of Judaism. After a care-

ful analysis, therefore, of the Pn-liemah?bhnian Hebrew literature we shall z—
clearly see that liberal Judaism is not an emancipatory and aroitrary compromise
with Western enviromment, as it is usually regarded to be, but that it is a

natural outgrowth of the cultural tendencies in Juaais. following the rensissance,

3« The Intellectual Lights of Italian chry.‘

While Judaism was culturally on the decline during the sixteenth
ana seventeenth centuriec anu was in danger of becoming a petrified legalism
estrangeua from the scientifio and artistic movemeuts of Western urope, the Jewish
liberal thought found its asylum in Italy. Though the civil conditions of the
Italian Jews during that tinoe were very aeplorable, yet the Jewish scholars there
were able to reach a high plane of intellectual aevelopment. It seemed as though
they had fallen temporary heirs to the culture of the Spanish exiles. Here the -

scientific and philosophic spirit, as well as the poetic genius of the Spanish

Jews, continued to be nursed for nearly three centuries uutil they were trans- .~
planted later on to Gemmany &and Poland, and finally to Fussia, This period of
Hebrew literature has not been given due attention though it is of outmost im-
portance for the study of the liberal tenuencies in Judaism of the nineteenth
century and of Reform Judaism in particular. Fror the influence of Italian Jewry
upon the latter wus twofold: through airect encoursgement and intervention of
the Italian scholars and comaunities during the struggle of Reform Juualsm in
uamnny;ﬁ and indirectly by the influence they exerted on the Polish students

6

in Italy who in turn were to become the forerunners of tue Berlin Haskalah.

The phenomenal intellectual achievement anda free tnought of the
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Jews in Italy may be accounted for in severul ways:

1. ‘he age of Jante and Petrarch could not but exert a profound influence
in Jewish circles, and both of these Italian luminaries called forth a number
of imitations from Hebrew poets. v

2. Despite paspal bulls and canonical discriminations, Jews in Italy assoo~
iated with Christiansy hence, the Jews were able to share in the high level of
Italian culture. Furthemmore, the revival of interest in the studies of ancient
Greece and Rome stimulated the study of Biblical litersturs, anu thus amicable

relations were establisned between Jewlsh and Christlan scholars.

5. Hebrew printing was first begun in Italy. By the year 1500 Hebrew presses -

nhad been set up in Regglo di Calabria ana Haples in the South, as well as in
Pieve de Sacco, kantus, Ferrara, sologna, Rome, Soucino, Jasal, lMaggaire, Brese
clo, Barco, anu elsewhere in the lorth."

4, driven from Germany ana from folanu by persecutions, many learned rzobis
ana Talmudists emigrated to Italy anu revitalizeu Jewish learning there.

All these were cetemining faotors that mace Italy the home of
liberal Jewish thought immediately arter the great Spanisn centre was broken up
by the expulsion, It is here in Italy that we must seek the seeds of revolt
against the rigid Rabbinism thet hemmed in the freedom of philosophic ana scien=-
tific thinking in Judaism, We must, thererfore, first give a brief treatment
0of the post-renaissance Hebrew literature of Italian Jewry in order to estaolish

the link between the free-thought of the Spanish period and the "enlightment™
movement in Germany.

The first outstanuing Jewish scholar in Italy who continued the
liber:]l and sclentific spirit of the Spanish Jewish scholars was Azariah Ben

Moses Dei Rossi., He was born in Mantua in 1615 (or 1514) anu aiea in 1578,
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Barly in life, he became exceptionally proficient in Hebrew, Latin anda Italian
literature. He also studled medicine, archeology, nistory, Greek and Roman
antiquities, and Christian ecclesiastioasl history. His outstanding work is his
"Meor Enayim” (Mantua 1673-5). The most important is the second part of this ~
work entitled "l.ure-pinah", The whole work is permeated with a thorough scien-
tiric spirit and with & liberal attituue t0 trauition. For our purpose the
eleventh chapter of his "Imre-Binah" is of thue greatest interest because in it he
sought to point out the contrauictions that exist between some of the beliefs of
tne Talmdists and the proved results of scientific research. In his introducte
ion to this ohnptora Del Rossi boldly msseris tuast it is no reflection upon the
wisdom of the sages if their beliefs of ola are contradicted by later scientific
investigations, because the latter, unlike the interpretations of the Bible, are
not to be based on traaition but on metional research. But this bold attitude
towards tradition called forth many criticisms on the part of his contemporaries,
and Del Rossl had to contend not only with impartial critics but with the at=-
tacks of fanatics who considered his "Meor Enayim" an neretical uml'l:..9

Another great landmark in Jewish liberal tnought was Judah (Leon)
of liouena., He was a descendant of & promineant French family and was a dis-
tinguisneu scholar, rabvbi, ana poet. He was born at vVienna in 1571, and died
there in 1648, He was educated by outstanding Jewisn ana Italian masters and
at an early age he was versed not only in Hebrew and in Faobinic literature but
was also conversant with the classics anu possessed a fair inowledge of mathe-
matics, philosophy and matural hisiorye. ©<here was, nowever, oue weakness in the
make-up of this highly gifteu youth--tne lack of & stable characier. OSeing of
a poetical temperament, he lived upon his emotlions, and this accounts for his

many inconsistencies which brought aboat & large snare of his misbrtunes in life,



After the death of his father (in 1592) he settled at Venice where he was ap-
pointed as a member of the rabbinate and as a preacher (1594). In the latter
capacity he was especially successful, for his addresses in Italian attracted
large audiences including Christian priests and noblemen, His successes as an
orator and poet won for him the consideration of the Christian scholastic world
and admitted him to the highest Venetian circles. Ihese contacts with the ine
tellectual world made him feel keenly the rigid limitatvions of the rabbinic laws,
and this no doubt accounts for his revolt sgainst the narrow legalism of the
ravbis of his time. In his comuentary to his work "Betih Yehudah" (Venice 1635) ¥
which is a colleotion of hagadoth omitted in the "En Ya 'akob™, he points out the
differences between the religious customs of the Jews in Palestine and of those
living in other countries, showing thereby that the rabhis and scholars of any

10
perioca have the rigiht L0 moaify lalmudic institutions.
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His greatest attack against tradition is to be found in his
pseudonymous work "Kol Sakal”. The work displays, as Isaac Segglo says, in the ~
introduction to this book, originality of thought and freedom of expression, the
like of which was never displayed in Rabbinic litemtura.n In the first treatise
of this work he submits the theological dogmas of Juaalsm to a critical analysis.
For our purpose, nowever, tne second treatise is of ine outmost importance, for

tiiere we find for the first time a bold ana rauical criticisam of the rabbinic

interpretation of the Law. He contenas that, like the Karaites, tne rabbis

12
often followeu the letter of the Law to the neglect of the spirit. He asserts
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13
that the use of the phylactries is not comu.anded by Biblical law, that the

operation of circumcision is not performed in the mauner prescribed, and that
14
its raboinical interpretation is often in airect opposition to the Law, He

also claims that there was no canonical trauitional interpretation before Antige

onus, a8 it is seen from the existemce of various sects during the time of the
16
second Yemple.

In the thirad treatise he enumerates the laws which must be re-
formed in order to bring tne later Judaism into narmony with the Law ana render it
spiritual and Biblical. He proposes the simplification of the prayers and of the
synagogal services, the abolition of many rites, the relaxatioa of Sabbath and

festival laws, of Passover regulations, and even cf the ritual for the Iay of
16
Atonement. Fasting should not be carried beyond the ordinary physical and

spiritual powers of the individual concerneds The dietary laws should be simpli-

fied, the prohibition against drinking wine with people of otner creeds should
17
be abolished.

Though this work of Modena is not of intrinsic value, it had a
great influence upon Isaac S. Heggio who later on became a leading spirit in the
Biurist movemsnt, and also in the early struggles for moderate mfom.m Gen=-
erally speaking, this work servea as a stimulus to freedom of investigation

and to sclentific research in the accepted dogmas anu traaitions, and thus paved
the way for the hisioric school in the Reform movamnt.m
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And though thls work was bitterly attacked by such men as 5.
Ds Luzzato, who declared him to be an avowed enemy of Mishna and 'L‘almud.n he
was staunchly aefenaed by Abranam Geiger, who declared iedsena to be an honest
and fearless champion of tmth.n Though Moaens supposedly refutea this heret-~

23
ical work by another one entitled "Bhailﬁbt Aryeh® , it is usually accepted by

scholars that he dia so ian order to conceal more thoroughly the authorship of ~
24

tne rirst. Of atill greater importance is his work "Ari Nohem® in which he

sougnt to combat like many other liberal thinkers of his age the spirit of the

Kabala, as well as some of the exaggerated practices whicn it iIntroduced into
2b
the la_ter Judaism. v

Noteworthy among the liberal thinkers of that time was also
Simon (Simcha) Lugzato (1580-1663) who shared the rabbinate of Venice witn Leon
de iouena. Though he dia not contribute anything worth while to the progress
of free-thought in Hebrew literature, his secular eruaition and the liberty of
his spirit whicn are manifested in his Italian writings are indicative of the
spirit of the time. <0 quote Mlargolis and Marx, "Thougn for the time the
structure of tradition stocod solid ana the uepressed minds found solace in the

very unreasonableness of mysticism, tnis criticism of the Jew's immemosi self



-—12--

anu the hallowea traaitions of Jewish life in which the two Venetian raobis
engageu, foresnauowed the intermal conflict whicn was to burst out a century
l.lt.ex"."zE

It is, therefore, not to be wondered &t that the craule of Mouerm
Hebrew literature i8 to be founa in Italy. As we shall see later on, the freedom
of religlous thought ana the renaissance of Hebrew literature went hand in hand
in every curopean country during the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries; so
much 80 that the first cannot be treated without the latter. Thus, beginning
with the seventeenth century, many attempts were made in Italy to emancipate the
Hebrew language from the forms and ideas of the Mlddle Ages., These attempts ime
parted a certain degree of distinction to the Hebrew literature which later on
served as the model for the literary renaissance in Germany, Galicia and foland,
It is only when we bear these facts in mind that we are able to unaerstana the
appesrance in Italy of a literary phenomenon such as Moses Hayim Luzzato, who
was a religious philosopher, a Cabalist, anu at the same time a poel and a
dramatist of a moaern stamp. And though we camiot consider him in a strictly «
religious sense as a foreruuner of the liberal movement in Judalsm, yst he was
such in @ literary sense, ¥For it was he who was the first to tear asunder the
chains that hampered the evolution of Hebrew litera.ure by overthrowing the
heavy anu artificial Arabic rhyme, ana, Lo a great extent, also tue meter under
wnich the Hebrew poets haa laborea sirce the uays of ‘ﬁ'xn lbn Labrat. Hence,
it was he who had given the first impulse to modermism in the Hebrew literature,
the fruition of which was the Haskalah movement uuring and after the time of

27
Menuelsohn.

Moses Heyim Luzzato was born in Padua in 1707, dled at Acre in

1747. He uescended from & family celebrated for its rabbinic scholars and men



of letters which it had given to Judaism. His education was strictly rabbinic,
though he also received a thorough training in Latin and in other languages.

Early in his childhood he was initiatea into the mysteries of the Kabalah, and
this served as a stifling influence to his poetic talents., But Yalmud and mys-
ticism alone ald not satisfy Luzzato's versatlile mind, ana while he pursued tuese
stuaies ne also became acquainted with the Hebrew poetry of the iiaule Ages and
with the Italian literature of his own time. In the latter accomplishment lies
his superiority to the Hebrew scholars of other countries of that time who were
snut off Irom every outside influence a&anu hela fast to obsolete forms ana iueu.za
Ana though Lussato's fame was primarily that of a poet, dramatist ana Kabalist,
yet for our purpose we must uwell cniefly on an etnical work which ne published »
wnile in Amsteruam, entitled "Sefer Msilat Yesharim® {1740].29 This work is
important for us both for its style and content. ‘%“he style is simple, lucid and
exact; at times beautiful anc poetic, which presenis such striking contrast to

the prevalling style of his time, which was so dry and corrupt. sSecause Of these~
merits alone this w'ﬂ: could be considered as indicative of the new spirit in
Judaism. But it is such still more by reason of its content. <The whole work is
& poetical and emotional treatise of the Jewish conception of piety which luz-
zato conceived as the yeaming for simple and direct comnunion with God in thought
and in aotion.ao This work had a great influence in the reaction against the
casuistic commentaries and supercommentaries on tLne coaes, whicn was the chief
intellectual preoccupation of the time. It became particularly popular among

the adherents of the Hassiaic movement which, as mentioned before, wus but
another manifestation of the revolt against the fortresses of rapbinic letgalism.a.i

It was no less admireu by the most vitter opuonents of Hassiaism, It is told

of tne Gaon of Vilna tnat when ne read this book ne became so0 entranced by it



tnat he exclaimed, "If Lugzato were still alive I would have walxed on foot t0
him in order to learn from him ethics ana mra.lity."az

Finally, the conuecting link between the spiritual renaissance
in Italy and that of Gemmany we find in Isaac Samuel Reggle, known in Hebrew
literature as "Yashar", He 1s, however, so closely related to the activities of

the Biurists, of the Haskalah and of the science of Judaism in the beginning of

the nineteenth century that we will have to deal with him in connection with

‘tuese movements, A48 an indication of the liberal spirit in Italian Jewry, it

is worth mentioning that the first school to adopt the reform projects of L
33
Hartwig Wessely were those of xricstg,' Venice ana Ferrarsa,

4. The Awakening in Poland.

Poland and Lithuania auring the sixteenth century became the
greatest and most important centre of Jewish life. during that period this
North-sastern centre attainea its hignest aevelopment both economically and
spiritually. The Jews of foland were not tied aown to money-lending or petty
trades, they were actively engagea iu various inuustiries, as proaucers and
manufacturers. Wealthy Jews farmeu tne to0lls ana tne excise, anu were freguently
employeu as financial agents of the crown. Jewlsh capitalists worked salt
mines or uealt in timber, sud Jewish mercnant exported agrarian proaucts of the “
country beyond the border. The poorer classes were traders, craftsmen or tillers

of the soil. As a result of these favoravle economic conditions, the iuner

1

life of the Jews of Poland and Lithuania reached a height such as was sustained

in the other centres at the heyday of their existence. BEducation became wiaely
34

diffused there, ana scholarship was highly prized. Hence, Poland and

Lithuanil'gmdunlly became the cynosure uof the Yalmudic world and the asylum of

tne lorah, The fame of the Polish mabbis reacneud uistvant lanus and questions of



- m--

Jewish ritual ana Law were submitted to them for decision from distant communi-
ties in Iitaly, Germany ana Bohemia. However, the Yalmudic anu ravbinic stuay

of the Law, absorbing zs it uia the best mental energies of folish Jewry, left
but litile room for the other branches of literary endeavor. Among the daring
"gwimsers in the Yalmudic ocean"™ there were but few with deeper spiritual long-
ings who evinced an interest in questiors of philosophy and mr.lencu."'5 Thus we
find Moses Isserles, tne "Remo™ (15620-1572) and Mordecal Jaffa (d. 1612) dabble
in religious philosophy. Though their philosophic grasp was superiicial, as we
can see from their comwsentaries to the "Guide" of il.ni.monir.iml.?’6 yet they show an
intimacy with the philosophic literai:ura of the Sephnardim wuich was unusual in
their time« The favorite book of the theologians of that period was "I;n.rlm",
the system of dogmatic Judaism formulated by the conservative Sephardic thinier,
Jolpph Albo. OCommentaries to this book were writtenm by Jacob Kappelman of Brest-
ég;_oylkm and by Gedaliah Lifshits of Lu‘:ll.‘m.aa The former delved deeply into ”
the kxnowledge of mathematics for he believed that through it it was possible to
prove the existence of God and the correlation of all phenomena. The latter was
more inclined toward metaphysics anu ethics. Free research, however, was ime-
possible where tradition reigned supreme. sor the accepted view then, as voiced

by Joel Sirkes (de. 1640), chief raboi of Crocow, was that pnilosopny was the 3
mother of all heresies, and that he who becomes infatuated with philosophy and
science and neglects the secret wisdom of the Kabalah is liable to excommunica-

tion ana nas no place among the faithful. The only exceptious were the pnysic-
ians who on account of their profession received a secular eaucation at the
universities. Formerly the Jewish physicians of folandu were natives eituer of
Spain or Italy, but &s early as the first part of the 8ixteenth century ihese

foreigners were rivaled by native Jewish pnysicians who iravelled from 2oland
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to Padua for the special purpose of receiving a medical training. These trips
to Italy became very frequent &nd the number of Polish Jewish students there was
on the increase down to the eighteenth century. As already stated, these students
who were equipped with Telmudic xnowledge, with Italian humanistic thought, and
with a familiarity with Sephardic Jewish culture as preserved by the Italian
Jewry, ushered in a new spirit in Northem Europe long before the Haskalah period.
Thus we find in Poland and Lithuania towards the eud of the sixteenth and in the
beginning of the seventeenth denturios liturgical poets anu grammarians along
Sepnaraic lines. Such were Epnraim of Kelm, Joseph of Kobrin, So}omon Zamoscs,
ana Shabattal Ihhan.as The last is also xnown as the outstanding logician of
his time ana as a very trustworthy historian. His "Megillah 'Afah", written in
classic Hebrew, 18 a valuavle source of information concerning his vime. His
secular atiaizments won for bhim the esteem of tne Solish nobility. Inaicative
of the spirit of the time is the Hebrew-ierman-Italian-latin-Prench Jictionary
“Safan perurah® (Prague 1660) by the eminent talmudist, Nathan Hannover, who was
of folish origin.‘o The person who typifies best the emlightment of the 2folish
Jews of the seventeenth century is Tobia Cohn (1662-1729). He wes an eminent
medical authority, and he practiced medicine at Kamenetz-Podolsk. He is inter-
esting for our purpose because he marks the close of the old and the begiuning
of the new era, He was familiar with nine languages, and he edited an encyclo-
pedia in Hebrew "Ma'aseh Tobia™ (Vemice 1707). This work is divided into eignt
parts devoted to theology, astronomy, pharmacy, hygiene, venereal diseases,
botany, cosmology, and chemistry. Tobia Cohn was not only a great sclentist and
scholar but also a champion of enlightment and an opponent of superstitious

41
beliefs in miracles.

It is thus tnat the soil for emlightment was prepared in foland
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during the seventeenth century. It is only after the Ghmelnitzky massacres
that the intellectual progress of Polish Jewry was hindered. Unly then did Rab-
binism become symonymous with rigorism, the coercion of untold customs became
unbearable, and the spirit of Judaism became lost in a heup of innumerable rites.
And thuugh the progressivo_gppovsrinhnant of £olish Jewry in the beginning of
the eighteenth century engenaered great suffering, anu tahough their spiritual
life was at & low ebb, and though the mental depression drove many & man to
mysticism, yet the seeds of intellectuality were still there and the iustitutions
of learning slowly regained some of their former vigor. It is thus that we find
at this period such an intellectual giant as E1ijah Vilna (1720-1797), known
as the Gaon of Vilna, and who was unquestionably one of the greatest talmudic
scholars since the close of the Tllmud.‘z For our purpose it is of extreme im=-
portance to note the versatility of Elijah outside of ialmudic learning, which
inaicates tnat the passion for scientific resezrch and for secular knowledge in
Poland was not .uenched even during the darzest periods which followeu the
Chmelnitzky messacres. &lijah Gaon was not only a great talmuuist but he was also
a Cabalist, grampariun, philologlst, and mathematician., He strove to make the
Talmuu more attraciive by mn;ing its acquisition easier and by placing its study
on & more scientific 53813.45 And at & time wnen the high regard for antiguity
proauced a belief in the infallibility of the rabbis of former generations
(Rishonim) and when most o0f the scholars wasted days 4nd nights in reconciling
uifficulties which no logic coula narmonize, tne Gaon of Vilna uiu not refrain
from making ritualisvic reforms. 4ihe talmuuists he declareu were not infallible.
Svery one may interpret tne Mishna in accoraance with reason, even if the
interpretation be not in keeping with the traaitional meaning as construea by

4

the Amoraim. While all his contemporaries were bound hand and foot by the

innume rable regulations prescribed by the "Shulhan Aruk", the Gaon estzblished
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the importance of religious customs (minhagim) according to their anticuity
or primitivism, regarding those which have originated siace the codification
of the Shulhan Aruk as not binding at all; thos2 which have been adopted since
the Talmudic period to be subject to change by common consent; while those of
the Bible and Talmud were to him fundamental ana unslterahleo“

The Gaon's greatest contrivution %o the enlightment of the nine-
teenth century was his severe criticism of the euucational system among the Jews
of his day. ©The mania for distinction in rabbinical learning plungea the chila
into toe mazes of Talmudic casuistry as soon as ne coulu read; frequently he
nad not read tne Bible or studlea the ruuiments of gramsar. ihe Gaon insisted
tnat every one should first master Lne twenty-four B004s of tne bible, tnen
etymology, prosody and syntax, tuen the six uivisions of the wishne witn the
important commentaries and ths suggested emendations, and finally the Yalmua in
general without wasting much time on pilpul which brings to mo practical !'ﬂm.'d.t.l«‘6
This course of systematic study the Gaon outlined much e=rlier than dia Wessely
in his "Dibre Sholom v‘hn'.“ which made such & great stir in Germany. Further-
more, the Gaon exhorted the Talmudists to study secular sciences and he set the
example by writing not only on the most important Biblical, JYalmuaic and
Cabalistic subjects but also ou algebra, geometry, astironomy, ana gmr.“
Another great contribution to enliphtment was nis sclentific anu philological
approach to tne study of Talmudic ana Miarashic texts. By his critical examine-
ation of those texts, he was able t0o overtarow very often by a slight textual
emendation all the castles in the air which were erected by his predecessors.
He also exhortea his frienus ana pupils to pursue this simple but sound method

49

of stuaye. Ana though duriag his lifetime the u&on could not entirely cnauge

the eaucational system in vogue, yet he served &8 an impetus anda encouragement
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to tne liberals in Bastern anu in Western surope in their efforts to spread know-
leage and enlightment among the masses,

Thus from the tie of Isserles to the time of the Gaon there was
an unbroken intellectual chain of master minds in Poland and in Lithuania, which
guarded Judaism against the dangers of obscurantism and which lald the founda-
tions of Jewish leaming, the fruition of which was the literary movement known
as "Die Wissenschaft des Judenthums™ in Galicia, Italy and Germany, which in
turn had a decided influence on the vevelopment of Reform Judaism. For in the
end of the elighteenth century, either because of economic conditions or because
of intellectual thirst, there was a perennial influx of folish scholars to
Germmany. ©2nhe religious ana educational positions in the most prominent commun-
ities of Germany, &s well as of Austria, from tne lowly "melamdim" to the honor-
able chief rabbis, became fllled almost exclusively by Polish scholars. It is
eunough to name but & few of the rabbis lixe Ezekiel Landau of Prague, Phinehas
Horowitz of Frankfurt on ine wein, his brother Shmelka of Moravia, Aaron Hdevi
ﬂoro-iu of perlin, who were all emigrants of Folanu &and who became the cutstand-
ing religious figures in Germany ana in Bonomh.ao

One of the most outstanding figures among those who brougnt in
Polish learning into Germany was Israel Moses Halevi of Zamoscsz (c. 1700-1?!2151
who was the instructor of ioses Ianials‘g:hn. and of whom Lessing saia in a let=
ter to the latter that he was "one of the first to arouse a love for science
in the hearts of Jan."sz Zamoscz was & great Talmuuist, mathematician and a
student of science, and was one of the lecturers in the Yeshibah of Zamoscg.

He was a versatile writer and in his various works, which he wrote in Hebrew,

he aisplayed a wide imowleuge of Rabbinics, religious philosophy ana secular

sciences. No less prominent as transmitters of Polisn Jewish learning to




Germany were Solomon Iubno, who became a prominent co-worker in the activities
bd
of the Biurisis ana of the Meqsfim; and Solomon kiaimon, the brilliant but une

fortunate philosopher. Both of them were teachers in the house of Hameﬁ:ohn
and exerted great influence upon the "lienuelsohnian school® in Germany.

Hence, we see how two Jewish intellectual currents, one from
Italy, the other from j!‘._o.j_t.-lorthern surope, converge in Germeny during the last
quarter of the eiginteenth century amnu due to favorable economic and political
conditions these currents helped to bring avout an era of enlightment, the

be
reform movement beiug one of its ofishootse
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THE REFORM MOVEMEWT IN G:RMANY
l. General Characteristics,

The iurorm movement in Germany was not primarily, as it is usually
conceived to be, a comscious emancipatory effort to gain political and social
prestige, It is true that there were later many reformeirs Who Lad that aim in
view but that does not throw any reflection upon the reform movement as a whole,
for it is the nature of every movement to attract followers %0 diverse types and
motives., Nor was the reform movement & conscious effort to denationalize Judaism
as it is usually accepted by pro-reform as well as by anii-reform writers on
this subject. For, as we shall see later, the concept of "nationality” as of
an ethnic entity and of "mationalism™ as of a cultural allegiance t0 that entity
is an outgrowth of the political upheaval in Zurope after 1848, a half century
after the rise of the reform movement.

If we approach the rfom movement in Germany from & purely his-
toric point of view, we will fina that towards the cnd of the eighteenth century
and in the beginning of the nineteenth it was chiefly an unconscious outgrowth,
ora phese, of the cultural emancipation of German Jewry. This same emancipation
took place sooner or later in every Bast-European countiry, but it expressed it-
self there in different forms conditioned by different soclal, politicel and
economic conditions of each country, and by the prevailimg philosophic movements
of the time in which this "awaiening"” toox place.

That the reform movement in Germany was primarily an outgrowth of
& cultural movement anu not &s & means to0 emancipation or denationalization can
be proven mot only from intermal evidence from the literature of the time but
&lso from external eviaences The Freuch Jewry went much farther in aeeds and in

words to remounce the so-called "nationalistic™ aspect of Juusism, yet it did



not give rise to nﬁ{_eﬂﬁ:n movement. Instead, it pave birth to a most petrified —_
clerical orthodoxy. The same is true of the Jews of England to & lesser ex=
tents On the other nana, it is an estavlished fact that the "Berlin Haskalah®
which was promulgated by the early reformers in Uermany found a most favorable
response in Galicia and in Poland where emancipation and uenationslisation of
Judaism was not an issue at ;11.2 These facts prove most conolusively that the
reform movement was motivated primarily by inner cultural needs rather than by
mere pressure from without.

But these external facts will be later on Gorroborated by inter-
nal evidences from the literary scurces of the mvmant.s Before we approach,
however, the literary sources of the _l_efom movement, we must turm our attention
to the life of the people at the time when the reform movement came into exis-
tence. The pro-reform writers attribute this unique phenomenon in German Jewish
life to the higher intellectual standards of German Jewry; the anti-reform critics -
attribute it to the weakening of their Jewish consciousness. But both of these
views are decidedly wrong. %“he German Jews towards the close of the eignteenth

&
century were Germans only geographically, spiritually and culturally they were

part and parcel of Basterm surope and were in close contact with vLhe Jewish centres
there. However, the severe political and economic oppression of German Jewry
during the seveni.eenth and eighteenth century have lowered their intellectual
standard as compared to that of the folish or Bonemian Jews. On the other hand,
these depressing conditions of German Jewry have fostered a plety to such an -
extent that no parallel can be found in Jewish histoq.s Never before was there
such & rigorous emphasis on the observance of Sabbaths and festivals, of

religious customs and ceremonies, even of the most insignificant. In order to

foster this piety among the men and women of the Jewish masses, a new religious

literature sprang up in Judaeo-German which was the vermacular of the Geman



Jews at thai time., This literature was an original creation of the German Jews,
and it had a tremendous influence upon the religicus life of the masses in Ger-
many, as well as of those in Sasterm Burope. Such books as the "Z'enoh U'renah"
and the "M'morat Hamaor” brought t0 the aown-troaden Jews not ouly a comforting
message but also & popular presentation of the siblical, Habbinic and Cabalistic
literature, coupled with attractive nomilies, legends, fables, and incidents
takeu from Jewish history. MNowhere did the Shulhan-Aruk find such deep roots

in the life of the people as it aid in Germany during the seventeenth ana in the
beginuiung of the eighteenth centuries, anu it is here that the liturgy and the
synagogal practices were most rigidly codified during that period. And though
religious piety prevalled almost to the same extent in Italy ana in folana,
because of a freer atmosphere in the Ghettos of the latter it was not carried

out there with the same vigorousness. Besides in Poland and in Italy, whemethe “~
cnthoiic ohurch reigned supreme, there was always a discrepancy between life

and cr-ced which allowed for a lighter vein in the religious life of the people;
while in Western Burope, where the Protestant spirit prevailed, strict confor=-
mity of life g_m creed was rigidly enforced. It is this axtmm&:v'igomus plety' —
and the lack of intellectual free-thougat in German Jewry that have contributed
to the bittermess which characterized the strug.le for the slightest innovations
in synagogal rituals, and for the most minute ueviations from the rigid con-
structions of the Shulhan-Aruk. <hus in Italy, in valicia, and even in Hungary
tne tenuencies for moderate reforms found much readier response tnan in the

oirthplace of the reform movement.

Z¢ Yhne Cultural Awakening in German Jewry.
The cultural awakening in German Jewry expressed itself in two

distinct tendomiel'; in the advocacy of educational reforms in the Jewish schools;
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and in the establishment of Hebrew jourmslism, The Haskalah school system in

its emphasis on the study of the Bible over that of the Talmud brought to the
foreground the ethiocal and social content of the prophetic Books as against the
ceremonial and legalistic aspects of Rabbinism. On the other hand, the establishe
ment of Hebrew periodicals furnished open forums for Jewish lay-scholars who had
gradually taken away from the rabbis the exclusive control of Jewish public
:bpilnj.l:m..6 Both, the new school system of the Haskalah and the establishment of
tne Hebrew press, were the imuediate predisposing factors iu the renaissauce of
Hebrew literature, which in tum became the carrier of tne revolt against the con-
tent and style of HRabbinic literature. Hence, the most moderate educational re-
forms and the establishment of a Hebrew press became laier on the signals of
free-thought anu the beginning of the downfall of Rabbinic authority in every
Jewish centre in Burope. MNot that the leauers of either of thnese two cultural
tendencies simed consciously at tne te®ring cown of legalism, it was rather an
unconscious accomplishment on their part. For in their aesire to bring’_oontent v
into the hollowness of the petrified Jewish life about them, the modern Jewish
educators and journalists constantly stressea the spirit of Juaalsm rather than
its form, and had thus prepared the way either for the reform of the Jewish Law

or for the uisregard of it altogether.

S« The Reforms in Jewish Education.

The demand for reforms in Jewisn education in Germmany auring the
last quarter of the eighteenth century is concedaed by all historians to be the
beginning of the BReform movement.? And the greatest champion of tiiat movement
was undoudbtedly Naphtali Hartwig Wessely (born at Hamburg in 1720 and diea there
in 1805).8 His open letter, or pamphlet, "Oibre Shalom v'Smet” (Berlin 11"!3..'-:}J

9
elicited by the edict of Emperor Joseph II, was the first signal of a new era



in the cultural life of suropean Jewry. In this pamphlet Wessely ardently ad-
vocales the voluntary adoption of the educational and social reforms as outlined
in the emperor's "Poleransedict®. This letter ggg“_‘_‘h;en translaled into French
\Paris 1792), Italian(Goers 1793), anu u._r_l_mn (serlin 1798), and was everywhere v

10
accepted with enthusiasm by the youth who yearned for enlightment. With sage=-

like modesty and mildness Wessely stated the pressing need for adopting new
eaucational methods, and showed them to be by no means in oppostion to the uos-
aic or Rabbinic Law, He claimed that the curriculum and the method 0f instrude
ion for Jewish children must conform to the practical needs of the new generat-
1on.n Since it was not possible for all to become proficient in Talmud, the
greater number must be taught a tmde.lz Moreover, it was necessary that Jewish
school chiluren should have a knowledge of the elementary sciences, history
ana geographyls and, above all, a thorough knowleuge of the German lﬂ-nB'lIBe_e.u
Wessely also stressed the crying need for popular works in Jewish
philosophy, theology anu ethics, which would impart 1o every Jew in as simple
a style as possible the elementary :mowledge of the spiritual content of Jud-
aim.la 48 B poet, he stooa for the purity of the Hebrew language auu for a
rational unaerstanding of the Scriptures along the lines of gramnatical x'ulets.l5
He claimeu thal the woeful lack of poetic gemius in the Hebrew literature of Lhe
uiddle Ages was uue to toe fact that Lhe study of the propnetic portions of the
Bible had been neglected anu even when taught their poetic beauty was not apprec-

jated, because of the ignmorance of the elcmentary rudiments of Hebrew gramuar

17
and syntaX. All these reforms Wessely advocated in tne name of "Torath Ha-
18
Adam" (Humanism or Universalism) which he believed would raise the prestige
19

of the Law as well as of the Jews. His program was clear--economic, intellectual

and political emancipation on the one hand, and a fidelity to the Jewish heritage

[
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on the other,

It is interesting to note that as a defense for nis liberal views
he sets cut the Sephardic Jews as an example of emancipated yet loyal Jews. v
In Triest%’ therefore, where the majority of the Jews were of Spanish or Portm- —
guese descent, there was &n enthusiastic readiness to open a school according
to Wessely's plan. But at the oker end of the Austrian dominions, in Galicia,
where the Ashkenazic element predominated, tnere was consternation. A4nd while
the Italiau rabbis sided with Wessely, all the others, anu among them Bzekiel
Landau of Prague, were uecidealy hosiile to all innovations which they imstince
tively felt woula break down traditional Jewisn 1ife. For though thnere was
nothing said in this pamphlet against orthodox Judaism, yet in it, like in all
of his works, Wessely lays greater stress upon the etihical and social values of
Judalsm rasfiér than upon the ceremoniale =The first, he calls PIID DD —
the latter < /M Jndn / Fmﬁi’ ‘?? « The first, according to Wessely,
is concentrated in etermal truths which one cannot be commanded to believe,
since one must necessarily believe tihem from proof by reason; the latter is a
divine legislation not based on reason for it transcends the human mind.zo In
this Wessely claims no originality. He quotes to this effeet from the "Kuzari®,
the "Hovot Ha-levavot”, and the "Gulde to the Perplexed” where the religious
content of Judaism is classified in more or less the same manuere. 4his, however,
must be sala--that Wessely dia negate tne value of the ceremonial unless it be
based upon & thorough understanding of the theological and etnical content of

21
Judsaism,
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It is to this empnasis uf Wessely on the "lorat Ha-adam", which
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he calls at times ‘?t/f f" 5 —ﬂ/'OIA'J: that the orthodox rabbis
tmmendously objecteds They claimed that the ceremonial ana the legalistio
phases of Judaism were the essentials. And while Westely himself conformed to
every iota of the ceremonial law, it is true that the men and women &bout him,
who furthered the cause of educational reforms, were ocasting off the ™yoke of
the Law" and thus strengthening the position of the orthodox rabbis. Besides,
many of those who took up the cudgels for his educational reforms lacked the
modesty and the sympathetic attitude of Wessely, and with their embittered and
debasing attacks they only helped to antagonize the rabbls of great repute, who
wers admired even by the liberal-minded people. Uf such & nature was Lhe anony-
mous pamphlet of R. Saul Berlin, entitled "Ketob Yosher®, o which we shall
speax later., Wessely thought ihat his second episile on the subject was final,
because in it he challenged the orthodox rabbis to show within three months
how his definitions of Juaaism and his contentions for euucational reforms were
in any way countrary to Jewish Lawe S5ince no reply came forth to challenge him,
he regardea his arguments as invulnerable. And while Wes.ely received most en=
couraging letters from many Italian rabbis, his attentions was called to most
vituperative sermons hela against him by local rapois on "Shabat Hagodol" of
1784, in which they sought t0 cast aspersions at him by attributing to him state=
ments taken from pamphlets which were writien by some of his follwers, who at=
tacked the orthodox rabbis in a most irreverential manner., rhat led hiz to
write a third epistle in the month of Eyar of 1784, entitled "En ‘.:inhput".za
Wessely disclaimed all responsibility for the writings of those who have spon-

24
sored his program, and which may have offended the orthodox leaders,
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He also atuvached favoravle decisions, letters anda poems seut to him from rabbis
aud lay scholars of 'J?riut.% ferrara, Venice, Aucona, Regglo, and Goritz, all of
which proclaimed him &8 the most emligntened and courageous seeker of truth.
This third epistle is an important historic document, because 1t
shows clearly tnat the first ones to have given Wessely an encouraging hand were
the Italian rabbis, while those of Uermany who were of great repute opposed him,
or at best were neutral on this most important .'um:mn.zli And though the oppos=
ition to his program in Germany gradually abated, and he came out victorious,
yet he felt the need for further clarification and he, therafore, nublished a
foarth epistle, entitled "Ilolmtnot;l:t"h.26 In it he set forth all the objections
raised by his opvonents and nullified each in turm. In the last chapter of this
epistle Wessely displayed breaath of vision when he deplored the spiritual di=-
chotomy in the minds of the emancipated Jew brought about by the narrow-mindedness
of the orthodox rabbis, For, in spite of the opposition of the latter, Normal
Schools were establisned throughout the Austrian cSmpire accoraing to the edict
of the emperor, aua for the first time the Jewish youth began 1o feel keenly
tne sharp contrast between the nineteenth century Western thought and the old
fashioned orthodox "heder®, Wessely's amvition, on the other nand, was notL only
t0 iniroduce Jewish youth into nineteenth century Western culture, as it was
witn many other educators of the time, but he wanied L0 bridge over the gap
between antignity and modernity through the medium of a moudernized Hebrew

literature. He claimed, however, that due to the obstimacy of orthoaoxy the

Jewish youths had to attend the newly-founded Normal Schools which imbuea them



with modern German culture, and which in turn made the traditional Jewish learn-
ing still more repugnant to them. Moreover, due to the opposition of the rabbis
to modern text-books for religious and ethic:l instruction in Hebrew, they had

27
to be published in German, some of which were written by Christian scholars.
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He pointed again to the progressiveness of the Iialiam comnunity of ‘l'l‘iest?\qo-- o
aid modemize the sysiem of Jewish education, and thus whwified Judaism with
moaern culr.ure.za
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Wessely was not satisfied merely ?ﬁ-iadvocatifng the modernization =
of Hebrew literature, but became its most active worker of the time. He opublished
the "Sefer Ha-midot” (Berlin 17868), a popular treatise mm matters of psychology,
ethics and theology, written in a plain, lucid Hebrew style. It is intereste
ing to note regarding the unuerstanding of the time that %“essely had to apologize
for the puoclication of this work, fearing the fanatics who regarded every pseudo=
philosophic work as an attempt to undermine legalistic Judaism. Their fear was
not wholly unjustvified. For though Wessely in his modest way pays the highest
tribute in his introauciion to the great Walmuuic and Vabalistic scholars of his
time, ne deplores the fact that there 1s no one in nis age to follow in the
footsteps of Samdya, Blftya. idaimoniues, Gabirol, and ioses Hayim Lugzato, who

29
devoted their time to the exposition of the etnical content of Judaism.
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The work itself displays no originality nor depth of thought, yet

it is a landmark in the literary history of Judaism, for it was the first attempt
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of its kind by an Ashkenagio Jewish scholar. The book, as stated above, was
written, unlike those of his omn time, in a lucid Hebrew style characteristic of
the Spanish and Italian Hebrew writers. The Le.uency then of the early refor-
mers was clearly a revolt againsit ravuvinic legalism, anda a return to the liter=
ary and philosophic Sepharaic scholars. Like them, Wessely also indulged in
philological and grammatical research, & study which resulted in an extensive
work, "Lebanon" or*Gau-Nsul" in two volumes (Amsterdam 1766-66), which is a
philological investigation of Hebrew roots and synonyms. <“hese two volumes bear
witness to the author's solid scientific attainments, ana it is regrettable that
their scientific value is obscured by the prolix style in which they are written,
Wessely's greatest distinction, however, was in the fiela of poetry. 1hough
this phase of his creativeness is out of the realm of our consideration, yet it
must be mentioneu tnzt the style and content of his poems are indicative of the
spirit of the time. In his poetry Wessely 1is clearly a disciple and successor
of the Spanish and Italian Hebrew poets, particularly of lloses Hayim Luzzato;so
at the same time he is also a child of his age expressing the yeermings of the
modern Jew for freedan and emancipation. Though the classic style of his poetry
helped to retard the development of pure art, it ushered in humanism into Hebrew *
literature, just as the general humanistic movement lea the sSuropean mind along
the paths marked out by the classic languages. No sooner dia his works become
known in Sastern Burope than it raised up & number of imitators., Particularly
was his influence decidedly great upon Abraham nq‘i' Lebensohn of Wilna ("Adam -
ha-Konen", 1794-1880), who was surnmamed "father of poetry"™, and who was oue of
tne pillars in tne movement for emancipation and against ooscuraniism in mastern
ﬁuropc.él Wessely's activity as sible comientator and as coworker in the

deassef will be discussed later in comnection with the activity of the siurists

and the Meassfim,
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L Hence, we see Wessely's manifold influence upon his contempor=
aries as scholar, philologist, theologian, journalist, and poet, The oriticism
levelled against him by S. Sernfeld, who sought not only to minimigze his imow-
ledge and abilities but also to cast aspersions upon his chamtor.sz is wholly
unjustifiable. Bernfeld accuses Wessely of Joining hands with the avowed eneniss
of .'l'ucml.ml,33 of belitfing arrogantly the authorities of tradition.“ and of
insincerity and .*.:,ypc.'m:'llly.:"5 That this criticism is unduerv'ed can be proven
by the fact that when an article was published in the llei.saafds speaking with
undue levity about the dootrines of the .salmud in regard to reward and punish-
ment, Wessely wrote a pamphlet, "“Maamar E:kor Uin®, in which he aencunces the
eultors for allowing disrespectful statemsnts concerning traaition to be pub-
lished in their jouml.w In this pamphlet Wessely analyzes all the ialmudic
anu philosophic statements concerning reward ana punishment which have been col=-
lecteu by Menasseh b. Israel io his "Nisnmat Hayim" (ch. I, part 13].3?

Though Wessely incurred the aispleasure of the raoovinical au-
thorities of uermany and foland, anu though the latter sought 10 excommunicate
snu persecute him, he always championed the cause of Jewish cultural emancipation
in a most di‘gn!.ﬁ.ea and moaest manner, never attacking tracition nor its
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authorities.

4. Mendelsohn and the Biurist Movement.

The effects of the Bilurist movement which has its beginning with
Ilemeljsohn's translation of the Pentateuch, like the achievements of Ilandelsjum
himself, have been ;reatly exaggerated and grossly misrepresented by most Jewish
historians and writers. MNMenuelsohn's German translation of the Pentateuch was =
hailed as a uni ,,u'e ana revolutionary pnenomenon in Jewish life, anu as the

impediate stimulus, if not as the cause, of the "enlightment™ anu of the heform

F
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movement in Germany. Graetz, when speaking or the effecis of the Biur, says

tne following: "As if touchea by a maglc wand, the Talmud students, fossils of

the musty school-houses, were transfigured, and upon the wings of the intellect

tney soared avbove the gloomy present anu to0k their flight heaveuwards. An

insatiable uesire for lmowledge took possession of them; no territory, however

dark, remaineu imaccessible to t.ham."m On the other hana, the leaders of Or=

thodoxy and later ou those of the nationalistic movement aiiributed the decline

of Jewish leaming in Western surope to Home.‘lrghah.n'n translation of the Pentatemch -

which, tney claimed, made the Bible & means for spreaaing the German language
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rather than for the study of tne lorah,
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In most of these statements regarding tne Biurist movement and
the schievements of lendelsohn there is lack of nistoric perspective. 4he Biurist
movement wWas not & unique puenomemon in Jewish life, as it is regaruea to be,
nor was it responsivle in any way for the Reform movement. Loreover, Menualgghn
was not the only one responsible for the Biurist movement, though he occupied a
conspicuous place in n.‘z For if we review the history of sible translavions,
we find that from the time when Hebrew ceaseu to be the spoken langua;e of the
Jewish masses, translations of the Biocle were constantly mace into the vernaculr
of the people. <2hese translations were not conscious literary or reformatory
enueavors out were producis that arose out 07 tne necessities of 111‘3.43 ana

though every Bible translation wet in turn with more or less opwosition for

fear that it woula be putting a premium upon the ignorance of the Hebrew text,
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yet the need of the com.on people who gradually lost the xnowledge of Hebrew
invariably overcame the opposition of the authorities. Of such nature were the
Aramalic Targumim in Palestine; the Septuagint in Alexanaria; the Greek trans-
lation of Ajuila; the Syriac translation--the "Peshitta"; the Arabic transla-
tions (the most famous of which is that of Sasuya Gaon whicu has remained to
this day the version for the Jews in Arabic speaking couniries); the Persianm,
the lartar, the Spanish, anu the Italian iranslations; ana finslly_ths Juaaeo=-
German translations. OUf course, Graetz, with his exaggerated hatred for the
Bast-suropean Jews and for their language, dencunced the £olish "melamdim" for
translating the Holy Book into their hnateful jargon---"so that it seemed as if
uwoses haa spoken in the barbarous dialect of Polish Jews.““ It is Jor this
reason that the translation of the Bible into "pure™ Gemman oy the uWenuelsonnian
sanool was regarued as a great cultural emancipation from hnrbartsm.4b As &
matter of fact the numerous Juuseo-German translations of the Bible, which were
and still are derideu by the champions of "enlightment™, are only a continuation
of that same tenuency which begau with the Vargumim, the alm of which was to
make tne Bible accessible to the masses vold of Hebrew knowledge. And since all
the Bast and West Buropean Jews from the beginning of the fifteenth till the enu
nf the eighteenth centuries spoke exclusively in the Judaeo-German dialect, it
was but natural for the Bible translations of that perioca to be written in

this vernacular. 1hus we have & partial Judaseo-uerman Lranslation of the Bible
in Poland as early as the fifteentn century (the manuscript of wnicn was found
in the collection of uei Hossi, datea hantua 1421). We also nave a Judaeo-Gemrman
translation of the Psalus bi mlijan Levita (Venice 1545). A complete sible
translation in Judaeo Gernan was publishea by Isauc pliiz of Amsteraam (1676-78).

Another complete translation was puoblisned there in 1679 by Joseph Witzenhausen,

which secured the approbation of the "Couancil of the Four Lanas."™ A third
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complete translation of the sible into Juuaeo-German was eaited by Sussman
Houelheim ana ienahem Mair Levli (Amsterdam 1725-1729). It is interesting to

note that the Judaeo-German into which the bible was being translated was con-
sidered at the time not a "Jewish" dialeat but -2/"’ L /;;f s Or .,.;:f P
ana it was considered as such even by iendelsohn. Yet there was no opposition

to these translations on the part of the rabois., OUn the contrary, the editor

of the first Judaeo-German Bible translation published a number of approbations

| - __/)/J;r.gnab ) of the Ashkenazic and Sephardic rabois in which they
state that the translation will be of great benefit to the Jews of Germany

and of Poland, and to those who have emigrateu from these couniries into Holland.
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It is also noteworthy that the editor states in nis preface that his aim was to
give a literal translation of the Bible, accoraing to the rational interpretatiem

of the grammarians.
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Ana, in fact, this was & literal translation of tne Bible in a language which
propbavly was good literary Germau at the tiwme wunen it was publisheu. Only

denuelsohn living a century after found the style of the translaiion barbaric anu

48
repulsive.
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Therefore, at the midale of the eightaenth century when it Bgcame
in'vogue among the rich Jews of Perlin to study the current liter:ry German, the

necessity for a translation into modern Gemman was keenly felt. 3ut since all

the Hebrew teachers then were rfolish immigrants who spofe Judaeo-German, the
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desired cnange coulud not be brouyght sbout so easily., It is for tnis reason that

-

dendelsohn found it necessary to iranslale the fentateuch into the current lit-
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erary Germmau for the use of his own chiluaren.
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lenus]f_onn aiu not intena, however, to open & new epoch in Bible
exegesis, nor ula ne make any attempt to usher in the "rational spirit of the
time,™ for which he is usually given oredit, <The translation, as well as the
interpretations of the "Biur" are most orthodox, ignoring completely the results
of the scientific research made by Spinoga and Elijah Levita. After uonde_l_qohn.
translations of the Bible were made uuring the nineteenth century in practically
every Jewish centre--in Holland, Italy, #rance, Russia, and later on in America.
We can see, therefore, now unjustifiavle are botn the comuenda-
tions ana the condemnations of the "Biur"., sfor, as we nave clearly seen, tne
modern German translation of the oible was a matural outgrowth of tue time,
just as were all the other translatious of the bBiole which preceeded ana succeeded
ite It is fallacious, thereiore, to atiribuie vo it the ocutbreaks of -r_'e_rom —.
anc the cessation of Jewish learning in Germany, or the progress of Haskalah in
Bastern surope, for its teunuency wes iu no way uirferent from that of all the
other 5ible translations. Many historians ana journalists point 1o the fact
tuat the Jewish young siudents maue use of this translation for the siuay of the »/
German lancusge and they cons ider it, therefore, & priuary factor wuicu helped
to initiate the Jewish people into German culture, which in turn was the
inmediate cause for the reform movement and for the "denailonslization" of the e

WNestern Jews. his argument is but trivial, and those who hold such a view




simply confound "inciaents" for "factors", For it was the political and econo- —
mic conaitions of the time which compelled the Jews of Uermany to study Uerman,

Just as the Jews were compelled everywiere to study the language of their countiry.

It 80 napnened that during this "Germanization" process the "Biur" was found to

be a convenient means for the study of the Germaun langaage. If the "Blur" were

not then in existence, some other couvenient means would have been found for

tne exigencies of the time, just as there were other means for Lhe "russifi-

cation” of the Russian Jews.

: In fact, Menuelsohn himself aid not regard the "Biur" as a revol- -
utiouary or epoch-meking works In his introductiomn, he devotes a whole chnpt.erso
10 tne hisiory of bible tramslatious, from the falestinian Yargumim to his owm
time, in whicu ne proves thei uis translation is only & link in the long chain
of oible translutions, anu tuat he Btanus on goou traditionsl grouuas from wnich
he woula not depart in the slightest manner. There are some who thing that in
reality denuel_s;fahn diu not stana on trauaitionsl grounas, but that he dia not
dare to express his views for feszr of Jewish public opinion. ©There is not, how=
ever, the slightest justification for such a view. As we shall see later on,
dlendelsohn's policy in the Biur is in perfect accord with iis general attitude —~
to religion. For Hondellohn did not only cling firmmly to tradition but even
wnere he had the opportunity to choose between & more liberal and a narrower
talmudic tracition he would side with the laiter. LJhus he staites unequivocally
tnat every letter, vowel and accentuation mark in the rfentateuch is of divine
origin and that they were revealed to Moses on kount Sinai ana nanded down to
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us witnout any chauge whaisoevers

A DD DX YD 2P Lt vwe yvone pe o./dr LNVA
quj//ﬂjjfaj"@‘l ‘/a}/lf@ AD f,ﬂ‘,)/ “3,7’-/,) },ﬁ/ 2959 6
/,,/ ,-ay),;//w/a o/ ,/N/;: F rrow /\: / 229 PN ‘?!-:/rf




- = ‘5/3 dnk /9 fur D ,7/-4/‘)9) aﬁéu

And though ne is fully aware of the controversial dasta on the
subject from non-Jewisn and Jewish authorities, incluuing those of £1ijah Levita,
he finally pldes with Isaac Halevi Snunow.& the author of "Imre-Binah"™ and
with Azariah .el KRossi, the author of "M'or mm*.aa Who upheld the traait- ~/
ional conception of revehtion.“ His utter lack of critical analysis he
shows most clearly when he states that even the Talmuaic and Massoretic emen=-
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dations were revealed to Moses and were handed down by oral traaition.
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©The unuerstanding of Ianua%:?nn'l attituue to tradition, as ex=
pounued in nis introuuction to the Biur, is of utmost importance, for it is
characteristic of his whole attituue to Juwaism, tne misunaerstanaing of which
misleu the stuuents of Reform Juuaism, as well as of ithe Neo-Hebraic renaissence,
For all of the hisiorians of these two movemcnts begin with ..andel_s_g_hn as a
starting point. 4“he fact is that winile ne contributeu 10 Lhe progress of Luese
two movemenls, he nau nothing in comnon witu eltner of them. Instead, he should
be regaruea as Lhe forerunuer of the German Oorthodox party, tue ouistanding exe
ponent of which was Rabbl Israel Hildesheimer, and whose platform was defined
at the Rabbinical Conference at Budapest in 1869, as follows: "A faithful
adherence to traditional teachings comgéned with an effective effort to keep

in touch with the spirit of progress.” In reality, this platform auvocates a

complete adaptation to the cultural environment from without and an unconditional



aaherence to a sealed Judalsm from within. It is this very attituue wnich
is reflected most consistently in Menuelsohn's life anc works. 4nu sernfela
is perfectly rignt wheun he says of Wenuelsohn tnati ne wes the first among the

cultured Jews to whom the problem of the Jews was primary ana that of Judalsm
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Ingeed, Menuelsohn was not interested in contributing anycthing to the progress
0of Juuaism as such, for even tne "Biur" wnicu is his only great contrioution to
Judaism, Menuelsohn himself admits in nis iuntroduction was an idea conceived
by Solomon be Joel ihbnnc“

That Menuelsohn was ratucr a champion of Jewish rights than of
Juuaism“ is evident from the fact thet he was actuslly disinterested in Jewish
problems altogether until the year 1771, at the time when he reached the age
of 42, and after having acquired slready a great reputation among non-Jewish
circles as an outstanding metaphysician. <The impetus for his interest in Jewish
problems even after that date came also from withoat, as he was forcea to state
hic views on Juusism by the controv rsy with the Christian theologian Lava:er.so
Likewise, wenuelsohn's Jewish actlivities after that incluaent show clearly that
ne was more interestea in securing civil emancipation for the Jews ratner then
io tae inner cevelopment of Juuaism. 4 complete uiscussion of this would lead
us far afield, but a few instances will surfice. His effori. to abolish early
burialn.el for instance, was clearly not a measure of reform, for Lnere were
many other phases of Jewish practice wnich he regarded witn wisfavor anu for
whicn he alu not aavocate any onange.sz His motive for being iu favor or uhis
particular reform can be explaineu only by the fast unat ne belleved that such

a reform would facilitate the process of emancipation. The very fact thnat his

interest iu this reform came as & r-sult of tne wecree of the Juxe of Mecklenburg-
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ochwerin (April 1772) would leau us to this conclusion. Similarly, when in

1777 several hundred impoverished Jews were sbout to be expelled from dresden,
sdenielsohn interceded in their behalf. 1In 1778 at the request of Hirschel
Levin, chief rabbl of Berlin, he wrote a compilation of the civil laws of the

(o LY /c.n in Geman, which he called "Ritualgesetze der Juden" to prove
to King Prederich that the laws of Judaism do not conflict in any way with those
of the atau.“ 48 fur as the publication of the Biur in 1779 we can ment.lon, in
addaition to what has been statea above, the letter of wendelsonn o0 nis friemd
Augustus von Helnings, the lanish wtate councillor (June 29, 1777), in which he
states glearly that ne unever intenued to sublish it. sut since ne was led
through certain circumstances to do so, he believes that it #ill be for the best
interests or his ‘poop].oo65

sendelsohn's collaboration witn Chr. W. .obin in tne publication

of the uocuneut "Ueber aie B&'gurliuha Verbesserun der Juuen" and nis preface L
to Marcus Herz's translatiou of the "Vinaicise Judaeorum", t.h.e famous apologetic
work of Wenasseh b. Israsl, were likewise emancipatory endeavors. Agaln, his
wdognun opus’ Jerusalem® (Berlim 1783) is surely not a ireatise on Judaism, as it
is assumed to be, but rather an apologetic work i. behalf of the religion of
the Jews, which Mendelsohn tried to represent in a most favorable light. Though
this work was and still is regarded as an epoch-making book, it has but little
originality and shows altogether a lack of historic perspective. For our
purpose it is enmough to mntionf:r this book that in it Uendelsohn regarded every —
ceremonial law as having etemal validity, unless abrogateu by a new revelation.
"Phe spirit of Judaism,” he saia, "is frezdom of woctirine anu conrormiiy in
a.cticn."aa Yet, in spite of this, as we nave seen avove, uanuslgghn. in nis —

introduction to the Biur clung firily to the most narrow consiraction of Jewish

doctrines concerning revelation. Again, many see iu this aual attitude towards



doctrine & glaring auplicity, or intellectual hypocrisy oun the part of Mendel-
sohn. DBut in justice to him it must be saia Lhat tnere is not the sligniest
evidence for such an accusation, because Mencelsohn's intellectual integrity was
beyond reproach. To understand this seeming inconsistency on the part of len-
delsohn, we must bear in :.ina that to him, like to the oultnmd.tieman. orthod=
ox Jew of our own time, Judaism was a closed chapter which cennot allow for
any changes exsept for such minor reforms whicn would improve the civil status
of the Jew,

And though Mendelsohn wes an outstanding figure in the Biurist
movement, and thougn he was instrumental in the foundatvion of the "ieassef"
and gave it even a few anonymous coutributions, the fact remains that he did 24333
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not write a single work in Hebrew setting rorth nis philosopnic views to Jewish .:r-;’:‘;
readers. ¥nis fact is most glaring, because ienuelsohn was a master of Hebrew .
style, anu because the "Hebrew language was guown then t0 about all Jews, with
e exception of & few ignorant villagers, and it offered a most excellant
medium ror propogating suropean cmltm:‘«."68 @nis only confirms ocur conclusion
that tne reason Wencelsohn wrote at a2ll on matters pertaining to Juaaism is De=-
czuse 07 his desire to gain non-Jewisu recognition for his people, rather than
to further the cevelopment of Judeism. Eence, the one . reat achievement to
Henaelsonn's credit is the civil emancipation of the Jews bepiuuning with the =
nineteenth century. Indirectly, this achfevement helped to further the move-

meut for reforms and for Neo~Hebraic renaissance, but on the other hand, it .
impeded the progress of both. For each of these movem-nts aimed in its owm
way to create 2 modern Juaaism which shoula form a synthesis petween Western
dulture auu trauitional Juazism, while Menuelsonn's ideology only nelped to

create a dichotomy in ithe life of the people whicn finally led 10 wholesale
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aposiasye. ana becsuse of his great prosti e, both the reform movemeut in Ger-
many and the Hebrew renaissance iu Sastern Zurope suffered for a long time from

this wenuelsohnian legacy whicn found its clearest expressioun in the motto of
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politan man from without and a iracitional Jew from within.®” It is only with |
- 70 ?
tue appearance of wen like abrauam Geiger auu oamuel koldheim in Germany,
71

and like Peretz omolenskin iu iwmssia, that the intellectual Jews uf surope be-
gan to shace off this uJenuelsounian attitude to Judaism, which cau appeal only
-~ to people of compamymental minase.
Though nondel_l_ghn aid not occupy & very great place in Hebrew

literature, we nau to dwell at length on his mctivities and on Lis attitude

to Juuaism for several reasons: First, it enabled us to understand thet uden=-

delgohnian legacy under whici both the reformers and tne "Maskilim" hau to =

labor; secondly, it proved beyond any aoubt how false it is 10 regara tne‘__re-

for: movement conconnitant with emancipation as Bernfelu uoces | 2 jwa..m
;jub‘i. u“'!lﬁ/‘&;}"‘fl ;72 and thirdly, it served to corrovborate tne contention

made sbove that emanci.oation without an iaguer cultural awaxenin; leaus log-

ically nou to "_xzrorm" but to & stagnant orthouoxy as it exisis touay in uer- —

meny, srence and England, or in tue Sephnaruic communities in ‘s‘ur}my.l?s

®he other outstanding figures among the "Biurists* will be

treated in counection witn the "Meassfim",

5. Jne Ueassfim.
Though dendelsonn was no aoudl the central magnetic figure in
the circle of the cultured Jews iun Germany, yet it is umong nis foliowers ana

friends that we must seak the true bearers of the Jewish renneisance in the ena

of the eighteenth century. It wis zlready mentloned above that it was Wessely,




dendelsonn's closest frieud, who sought to bring in Western culture in the -
life of the Jew through the medium of a modernized Hebrew lanpusge and through
reforms in the Hebrew education of the children. Botn of these movements, in
whicn ;enue{fghn himself displayeu but a pessive interest, became the pivotal —
issues of the Meassfim anu awakenea a responsive thrill in the hearus of his
young followers and admirers, particularly of nis proteges among the Polish
imiiy rants. Of course, Uraetz witi his well-imown prejudice towaras the rolish
Jews, s&ys of them as follows: "Young foles, adventurous spiriis, thirsting
for wnowledge with good minds but confuseu thoughts, both pure and impure
elements, forced themselves upon Jenualﬁgpn anu brought him into baa repute. -
£ne majority nau broken no. alone with the Lalmua, but also with religion ana
morality; they lea a uilssolute life, bul considereu it the mark of philosopny
ana enliguimente wut of love to mankiud anu iuwevendent Lnuugut, wenuelsohn
e.tered iuto relstions witn tnem, lLelu uiscussiovns witn tnem, auvAanceu ana
aiaed tn-'m, which also cast & rfalse ligut upon his relation to Juuaism.‘7‘
dhe fact of the matvter is tual tnese Folish immaigrants whom vraet: s0 mercl-
lessly aerideds made Mena:lsohn's position in Juasis what it was, and it was
they who brougnt in the nmew era of emlightment into Vermen Jewry., For iien-
delsohi: was not only taught and influenced by them but it was trey who maue the
Biu;#;cceasible to the Polish Jews who were its greai:st natronigers, ana it was
their contributions to the "Heassaf", topether witn those of thne Italian

75

scholars, Laat gave this period any literary value «t all.

Among those wno nave exeriea & greal influence upon ilhe so-called
"Jenuelsohnian school” was Solomon ubno of folanue +ubno was tne outstand- -
= 76
iugr Hebrew literary genius of nis time, anu it wss ne wuo was respousibple L p

for tne oavlication of the biur anu for its pooularity. It was his euition of
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Lusza'to s "La-Yesharim Yhilan" ;;mt marks, according to Slouschz, the n-m‘?—&i‘ _{.'}3.&
naissance i. Hebrew literature, Likewise, A4dron Yaroslav, Shalom Ha-Cohen,

Isa=c Ha-Levi Satanow, Meniel levin, Juuah nen-Zeédb, and & number of others,
ali hailea from 2Polana, ana among tnem were leauiw; contributors to the Biur,
rnile others were outstanaing Haassrim.?a

2ne iuea of estaclisning tne “Meass®r" as & Hebrew monthly
periodical was conceiveu by Isaec Abranam zuchel (B. Copenhagen 1758; a.
Serlin 18041?9 and by udenuel sresslau (a. &t <resslau 1829).30 In the spring
of 1755, vhey issued an appeal to &l1 the Jews to assist iu the estaclishment
of a society for the study of Hebrew oy 4 /Mf 829 D»arph . The
first number of the perlouical was auncinced April 18, 1758 in a prospectus
“Kahal Ha-ssor®, and the 7irst volume appeared at Rsnigsbarg in 1?84.31 be-
cause a number of philanthropic Jews there gave their genercgus supiort for
this entux‘priu.az

hbr our purpose it is interesting to note that “or fear thal
their scneme would 7all to arouse the anthusizsm of the people, the leauers of
tne sosiety adressed themselves to %essely, imploriug nio to assuse a leaa-
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ig part in this undertaking.
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Seeiny in tne suc.ess 0F tuls soclely & great future for Hebrew
literature, Yessely gave ine "Keasser" not ouly nis saustion out also nis
literary contrioutious wnich gave tue puriocaical at ouce a standiug iua the
comnunity. In nis letier Lo the eaitors, uaieu vue 4tL of bh'vat, Wessely
sives them not only woras of encourssem-nt out also a wora cf timely warning

tust they do not antsgonize the asuthorities or religion in any manuer, aud
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snlilice

ithat tney should not maxe the Hebrew language as an end in itsels but that it
84
shall ever remain 2 means for the study of the Yorah.

Lhe purpose of the uWeassfim was clearly to bring in & revival
in Hebrew literature and culture. Bachel, veing one of the very few cultured
at the time could not nelp ovut ueplore the euucatioual status of nis people,
and wiin tne enthusiasm of a reformer he criea out, "seholu tue season of
learning unas come to all mativus; tney rest neitner uay nor nignt from teaching
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their children tne art of letters; wny Lunen sit we iale, roluing our hanast®
Bncnel was nou calling in the desert, for the best elemsnt of the youany gen-
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eration imaneuiately respouncea witu egual entnusiasm.

The eaivors of tue weassei sougnt Lo avoid one-siceuness anu tney
uiviveu tue periouical into rive uepartmeutls: ~foelry; essays--linguistic,
exepetical ana <almudie; oviograpuical arvicles; curreut uews; aud reviews of
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current publicaticus. and though sernreld, like many otners, minimizes sar-
88
castically tue literary importance of tune "deassef", Wwe must not forgei Lhat
it was the first successful attempt of its sort in Jewisk nistory. 1t is true
that 100 many of its contributors were shallow iutellectuals, lacidng oreadth
of vision, yet it must be aamiited that 1in spite or all their shortcomiugs, they
nave brougnt iu a fresh current of life which ran through every Jewhcenire in ~
Surore and broupght in a new iucal whicn dominated the Jewisn worla of letters
89
for tne next nalf century. It woula pe cut of our realu 10 uiscuss ners ihe
90
lizerary aspect of ihe =«eassef, for we are interesied ia iv primarily as a

facior in Lue struggles rfor reforms in Jucaism. anu ac sucn iis iuflaence was

munifolds

l. for tne «eassfim chose as thelr new spnere of activity the reform of

Heorew elementary ewucation, wihicu, as sialeu avove, was iue rirst suep in the
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movaunent for symnagog reforms.

2+ Tuney batiled agaim v religious ranaticism anu casuistic metuous in
Jewisn learning, scekiug 1o replace thewu by liberal iueas ana scientific
reaearch.gl ana tpnougu their campaign s aiust straigut-laced orthoaoxy and
against tne orthodox ravvis was ratner moaeraie uue to the influence of Wes-
sely, yet we fiua alreaaqy i: ithe lMeasse? articles auvocating reforms in minor
poiuts of Japbinic pactice and synapogal ritualogz

Ze The Meassef was the first Hebrew literary medium which advocated the
study of Yerman and of Yerman culture, and which sbught to familiarize the Jews
with. the social and sesthetic demanus of modern life anu induce them to rid
themselves of the ingrained peculiarities of Ghetto life.

4., As far as the Hebrew language is ccucerneu, the seassfin succeeded in
purifying it from sabbinic distortions and in restoring it to ius siblical rorm.
and tiougn they went tO tou great au exireme i. tphat airectviou, yeu it was aue
to this effort that the secularizatiou of hebrew literzture was brought Zooute.
woreover, iarvugh their indepenaent secular Heobrew pericuical, tne weassfin
were able t0 aisseminaie anu to interchange thne progressive iueas hailing from
tne liveral Jewish circles of rrance, Hollanu, <olauw, walicia, &na Germany.

Le Sut tue greatest contribution of the sleassfim vo liveral Juwais . was,
as siateu avove, the establisnment of the firsy formm, in whicn euucateu Jewish
laymen coulu aiscuss rreely problems concerniug Jews and Juuaism, whicn in time
compelleu tne orthouox rabois wu suare their autnority over the people,

It has veen the vopue among Hebrew journsilists in kussia to
critiaine very aeverelygtne "Meassfim"” and to brand their activities as de-
3

structive ana negative. As proof for their contentio:, they would noint out

10 the snort auration of the "kleassef" (from 1784-1811}. We must bear in nind,
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however, tha. the Meassef was the first experiment of ite kind in Jewish lit-
erature and though the periodical ceased to function in 1311, ithe Hebrew Journ-
alistic movem:nt whicn they began continued i0 this very day and was the most
potent facior in the ulsintegration of the spiritual uespotism which the ore
thodox revuls exsrted in Jewisn life. Un the ruius of the "leassef" the "Bik-
kure Ha-Ittim" appeareu (Viemna 1320-131Z), for it was estavlished by one of
the former Meassfim, Sholom Ha-Kohen. 4his periocical was succeeuded in turn
0y otLers, &uL4 s0 the chain of Hebrew journalism coutinues 10 tuis very daw.“
4ne precarious existeice of tue "deassef", auu its early aecatn caunot be at-
trioutea Lo tue policy of ine periouical nor to the shortcomings of its cole
laboretors. Lvery student of Hebrew journalism knows inst .11 the Hebrew
periouicals sufferec the same bitier fate, ana that the existence of Hebrew
periovicals today is just as precarious. Ffor to tuis very day Hebraw periou-
icals 1. the Diaspora can serve only as transitional mediums for the cultural
emancioation of the Ghetto Jews who wers reared in the Hpebrew lan  uaie. A4S
soon &8s the individual Jew in the Jlaspora becomes aujusiea Lo the culture of
nic environment and conversant witn its language, ne finus in ithe perioaical
livtzrature of the vernacular & more convenient auu vore effi:ient meaium of
information, ana finds no longer any viial ueea for a Hebrew periouical. Hence,
as soun 88 ipe cultural aim of tne deassfinm was accomplisucu anu the vews uia
pecome thoroughly conversant with Uermau culiure, the coom of the perioaical
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was l,evitable.

ihese fucis must be vorue in minu if we are to unuersiand the
attituue of tne early reforms 10 ine Hebrew languspe. iie early reformers in
germany, contrary to tne prevailing iupression, were not &gaiust ine Hebrew

languages Mallier Lue contrary is true. ~For in Germany it wars chiefly the




aiscussion evokmsi by tne movement for religious reforms that createa a liter-
ature in Hebrew, ; fhe decadence of tne Hebrew leerning in uermany after the
emancipation is admittieu even vy sermfelu to Le wue chiefly to the political

ana economic conditions then, rather than to the activities of the Weassfim

and of the early refOrmert.ST It is to meet these critical conditicns that

the latter bega: to aavocate nrayers and sermons in the vernacular in order

to zeep the uninformed masses, particularly the women, within the fold of
Judaism.ga “lonsahg. comnenting on Lieberman's book, "Or Nogah",gg rena riks

that it is curious to read pleas writien iu & classic Lebrew for ithe abolit-

ion uf the Hebrew language 8nu apginst the mainvenance of Jewisn nat.iouality.loo
but, as we shall see laier, Lieberman anu his like entertainec no such motives

in auvocating the use of tue vernacular for religlous purnoses. Insteau, they
wers promuted by motives similar to those of the Hassidic leauers who, in

spiLe o7 wueir arasut love for Hebrew, auvocaied the use of Juwaeo-warman,

pectuse of their passion for tne popularization of Judaism among Lne ;mlea!‘mal:l..mjl
Uf course, this pooularigation tenuency asswicu aonormal propertions peyonw

vhe limius contemplated oy tue carly reformers, &uu it is iue abuse v that
tendency that proved so féll to the reform movement. #or it is this extreme =
pession for the popularigation of Jucaisi anu the uistoried co:uceptiovn of
synagogal democracy that gave supremacy to the "Am-Haretz®" in Jewish life, wnich
in tura leu to the uecline of Hebre+ learning among the laity ana the raboinate
jast as it does in our American Jewisn communities Louay.loz It is only as

we exonersate the early reformers from the charge of anti-Hebraic teadencies

that we cau approach the Hebrew literature of thal time witnout pre-estavlished

bias.
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6. Aaboinic Suosport for Heforms,

In analyzing the Hebrew literaiure evoiced by the movenent for
religious reforas, we can.ot rollow auy otner order excent thaet of chronology.
se it noted that all the rabbinicszl approval to the d_r_e_fom movement came from
I.aly, Westpnalia anu Hungary. &ll the Yemman rabbis, save oue, were bitterly
anu uncompromisingly o.posea even to tne sligntest anu tne most insignificant
inuovaiious. “he ouly German raobi who was in sympathy wiin the reform move-
meut was ~gul Hirshel »erlin t1?40-1?94].10° ana thougn he wes one of tne few
ravois o his time who cumbined great salmuuic learnip witu secular euucat=-
iou, yet the underhanded anu uishonorable methous wnich he pursued in defend=-
ing the retformers diu more narm than good to the cause of reform. Occupying
2s he did the rabbinate iu Frankfort-on-the-Uder it was lmpossiple for him to
denounce openly the old oraer without suffering the cousevuences, as uid his
Fuugarian colleague, Aaron Chorin. serlin, therefore, :hose to advance hnis
progressive idesas anonymously or under pseudonyms, a course vnicn put nil ana
tne cuuse which he @fended in grear disrepute.

In nis yowyer days, vaul serlinm camne under tne iurlueuce of
tne grea. folish scholur anu poet, Isaac Halevi Satanov. 4he lalier repre=-
sented a peculiar conglomeration of conirasts--je aressed in the parp of the
2olisn Jew of tuat period, yetu wss a thorough venn-u in nis actious z2nd habits.
fhough orithodox in nis buveliefs, ne nevertneless iavored relorm in praciise. He
was oune o tae preatest autnorities on Jewisn frauition anu lore, auu was at
tne saue tige tne mosi free-thinging of pnilosopners. He was a preliric writer,
yet most of his works were published anonymoasly. And even in tue most esarnest
sua solerm of his writings tuere can always ve ciscerned an unuercurrent 07

104
ine most playful humor. Berlin, however, innerited from his master &ll the
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unwholesome gualities and the undernanded methods which he later on displayed
in all his works,

Berlin began his literary career with an amanymous circular
letter, "Ketqb Yosher™ (Berlin 1794) in defense of Wessely's program for edu-
cational reforms. In this circular letter we see already tne tenuency of the
man. uUnlike "essely, who approzched vie subject wii, reversuce anu witu intel=-
laciual earuesiness, verlin veirays iu nis criivicism a moruvia sarcasm in vili-
fying anu riaiculing the ravuis anu the teachers who upheld the treuitional
system of Jewish eaucation anu lesrning. 4s an illustratiou of the racy humor
wnicu serlin constantly employed against his oupenents, the following woras
wnicn ne Juts iuto the moutn of a’melamed”is typicals
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This tenuvency is still more evident in nis pseuaonymous work,
nYizpeh Yoxtel" (publisnea by wsevid #riedlanuer anu his vrotner-in-law, lizig,
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perlin 173%), & polemic against the "Jorat Yekutlel" o1 mephael Ha-Konen.

ine latier we: one 0of the preatest scholars of Litnuania anu after serving
tners as racul for many jears, he was callec to fill the mavbinate of the

"luree Jomuunities” (altona, Hdamburg and Wandsveck)., Hapnael was esteemad not
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only by Jewish scholars bui &lso by tne ding o7 senmark. He was one of the
most zealous advocaies of tne olu crauer anu the most bltter opuonent of Menuels —
somn's .ranslation of ine fentateuch aud of all the cultural inuovations in nis
time. woaul ~crlin unuer the assuned uame of "Obaulah b. Barush of “oland” at=
tempted L0 riaicule in ais worg the ialmuuic methods of “epnael, auu 10 stig-
matize him not only as ignorant but also as intelleciually uishonost.lw The
puvlishers of the book declared in a preface tnat tney had received this work
from 2 traveling Pfolish ialmuaist, anu had considered it their duty to print
ana submit it to the Jjudgment of specialists. In order to sesure the anonimity
more thoroughly, Saul serlin and his father were named among those who were to
pass on it.ma As soon as this book reached altoua ana Hamburyg, where saphael
was chief rabpi, the work as well as its author was placed unuer the bzn. The
resentment was uol s0 mucn to the criticism o -“aphsel's 4alnuuic methods of
interpretation but to tne enitirely uanfounded aitack upon tne houcr any honesty
vf the foremost exponment of orthodox rabvinism anu whose incorruptibility and
firmness of characier were admireu even by his enemies. The iatrouuction, as
well as ihe unule work of 2erlin, is writien in @ most vulg&r arrogaunce, &nu is
full of tne most outrageous epithets whicu finas no parallel in ssobinic lit-
erature. Hau 2serlin oeen counteut 1o illusiratie the seus#less casuistic metnous
0f the current rabbinic literaiure, as aisplayed in napnsel's work, ue woula
nave persormed a meritorious work. oSut nis venemous altacks and inexcusavle
levity witn wuich he treated an honored leader in Israel only helped to injure

the cause which he desired to further.

Before the excitement over this scandalous affair ned suosiaed,
serlin created a new sensation by another ravbinic work. Iu 1795 h#® publisned

at “erlin under the title ".Ben?llim Rosh™ &92 responsa purporting to be by —




R, asher b. fehiel, with wmany glosses ana comnents which he called
“Fish fa¥e". On the title page o0& tnis book it is staieu thai tnese respousa
were collected oy a contemporary of tne "Hosa', R. Isaac de woaeno, anu in the
introuauction iv is asserted Lnal thnese were found iz a manusceript, hithnerto
unknown. oerlin claimed tnat ne vougnt ihis collectiou from a Turkisu rabvbip,
Hayim b. Jouan Zeehi, whom he met at Cassal iu the province of Piedmont (2).
It nas bpeeu well establishea uow tuut the wuole work is a forg=ry, anu tuat Lne
asmes 01 ihe people mentioned iu vne iutrouuction are fietitiovus. Arfier the
oublication of this work a pamphlet was issuea oy #olf of landsberg Lo prove
tnat the work was spuricus. DBerlin aroused a stonn of inaignztion by thus
frauduleutly usiag the uawme of Lue Most ramous ruobis of tue uJdiaule Ages o
combat 0rthodOoXye

A few examples will illustrate the characier of these respousa.
perlin says, 7Tor instance, in one resnonss that an insight into tne princioles
of tie Joran and its commands cannot be jaiued uirectly fron it or from tradl-

tion, but only oy means of the philosophico-loglcal itrainiug uerived fro- non-
109
Jevisn sources,
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Phis opiniou is ascrived 1o asner b. iehiel wnu couuemned the
staay of ohilosopny, anu even iue uatural scieuces &s L#ing non-Jewisn and
110 .
pernicivuse In the same respo..sa, asuer b. iehiel is guoteu a5 saying:

"Arvicles of faith must pe auapteu T0 tne times; anu at preseut tne most
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essential article is ithat we are all utterly worthless auu uepraved, &ud tnat

our ouly duty consists in loving trut. and pesce 2nu learning to xiow God and

nis ‘»or’f:s."nl Phus all of 2erlin's responss are injected with phrases that

eriticize tne rebbis of his time for their ignorance, narrow-miuuecness, un-

founued superstition anu stuboorn separatisme R. Lsner is also allwed to de

the autinr of the two responsa concerning the modification of the ceremonial
112

laws. -hus, for iustance, it shoulu be permittea to snave anu to drink non=-
113

kosher wine ( /34_/ /.ﬂ' Je

Lhus, serlin expressed his owu views 0. the necessity of reform-
ing tne laws by ascribing thew to R. aspner b. lehiel who was the most rigorous
le;miist of ine thirteenth century. ZSerlin could not, uowever, escape the
consequences of such a moue of warfare. As soun as Lhe forgery was fouud cut,
ne nau to resigu the ravoinate, anu, in oruer to enud tue dispute whicu nhe nad
arouses ue wenl to Louuon wuere ne uied a few moutns after his arrival,

Saul oserlin typifies the impetuous youths amon. tue followers of
dessely, wno were filleu witu & burning uesire to leau tne people towaru intel=-
lectual fresdom out 10 woom “essely's timic anc wouest attempis to iusugurate
2 ue era did not anoeml. Witn their youthful ardor anu short-sighteuness, they
aid not uuaerstand that & development of tue popular counsciousness is 2 slow
proscess. And beczuse an oneu cnampionship of reform was as yet imncssivle, thney
resorted to anonymous wor<s anu pampolets full of debased anu emblitered at-
taccs upon 5abbinism. <erli. was the outstanuing champion of tha: type, for
beiny really & great Talmuuist he imiew bLeller tnzn any person ihe weacnesses o

Orthodoxye



7.' Zavoinic <upport for tne Reform ~ovement Cutsiue of Genuany.

While the German raosvis, as siatea before, were sirenuously op-
posed Lo the slightest inuovatiuns in mwatters of religion, a more liberal re-
ligious spirit prevailea cutsiue or Yermsny. <Lhe first ravoinic WOTK 10 ap= ¢
prave openly anu earnestly tne aspiraticas o1f tne youuger generation was uuat of
Re menuel ~telnnardat, cnief ravbi of Wesipuslia ana cuuucillor ur the cuusisiory
which convened in 16807+ uenuel oteinnardt was a talmuuist of note, anu in nis
collectiun of responsa, "She'elot u-.eshuvot uvibre lenshem"™ (Orffencach 1304«),
ne snows & thorougn mowleage of +almuuic literature whicu he preseatea iu a
very clear anu logioal manner. His style is not as cwabersome as that of thne
other rzubis of his time, anu from the introuuctlon to nis work we can see that
ne was a modest anda progressive scholar who, while @linging firmly to trauit-
tion, was reauy to meet the spirit of the time as far as treaitioun will allow,

Wuen lsrael Jacouson began to c&rry vut some miuor com unal,
euucationsl and congregational reforms amoug tie Jews of #estphalia, vieiunardt
wrole in uefense of Jacooson his"Dibre I&r_eth" (ed. ¥. helucnueim, nouelneirn, r I
1592) to justify ihe innovatious introuuced by the Jewisn censisiory at Uassel,
ana tc prove that they were underiaxen in conformity witn ¥almudic principles.‘lu
Jacouson's sime were not t0 start & new movemesiti iu Juuaism, He was merely a
public-spirited layman wno wzs moved to iutrouuce iu.ovavious iu orusr 1o re-
move ceriain abusem in Jewisn life. He suuwg:t L0 improve rirstv o all, the
Jewisy communal affairs, the mismanagemcut of whic, cuused au uncue financial
buruen uvon tue people, &8Be also soupnut L0 introuuce & sysiem in the Jewish
eauca .ionel institutions anu & wecorum iuto thne religivus services that they

might appeal Lo the younger people who were prougni up in moucrn Western

culture, In fact, even the opponents of the refommers concede thal the



spiritual decadence in the religious services at the time was intolerable aud
that most of his innovations were absolutely neoessar:.r.n5 Jacobson was firmly
convinceu that reforms of some Zind had to be inaugurated at once, but in order
not to antagonize the fanatics he proceeued cauticasly anw be an his activicy
by founding the free school of Seesen (1801), where Jewish and Shrisiian
cnildren alike received a modern educations. (2nis close ascociation of chii-
dreu of uifferent creeds was in itself a great in.ovation at the time.) Jacob-
son socn perceived the necessity of awjusting the religious services of the
schoul L0 tue aestuetic feelings of tnese chiluren. He, therefore, erectea in
1510 a beautiful vemple within the school grounds ana thoughn fe maue no Iunda-
mental cnan,es in tne ritusl, ne showed nis refomatory tenuencies by iuiro-
ducing an organ, nymns iu verm.n were swg by tne boys, praycrs in -erm.. were
adusd to those in the Hebrew, anu #ermous were frequently given in tne verna-
culare 4ihese slight innovations were tue vegiruings of the Zeform wmovement &8
a practical achlevement., Jacobson's reformatory tenuency was further shown by
nis sirong advocacy in favor of confirmation services. In 1811, Jacobsoun con-
fimed for the fir~st time in the Seesen uynagog five Jewish boys.

“teinhardt, who was = member of the consistery, took pains to
shovs that these apparent innovations did not transgress any prescrived raboi-
nical enaciment. In his "iibre ;ggggt". whicu consisis of ten respousa, Stein- §/ Qy
narat defenus the following innovativus ot the consistorys Jne pemission to
use pulse, suwar, tea, anu tobacco on days of Baasoverglls tne apolition of
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calling people to the Yoran by uame; tne introuuction of German hymns in

118
itne chilaren's services; tne apolition of the custOm L0 O arounu ihe
aliar in procession witn tne lulab except for ine oificers anu tue ministers of

tne congregacion; ithe abolition o tue custo. of beatiug tue willows in Hosnana
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fuopba, auu iustituting tne shaking thereof iusicaus the inuovaviou to re-
cite tne Y/ 5] 3&1‘001113 on Yom Kippur nignt anu the /> .wg srvy/e
01 Sabbailhs anu rest;v;.lu the innovations that m&nh* be recited in unison —
by all the mournersg . the omission of the f:/:_pj) Piyutim be=-

122
fore the sighteen Benedictions, except on Hosh Hashona and Yom Kippur; the
abolition of /”a sns prayers whicr contain cabalistic {1cn:t:--imugl.‘!3 the
abolition of a numoer of prayers anu piyutim that refer to ine persecution of
the Jews by non-Jewisn neighbors and to the emmity that exists beiween them
and the latter,

In each responsa “teinhardt cites statemenis from salmuaic and -
vost-Talmudic authorites to justify the innoveticus. He was moveu, he says, to
aporuve tnese uepartures from traaition because of the exigencies of the Lime,
sJhe arguments for mosit of these iunovatious are the current oues in pro:r__ﬁ-
iora literavare, anu we will heve ocoasion later on 1o aiscuss them in datail
in couuecii.u with Lieberman's "aeferv!og'q_h Hazeuek", whicu is tne mostL com-
pletc apologetic work for the justification of syna o, reforms ou traditional
;!rounus.la‘ Steinnardt's defense of reforms is characterisiic of une viuse for
it shows tua. the op_onents tneu ulu 40t undersiand any more thn.n tue propon-
ents the real issues iuvolveu in tnese ueparturess All they were councernec in
was ithat the innovations constituie uepartures from estzolisned custom. Lhey
aid not aifferentiate beiween ine introauction of “erman hymns into the Jewish
servize, anc the abolitiou of bezting the willows ou Hoahsana Rebba. 10 the
rigorists both of these constituted unauthoritative departures froa the ac=
oceptad ritual whicn shoila bte condemned., Hence, the whole early literature

evokeu by the movem=nt for reforms witu but few exceptious consisiead of

pibbulistic uiscussions as to roints of iuterpretution of the law, auw not as
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to principles., For both, the early adavocaies as well as the opponeuis of
religious reforms, uld not understana the political anu culiural consecuences
125
gl Ltne proposeu reiorms.
This first attempt at religiovus reforms whicn was begun by the
destpnalian consictory was of short auration, for due to the political re-

verses,of Napoleon it ceasea to function in 1816. & more serious attempt at

reforns ana of more lasting iafluence was the "Hamburg Yemple".
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1. svents Leauing to the Construction of the Temple.
The famous eaict of March llth, issued by the king or Prussia,
Freuerick #illiam III, marks the beginning of a new peripa for the Jews of

Germany. His emancipatory edict dzclared the Jews residing iu Prussia as

o

natives ana raised them to the rank of Zrussian citizensnip. It gave them per-

mission to settle snywhere in the land anu to acquire real estate. It made
tpe. eligible for teacu:rs' positions anf for com unal oi'fices. All restrict=-
ive traue conaitions were abolished, as well as tne special taxes whicn they
nza been compelled to pay as Jewse Iu return, they nsa tc assume all the
obligatious or citizensnip, sucuh as taxes anu military service. Raubinical
civil jurisuiciiou was Lo cease. WLhere were also u number of inhivitory para-
grayns in tne eaict, buil its general tenuency was such as mace for fresdom in
S0 ..arKeu & uegres iuat the Jews of serlin loovxed upon it ~lmost iu the lignt
0l Lheir Magna cnarta..l And tuougn thne euict aid nov itouen thne religious af-
fairs or the Jews Juriher tnau to cemany tnai ravbuinical jurisdictiou cease,
aua thoug. tue leavers or emancipation countenued that political rignts should
not ve buugnt at the cost of religious convictions, nevertneless, tue moaifi-
caetion of Jewish life went nenu in hana with emancipationi

Lhe taste for Zuropean culiu-e had developeu, the sntiry iato
the 1ife without made adjustments in the life within inevitable. Lhere was
much precipitate heste; no one calculated what the issue mignht be, Ohortly
after the promulgation of this edict, -avia friedlander wrote a pamphlet

entitled, "Un the chanves in the wervice of the oynagog meae necessary by the

éf«'-."é«cc
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new organization of the Jewisi school in the Prussian states" (Berlin 181%Z).
In this pamphlet Frieulander dwelt particularly ou the necessity of a reor-
ganization of the schools and of & reform in ine service; the chief features of
the laiter were to oe the zbolition of all prayers thal deplore the desiruction
of tue vemple in Jerusalem and inat implore its recounstruction, anu those that
express iue nope Jor Luhe comiug of the Messiamh., In nis opiniou there is no
Justification for such prayers in our time. Likewise, he aavocated the iutro-
duction of wverman as tne language of tue scrvice, particularly for the benzfit
0of the youth wono aiu not unuerstanu the Hebrow prayers. a copy of this pam-
pnlet was submiited to #reuerick William, but the laiter Pefrained from comuit=-
ting himself o. the issue,s In Opposition to s~avia sriedlander's views, saobi
oo0lomon £fap enneiu (174u-1614) of sresslau wrote "Freymlthige irklgrung dber
diesseseeKritik des Gotlesaientes der Juuen anu ueren srziehung der Jugenu® e
(Breslau 1813)e Re Solomon Pappenneimer was one of the few of his gencration
who combined a thoruugn xnowledge of Jucalsm with tne finest of Western Cul-
ture. And wnile he reslized the need for many reforms, he was strenuously op=
nosed to Friedlanuer's views., Particularly dia ne onpose the iatervention of
the goverumeni in internal Jewish matters, such as euucxztional and congre-
gational affuirs, declaring that "a convention of sensible racois for tne purpose
of remedying these abuses to be niguly nesiranle."3 In regara to tne linguistic
provlem of the synagog ne sivod uncompromisingly Jor the use of une Hebrew in
tiue prayers, out anlike tue German reovevis of nis time ne vaseud nis coulentions
not on nore salmuaic authority aud cusiom out on psychological grounus. In
nis view, it is more effecilve to use a sacred tongue rainer insn the vernacular
for religious purposes.‘ «ven in this pamphlet we uo nolL Sce as yet auy mention

&5 10 tne culiural aspect of vue linguistic changes iun ine service.
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After the comsistorial organiz=tion in Westphalia hau tallen

tarough, dsrael Jasovson removed to perlin. There he iustituted in his home a

private service according to the new style, with music, prayers in uverman and
a Uerman sermon. A 8imil.r service was called into existence at the home of
Jacob Herg Beer, the father of the comnoser lieyzrbeer, wmue to orthoaox oppo-
sition, however, both private chapels were ordered closed by the govermment,
whiciy was averse to sectarian inuovations. Lhe young men who acted as preachars
at these services were lIsaac Auerbacn, Hausrd £ley, leopola funz, Isﬁac Hoah
senneimer, and J. 9. Guusburge ~These menu succeeded in attracting to these
modern services nunurés from among the most cultured classes of derlin Jewry,
in 1817, when the government ordered all privated sjyuagogs to be closed, Su=-
uara £Lley accepied tne post of airecior of tne Jewlsn free schoul at Hamburg.
inere e succeeded in organizing a group of liberals wio took sSieps 10 iniro=-
auce tue new style of service in a permanent euifice of their uwn. as a
resuli, the “asmuurg .emple was ueuicaiea in 1818. £ley anu woltihola Salomon
became tne Texple preachers,

‘'he service at Hamburg was oruered very much a&rter tune paitern
07 tne Serlin experiments, 4shere was choral singing to the accompanimeut of
ine organ; werman predominated in the liturgy, though the main prayers were
recited in Hebrew, The Sabbath portion of the Yorah was reau in the Fortu-
gueses pronunciation and witnout the traaiticnal cantillation.

The prayer book of the Hamburg -emnle was eaited by Mfir

5

Israel uresgihu (de 1049) and weckel Isaac rFrankel (1765-183L), two noted
Hebraists who comoined Jewisu scholarship and Western :ulture. <heir aim was
L0 preserve the trauliional prayers as mucu as it was possivle iu the light

0f moueru thought ana conuitious of life. Lne work was uone with greau skill.




un the whole, the praysr bouk followeu tie traditional cast. Unly late ac-
cretions hgféf%gen omittea, sucu as the meulmeval Ashkenazic piyuti . which
were substituted by the more poetic piyutim of the oepaardic rit.unl.a The ex-
cision or rephrasing of those portiouns of the liiurgy whizu referred to the
wessianic resioration were carrieu out vitn great s«ill anu witu fine insight.
iney left uniouched or merely repnrased suchn prayers that refer to the future
restoration of falestine, ana omitted only those passages Luzt stated uanequi-
vocally that .ll the Jews regarded the.selves as foreigners i. the lanus of
their sojourn, and that they nope to be delivered witn the coming of the
Hesslah.7 The editors were a:cuseu time and zgain for veing inconsisteut in
this matter.a However, from their poiat of view they were thoroughly consis-
tent. 4dne editors diu not sbandon the nope that iu tne remote fulire tnere may
be a restoration of Qalestine as a Jewlsu country for those wno will wisn to
<0 there anu settle as ciiizens., Lhey retained, Lnerefore, Lhose prayers which
1aply such a hope. Yney omiited only such prayers Ejgrlwoala reflect on tneir
win loy=lty vo their country, anu which were not in .armony wiin tne civil
status of the Jew after emancipation.g

Phougls this new prayer boox clung very tenancivusly Lo trauition
aud tooagn it coulu be well vefenueu On traditional grouuwus, it aroused a
stona 07 opuesition ou tne part of lne reuois whno weclared uncompromisingly inat
ine wuole prayer book (from pf/v’ J}'Ic to _//oﬁj was uivinely in-
stliu.ed, &uu Laal n0 oune has tue right 1o vemper wiun it. 4dne mouerate intel-
lectuals, sucn as wuuard Ley, v+ ¥, Riesser, M. v. sresslau, aud o. v. rranzel,
enu others, sovugul to arrive at sowme reccnciliation wits the orthodox, but thneir

10

worus fell on deaf ears. 2he three rzuois of Hamourg, ~aruci b. deir user,

Moses Jacob Jaffe and Yechiel Wicnesel Gpey-r, issued a nroclamation denocuncing



the neresies of the new movem nt. As a result, tne orthodox party now took the
reaprehensible step of attemnting to iunauce the s=nate of “amburs to close the
uew houses of worship. Jhis causeu tne reforuers to bestir tnemselves. 1he
oificers of the new cougrepatio. reguested ravuvinical autnoriiies for an expres-
siou of opiuion on the valiaity of tue reforms which they nsd introuuced., Lhis
resulted is the publicatioun of tne "oefer liogah Hazeuek” (sessau 1518) which

is a collection of rabbiuical opinions favoring tie new uepariures of the
SJanburg lemple.

2« mlieger Lieberman - "logah Haleuek",

It is notewortiny ih.t Israel Jacousoun, ihe 08T arueut supporter
¢f the nzmburg semple, coulu not get a single werman ravol or lay salmuadic
scholar or any stanaing to support those mila iu.ovatiovus winich they intro-
duced into the service. Jacobson, thererore, empluyeu an itinerant ravbi,
Zliegzer Lieberman, seemingly hailing from foland, to araw up & rabbinic we-
feuse o1 the Hamburg reforms. Lieberman thereupon collected raubiniezl opin-
icus rfrom the rabbis of Italy and nungary, Lo be more exact--from the grovince
of .oravia, whicr was a significant seat of Jewisn learning at the time and

11

10wl as & centre of liberal thoughte. Jhese raobiniczl utisrances he nublished
aauer 1ue title "Oefer Hogeh Hazedewr", witi an ajoenaix "Or liv, ah” in which ne
set forth his own views on the necessity ui reforms, auu wWnic. is a nasier-

piece in point of style anu coutent. 4+his wors margs tne culminatlo:. of the
Hamburyg experiment, because hitserto it was leu by laymen or uy preacners of
livtle Jvewisu learming, anu coulu, thererore, novt wielu great influence over

tne peoovles Lieberman's wrx, nowever, gave tne Hanourg +emple tue sanction

0of iraciticn, anu thus  aiueu the confiuence of a greut number of iutellectual

Jews wno realize. the necessily uf syaa ogal reforms, bul Wwere 40l resdy to
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break witlh rebbinic trauition. Whis work is by far the most superior of all

the Hebrew literziure svoked by tne reform .ovems=nt, for it represents on tae
wnole the scunaest ravbinic suport in favor of moderave reforms, and it has
been used as such irowm the time o1 its _uvlication to tuls very aay wheu the
same issues arise. %e musi give it, therefore, a thuruugh znalysis for it
covers actuclly all the argumenis in favor of reforn from the point of view of
Rapvinic tradition.

Phe editor of this work nad been greatly anu unjustly avused by
tne orthouox and nad not been given enougll recognition by the reformers. For
in nis "Or Nogah™ he inaicates clearly nis superiority over bot: the orihodox

13
rsobis anu ouver the shzllow impetuous intellectuals. But Lieberman was a
ooor, itiuerant scholar, anu becasuse of tnis pe was louked wown upon by the or-
thouox rabbis, as well as by the reformers, who seemingly ha&a not given him
uae recognition. .hus, ouly confirming the ola Hebrew auage, "fhe poor man's
14
wisaom is uesviseas" Accoruiag to G. #doly, Liebermai waes a naiive of
Ausiriaj Josi says un=l ne pretenaded to be an Hungariazu ravobl; ocur in tne
prerace to nis "Or No.ah" Lieberman cigons nimself, "son of Zeeb Wolf, raobi
s "
of Heunegau" (probauvly Hagenau, Alsace)s Lieberman must nave iravelleu ex-
tensively, aru tiaus knew many of Lhe rapvis orf his time in person, anc there=-
fore he wiuertook aL the reguest o Jacouson, Lo collect tue opinions of tne
15
rabbis ocutside of Yermuny whom ile kunew to be liberal in tneir religious views.

In 1819, Lieberman travelled in Austiria to propogate reform ideas and ace-

coruing to the statement of the Chief of folice sealnitzky, to fcunu for that
16
purvose & journal calleu "Syonia™, Wothiung else is, kmown of his life,
¥t Qe Al _
Agcoraing to Wolf, and vraetz, Lieberman became lhier a convert 1o Homan

Jatholicism, but tuere is nothing positive to corrovoraie this assertion.
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Uf the rabbis that gave their consent tu syuagoy reforms were
vnem~Lob Samun of Leghorn, R. Jacob Vita Recanati of fessaro, K. uoses fanitz,
or Kunitzer, of buaapest, aud R. aaron Jhorin of Arad, Moravia., 4Yue endorse
ment by the rabbinates of Legnorn anu vJerusalem w.s foerqar? uzclared to ve ?/?L f??
rictitious. )

dost of inese ravbis aefenued all the reforms inirouuceu at Ham-
ourg, chiefly by citvativus from liberal rapoinical autnoriiies. Lieverman also
aevoles tue firsty part of nis appenaix ( 2}& PAS 0/ ) to the same
purpose, swuning up the trasitional authoritative woctrine in favor of reforms
auu thereoy showing a thorough knowledge of lal.ualc and post=ialmuuic liter-
ature. but in his introduction to the second part of tne ap.endix, he states
toat ne is not satisfied werely with citing authorities, but that he se=ks to
prove the necessity of reforms on the grounds of rational ana ethical consid-

erations.
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In inis secona part of nis "Or Lopah", Lieberman aisplays his
intellectual superiority over all ihe racbis whose ooinions he collected,

aunu gertainly over tnose wno later on protested against his worke In a
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simple but scholarly style of whicii the rabbis of his time were incapavule he
explains iu his introduction that ne is not aiming at the destruction of faith,
but rather at the strengthening of iv. ror true faith, ne says, is impos-

sible without a thorovugh knowleuge of secular sciences anc philosonny, and if
one's faith is shaken py the acouisition or such muowleage, it only oroves ihat
it was not surficiently deep-rooied. In the very owveniug of his essay ne takes
to task the religiovus leaders in Israel who denounce the rerormers so oitterly
winile tuey ao nothiug to counteract tne destructive influence 01 those who threw
away Juuaism altogether. lior uoes ne spare the intellectuals, the so-c.lled
cnampions of eulionument, wno upon the first tasie of %estern culture assume

a cuntemptiucus attituue to tueir Jewisn culiural neritage. The first he sar-

castically calls "ihe blina who grope in the uarkness" | 22 NN )
anu tue viners ™misleauing lights"™ | ./W# /AN ) aboutl Wio@ ne

remarks as follows: ™0f them may be ssiu tnat they are like iLhe apes who re=-

joice whe.. they seu tne iorest ou fire thinkiug that they see a great light
19
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Phus Lieberman pleaus on botnc siues., He jleads for the return
of tne intellectuals w0 the synegc:. anu 1or tolerance on ine part of tne
raovis who in their obstinacy only nelpea to alienate tne youtn from the
5 u8g0g. He uesaribes rmost eloouently his impressious of the Hamburg iemple

20
winich ne hoped wouale prove the ovulwark of Juuals . for the jouth.
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In contrast to the inspiring ana orderl; services which he found in the Yemple,
ne ives a most radistic uescrintion of the deplorable conditions, auna of

the aisorderly and unaesthetic services as they provailed in the itraaitional
21
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Lieberman, therafore, contendas that the only soluiion to the prevalling de-

rn ://;P)

ploravle coauitions in the synagog is tune aestnetization aud tne suortieniug of

tue service, anu vhe introductivu of the sermon in ine vernacular along Lne
22
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He points out particularly the necessity of lie werman sermon
iy ine service, anu of eloguent preacners to nopularize tne fuowleu;e of

Juuzism, L0 imuue trne youih wiin the cultural and ethical iaeals of their




==68-=

29
faiin of whic.. tney werz uiterly ignorant.
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He claims that for no other reason but igmorance aiu tne masses

seriicularly the women throw away S0 indifferently the faitn of their faiuers

24
as soo: as they had a taste of iue emancipation.
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He anticipatea the o&dectiou of the opoounents wno claimed inat

tie preaguers were not oraaineu r.obis and were not oualifiea, tnerefore, for
tne raboinate. He fully samits that, bul he suggesis that eacn large congre-
gation shvula employ botn & revcl ana a preacher, the rirst 1o be well versed
i.. rabecinics auu the lai.er Lo be an OrailOr wno combines an elemcntary Jevish
cuowleuge, particularly of nomiletical value, wiin & thorougs secular iraining,
tuat ne way be able v preseni eloqueutiy ihe messagce uf Juaaism 10 the
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peoples.
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He also points ovut ke value of naviug cultured Jewish
preacners to cnampion the cause of Juuzism 10 tne outside worla, zuu thus ime
prove the civil conuitious of thne Jews by interpreiing their aspirations to

26
their non-Jewisn neighbors.
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pernfelu has tne 1ollowin, t0 say regaraing Lieverman's last
w0 statemculs in vavor of synapog reformsg ine religicas reforustion in
Israel was still iu ics infancy tnen ana wliezer Lieverman lixe most of

uis contemporaries errea iua velieving Luat'fri,u-.@. retforms they will succeed
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in bringing vack the cosmopolitan Jew, wno na'é'left tne folu of Juuaisu. So
uiu they err in thinkin, tnat the religious reformation will improve their
eivil stalua."z? Sut tnough the expectations of the reformers wers 20t fully
realized, yet it must be admitted by every unbiased student of Jewish history
tiat the reformers did accomplish a jreat ueal in combaiting anti-semitism, and
in preventing apostasy amony the intellectusl Jews. 4dven Graetz, whose pre-

Judice agaiust the reformers is proverbial, awalts that the acnisvements of

the Hamburg Yemple, comaonplace thnougn its origin was, are not to be under- ’
e/

"

rated. At one siroge, without much nesitation, it banisned ine ruboviss of

genturies Irom the SylLAEOLOEss..sa1d awarxened a tasie for & well regulated ser=-

vice, for uecurcus venavior at diviune worship, anu for oruer guu simplicityeeess

«ne old pey nsd no chiefs, no leauers...s..respect 7or tue ravbis vanisued in

2 siugle gencrationes....ln tue larger German congregativns tne empiy rauvbin-

icel chairs wers permitteuw t0 remain uusea.eds Lhey no louger wisued 0 nave

racbis rom £olsuau, becsuse ihey cuulu not speak the lauguage orf lne laug, aud
<28 N

in vernuany there were no great rabbis of any recoguized authority. and even

Lue oest of tne orthouox rabbir Luieu, says vraeiz, "nau not the slighiest con=

F which
cepilon o ine new tenuency the times anu the Jews nau uevelopea." Une
gcan, therefore, sympathige »ith Lieberman when ne puts the blmme for the

spiritual uecay in Juamism upon the rebbis who stubvormly rofuseu L0 need the

spirit of the time.
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SuL Lieberman's paihos rises 10 propheiic heijnts waeu he de-
nouuces those wiho opposw modern science, anu art, ou the grouna of Jewish
trauition. He emphaiically denies that Jewisn travitiou is opposed to the
stua, of scieuce anu pnilosophy. Un the coutrary, he asseris that uhe greaiest
authoriiies in Juualsm, particularly inose of the osephadim, were well versed
in science aua in philosupny, anu ne guoves a numoer of their statem:nis Lo Lhe

29
effect tual faltu mus. be based ou rational groundse
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He, likevise, uenounces those Who are governea in treir re-
ligious praciices anu bellefs by shers inertia, anu who are opjoseu 10 any
inuovation not onm the grouna of reasou or of Jewisn Law, outl because ihey
wualu w0l swerve & hair's preadtu Irou esiaclished customs. Lieterman ile
lustrates nisitorically tne many rerfurms thet nad bsen .sgue in Jewisu Law from
tne very antiguity, and he quotes a nuwaber of +almuuic statem=.ts tuat allow
the spiritual leaders of each gensration to arffect sucn cusnges as conditions

<0
0? place anu time cemand.

DN~ J‘; 9237 Jﬂ;/J'// ? "ﬂ/fbﬁvff ySEE,J » D) » o/ Y-



--73—-

rr® 2L Y S/ wl 3l 0 13/l sliw foar>
?_'xjf-/'j’?l Insf» sera , fan/24 o 2F s w36/ p 26

K#&’ , 4 3'=yo .yjaﬁ 4/9/3/..: /,./_:‘y /r/-/;_:
W9 ) Sao Y 29 22D w4/ o/ 7 -:?
pnl? wthpn (55 @p?* 74 B4 32/7 2 933/9

- .,)f‘méw 7 ik i gt/ Prev®

" oo 0 U

Lieberman snows also a fine understanding of Jewisn literature
by aisiinguishing beiween Law anu Lore. He contenus witn tue fanatics who
read in mysrical implicetions into purely leialistic aoctrines, ana witu the
s0-calleu enlignienea intellectuals wno ueprecaie tune Bible ana tne valmud
because of the mythological elements in that literature. LHe asseris tual
botih the Bible ana the Yalmud can be diviued chiefly into two parts: Legal-
istic woctirines ana Marratives, 4ihe first must be ta<en blinaly anu no one
nas a rignt vo allegorize themy the latter is in tura aivided into iwo: the
nistoric and the mythological. The historic narrative caen be ratiounally une
derstood without any difficulty, but the mythological narratives must be
interpreted allegorically, because they contain philosonhi:z thought too pro-
Tuunu for the messes to umdarstana in its gbstract form. Anu he juotes kal-
moniues to the effect thal the Yreek pnilosopuers were also iun a hnacit of

expressing orofcound philosopnic and scientiic dociriues in mytnological
31
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He ueplores the bigotry zumong the spiritul leauers who insist
on vigorous observauce, but pay no aitentiou to tue worship ¢f the neart, aad .
ne reminas the.. tnat tne laitter is just as important, i1 not more imau the
first. He guotes one outlstanding suthority arter anciper tvo prove that Jud=-
92
ais;: is not a mere legalistic formula, but is primarily a matier of faith.

.hus he quotes the "Maharsho" (R. Samuel Elijah b. Judah =dels) to tris

effect.
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In this Lieberman snows a much finer insignt into the nature of Judais: than
aid soses bienuelsonn wiho ueclared it to be a cluseu auu uncnaugeavle lepis-
lation independent of auy spiritual interpretation of life.

In conclusion. Lieberman pleaas ror reli, ious tolerance on the
part of tue raobis who wita their uncompromisiug aittituue only nelos to drive
away the jyuuth from the fold of Judaism. He guotes ag-iu recognized authori-
ties wuo approve religious Lolearaticvn, and wuo aavocate reli ivus comporomises

50
for tue sake of peace auu uunity in Israel.
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Lhus we £2e Lthal Lieberman was a scholar anu a tniager of the
iirst urder. He wroie a clear ana a concise prose wnici can be reau with
pleasure cve.. touRy and in & siyle whic. can pe comparea i¢ tnat of

()
~euuelsohn anu uoses Lubnow. anua though Lieberman is franik anu outspoken in

uis gricicism of the fanatics anu of tue shallow iuielleciuals, he employs
S

nowhere orfensive languape lige mos. of hLis coutemporaries both orthodox and



rerorm. &Ee ulsplays none of the bigotry of tue OrtAvuox ana noue of toat vain
conceit of tue refomers wno covered their snallovuess with bombastiic anrd nol.ow
phrases. durougancut the whole book we can See tne mouest scholar wac opacksevery
argument not only with sound anu authnentic autnority out 2150 7itn souna psy=-
chology ana co:a.on seuses His "Or Nogah" snoulde have hau much greaier power,
for it is the finest peace of Hebrew writing iu benalf o reform, and most of it
is =til1l important and viial to the student of Juaaism, Lhat is certainly

more than can be sald for the whole literature of tne =eassfim. sut egain

'.' 6 > :/ﬁo Ga’) “e lieberman seemningly was not given engugn enccuragement
oy the refurmers once naving nad accomplisuea tueir pursose. ror we see nim
later oo wanuering &5 a poor itiuerant in ausirie. 0Un the oiuer uanu, Lne Oor-
thodox rzoois spoce of nim witu aisasin in tnelr great anger aud tnrew up to

o4
hiz ine terrible orice of being a poor itinerant scholar aud poverty siricken.
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auol Jacodb of Lissa went still furiuer. He accuseu hiu of writiug the booxk
in faver of reform wercly for financial gain, and ne callea nim au ignoremcus
unworshy of his comsiueration, anu uenouuced nin as a charlatan wno is capaole
of any imuoral act. The ozly imuorzl act, however, whicu he coula point out

agsiust hii was tnat he inuulged in cara playing.
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Lher: 1s mo enu t0 the wWorus of aouse 1ew_£leu by tne racuis apainst him, butr »~
the most contemptuou. statement of all is tnat or koses JSepher, wno after
aousing Lieberman most vilely, boasts of tne fact that uihrough nis influence on
tne "Parnassim" of the city, the laivter have succezded "thank God"(l) 10 per-
suaue ne police to ve on the lookout ana have him arrestea. He also consultea ¥

56
nis colleagues in the rabbinate that they do likewise,
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It is not surprising, therefore, at_&all, winat Wol: anu uraet:
claim is true, that Lieberman left the fola of Juucism ana join=u the Jatholic
57
cnurche. bSeing one orf the finest proaucts of Jewisn learning of his time,
anua fully realizing the spiritual decadence of nis people, and suffering Lhe
sumiliation of poverty ana of contempi, anu being persecuteu by the combinev

forces of police anu ravoinaie is e'.ougn trial to brea< wovwn ihe power of en- &

ot
aurance even of the staunchest Jews accooraing to surst, Lieoeruan, iauvugn ne

beczaze a highly honorea rigure in tne watholic church, remaiuned loyal to his ’
7) ‘{;
. EC
people. lany a time he woula intercede in ovehalf of his fellow Jews before Jl
58

Pone 2ius IX who respectea hi.. for his eruuition anu iutellect.




1o adu insult to injury uraetz calls him a "base aaventurer®,
g "gambler" who was bribed to collect rabbinicel opinions in favor of reform
which he strengtnened by his own "pretended learning”. "Io characterize the
man,'" he says it suffices to note that he afterw=rds was baptized." uven
bavia 2pilipson who uevotes so machu space to much less sigmificant men in the
miovement does uot even mention Lieberman by uame. opeaking of his bouk,
"Nop.qn Zeuek", he says, "tne most noteworthy ueliverance in this coulroversy
is tnat of asron Jhorinm, ravoi of Arad in _oravia, one of the 05t interest-
ing rfigures of the early yezrs in the Jeform wovement® It is not necessary
to aiminisu tne value of Chorin a® sernfeld uoes, but it is ceriazin that he is
by far inferior to Lieberman ix iutellect, eruuitiou, clarity aud siyle.

Uf all tue r=vols wnose enuorsements of the Hamuvury reforms

Lieperma.: collected ouly two were of recognized eruuition, uemely, H. woses

Kunitz of oudapest, aud K. Aaron chorin.R, Kunitz was a nignly recoguized ”
Talmuaic autnority in Hungary, but he canuot be consiuereu iu cousection with
tne “eform movement because ne was more & pioneer of enligutment in Hunpary,

40
ratier tnazn a reformer. Kunitz in his responsa on synaj-or reforms stated very
briefly that there were no prohibitions aiainst using rLhe ~epnaruic pronun-
ciation in prayer, or apgainst the abol’tion of the silent recitztlou of the
Zighieen Penedictions (the abolition of wnich was already advocated by .aimon-
iues), nor was there any prohivition z;ainst reciting the ) >#4a 740
in Lhe vernscular or against tue usage of au orgau if playeu by a none=-Jews
He auvises, uowever, not Lo ciscouiinue tne cally service at ine Yemple, out to
maintain oy all w-ans a uzily “minyan". &e takes occasiou L0 cenvunce tue
narrow-minueuness of the rabbis who hau extremely exa; erateu tne iaport of the

4l
damoury eaperiment.
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Uf Rabbi Aaron Jhorin we must speak more at length for ne was
active, all his life in advocating religious reforms. Lhis must be pre-
faced, however, thet Chorin's importance was greatly exag erated, auc he was
greatly overrated by the reform rabbis for his Jewisi learning, ana by the

orthodox for his secular learning.

Je aaron cshorin.

Being a native of woravia, whicn was one of tne .ost important

42
gentres of Has<alan ana of salmudic learniug, aaron cnorin (17cu-18+<) was
naiurally influenced by the liberal spirit tuere, aud became oue 0 tue
ncuerazte orthodox rabiis of nis time who woulu auhers to tne lenieil iuterpre-
L3

tation of tne lLaw | /o,/yj; e In 178y, chorin pecame rabbl of arod
in Uoravia, ana this position he occcupieu til] his ueath. 1In 1798 he published
nis rirst pamphlet "Imre Noam" (frague 1798) in whlcen ne argued tuhat ea the
sturgeon nau scales it was permitiec as fuva accorainy to the Lawe His
ovinion, althougzn following tnavr of agexiel landasu anu wliezer “leckels, who
were iwo outsianding avihorities, was sirougly oojosed by wordecel osenet and
his paritizans. Raobi Isaac Krieshaber of Paks wrote a refutetion "lakkel

Roam" which called forth a secoud pamphlet by Chroin "Shiryon Kaskassi:"

(Prague 1799).

By his lenient interpretation of tradition, Chorin incurrea the
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hostility of most of his colleagues. At frague Chorin published in 1805 his
ndmek H&shavah" which fuerst translated "Reconciliztion of saitn with Prace
tical Life". 4he worx is divided into three paris: "Rosh amanon™, Heshame
Jnajah", and "Jirat aaron", ror our cumsiceration the first part is the most
important, for in it Choriu voices nis opinion as to the "oral law", wnerein ue
esteolisnes, ou the grounus of sialmudic principles, that the spiritual leaders
0f every generation have a rigni, inueeu & auty, to mouify the Law accoraing

Es
to tne exigencies of the time.
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Chorin also attempted to prove that the study of philosopny is by no means

45
incomnatible with religion. And though theoretically he was not onnosed to
Kabbzlah, ne most empnatically denounced "the mob who believe that there are
many who by means of senseless combinations of sposen or writien letters, are
capable of Jorcing the laws of nature 10 be cuaupeu from thelr regular course,
It is clear, nowever, that this pelieve is incompatible witn svundu reason.”
{ne fact that the salmuu speaxs of uhe efficacy of amulets (Savbsth 61) uoes
not influence Chorin in the least, He thinks inat suchn efficacy is ouly

46
ilnpginary aau must ope tageu allejoricallye.
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It is interesting that Chorin iried al ready iu his first work

to rationslize tne ceremonial law. He regards it to be aot zerely 3 moral

aiecioline, vut as a ueans to preserve the uationsl integrity of the Jenish

secple, until toe time wnen tneir etnical iaeas will vecome universally
%7

ac:eoted,

wts2/ ey /'"’f/‘/‘ e /o jitn/ B L5 nee ™
Cpr> Syt ek opnke pp o po sy F eeld

/c,)/ VYL’ Yo Y4 /3 4/..00;"04' '/)de PR ”5”/
/ .ZZ&

/j/fe rM nﬁ,ﬁ//; ezl !yﬁ' SRS AP . ;}4”/
7y

A IN P D D4, D
o G sy o o L e
4 .
&y/ PR /[6? -le//,,..y;a ,),/.,'/ esP D2/ _/-4/43/
; b
-4*4',/7"/7" L Ao e SR ravD S YR
[ . M, 2/ 4 ﬁ’l/"'"-J/{/o //-._ﬁ/»?[ 2R
é/,;) /-&i/«ov _A/://N‘)_O P aD AANLD  AMNASD
ﬁ//‘-v/ﬂ Vi o2 af)"'.—dﬂlw £ ,J;.e:/ﬂa JANNAD
MA/ D Choa 4’("7/14/ Pk 4 Y/ f/ﬁ 2w/ pagptin rayD

Gy #l 1o s o Uxfc}m%)/ q//fyj)/ _4/1.‘:91'9,”/::
...f’/.a/)age :)4,///5”16 /,’//ﬁl//’/;)/(/ldf



-=82-=

o Wl [}l plasw il Pegn: # s

/ Yitamwd Yortlotvi, JLH 62 na
DL W Yeas, 194 z
ﬂ‘ J ; J v s 332 v

zr’ '//‘C/JO W%“J_;s pwvd 3’ /. i gk
vy /\M;-la wl74 22 973 2ot #ln W opvy sek ‘¥
shaunl A/ fanD Qv e o 12/ 3™ «365? sek

” e
S wlle S/ )% nyﬁ"j’ -2 {/7”

: >V 4
d?él/:)/ﬂ G T Loz AT —ef g
’ __",g/q,,,//m St LD )P

This work of Chorin, though permeated already with a liberal
soirit, ictrinsically it shows little aavance over the usuall rabbinicsl works Vv
of the time whiozn esre full of casuistry, sophisiry, prolixity of style ana
Jseuao-philosophy. <fhe exposition of tnds first chapter of "Zmex Hashaveh"

*as later un reprinted in nis essay, "Hillel" (Ufen 13537).

Lhis work led to muci opposition, though it was orinted with the
approbation of ~aobl Loses iunz ana witu & eulogistic poem of Ravpi Woses
Kunitz. ©he book gave great o:fense to the orthodox party, which thwarted the
Juolication of a secanu eaition, for wnicu Jnoriu nau prepared ..any corrections
anu aduitions. wordecai peunet wroie to tue Arad congregation inat the bouk
containea neresies auu tuat iv must bve burmed., 4ne congregatioun, uwowever, stood
by their rabbi; but some of its ..emvbers wno siuea witn DBenet causea uim great
unpleasantness. 1he Arad voara applied to uoses uung to certiry that the
boox contained no heresies. Un the ortner haua, sunz wes urged oy the fanatics
L0 condemm it, DPeing iu a great dilemna, he concluded to invite two raobis

t0 come to Alt-Ofen to form with hiz a tribunal before which Jhorin was
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swmc:ed (Sep. 1, 16865). The sentence of the tribunal wes that "Chorin must

reiract Lthe contents of his book. Should he refise to do sou, his beard should
be cut off as & penalty for his heretical trauasgressiuns." Thereupon, Jhorin
wno.: the populace ned sioned in tne scourtyara of the Syua; 0f, declarea tnat ne
suvoruiuated nis views to thouse of ine ravbis aad desireu wnat Lis vouz be sup=-
pressed. The court aiso uecreeu & reuuctiocs of Chorin's salary, bul the boara
of nis congregation indignantly rejeetsd thnls uecree. 1{his fact is interesting,
for it turows lignt on tne various suauy metnoas by wnl.n tne rigorisis were
accustomed in those ways to intimicate their muderate colleagues. liou eucugh V
Luat tune reouls compromised tneir colleague in ine eyes 01 uLis cougregation,
but tne, even Buught L0 uuvernige uls meager livelinood. 40 avuiu further
trouble vhorin determinea to give up writing.

Wieu tne movement for syna;op reforms began la Hemouri it nmet
3horin's hearty aosproval. In nis "Kinqt Ea-emet”, & responsa whicn he wrote
on Arril 7, 1518 and pnublisned in Lieberman's coullection, '‘Wogzh na-leuek",
hie declared himself in favor o7 synegog reforms, sucn Bs trhe iznirouuction of
jernmprayers, Dxodtismax?caxgiixe 2ixekx the use of tne orysn and & number

of liturid:al modifications. The prinelipal pragers, the "Shema" anu the

si. ntesn pensdiztions, nowevar, shoala be recited i. Hetrew, h+ ueslared, as

the Hebrew lan;asge nelos 10 o=ep alive tge .elief in tne restoration of !

48
lirael,. Lize R. Zunitz, he also pleausu for maintEning in tne Jenple a
44 |
aaily service. {fFor his ouner ooiuions oz tne jambur, relronus see RedR]

ap enuix O)e

o soouer was it <mown Luat shorian's respousum favoréd L@ gane
reforas, Loan Seboi Luenz of Alt-Ufen ulrecteu a sirong missive to

Snorin, iu wnlcn ne placeu tne aliernative verore hiw, eitner vo recaut his




-y - -

opinion or to lose nis positio. as Hgobie oJhoriu was a puor man and a father
of « large Tamily, au. ne cualu cnuose obut one alternziive. He, therefore,
recauntea nis opinions iu februsry 19, 181%. .is recantetions, nowever, were
of no avall for ne was devermined to advocste reforms &t all costs. & year
aiter pe oublishea "Jdebar be-1tto" (Wien 1520) in Hebrew anu i. vermau, in
wnicn he reiterated the views exoressed in nis "Kinqt Ha-Emet", The verman
auition of this pamphlet airectea upon hi: the attention of tne progressive
arty o ausiria anu ia vermany. In 1821 the govermseant of inw praou auchy
¢f Jouen msged Shorin ror nis ooinion 0. the uutles of & reool ana on Syuzgog

reforms iu tue Ausirian siaiss. In suswer to tuis inoulry, Jnorii wrole hls
50
“], et alasar” or "“leit r of au African sbbi to uils collea;ues iu —urope”.

Iz It ue steteu tnatl ihe 4oran comprises religiocas trotns anu religicvas
lews, ithe laiter partly apolicacsle oaly iua falestine, partly oculigarory every-

ol
Wuore. inese pay ve tempor.rily suspenued, bul Lot entirely moolisacu, oy

2 gompetent autuoriiy, sucu as & synou. unly ordlasmuces awu precaativiary

laws wulicn are of nuas. origiu may oe aobrogated iu coufornivy wiity ioe cir-
b2
cumsta.ces 07 tne time. a8 for mere customs aud usskes ( P2y v )y

ne puvermusent, after neving cousulted Je ish men of <uowleuge, way wholly

moui sy or abolish tunemg ocut in no oiuer vay zay it interfere witn relipicus

2y
bd
arffairs. Ghorin also pleadea for tne est blis:ment of 2ousistories, of . i
i |
moaern: szhools sud of & theolosical seminary, sou for tne  romoiiovu of agri-
sulture anu professions amon he Jews, .
i
I
in the Heprew z wendix to the "Ipe¥et Zlssal" e asplores tne ,
ob
aemoralizatioa of ine syas, o0 servize iu nis time, whicn, ne couilsuus, no
low er reuressnts the trae opirit o Jewlsu worsnip. Jnorii clalss tnat the
ia 1 al verusalem was _.]‘i;..g_!“il",‘ & hoJse 0f rayer fuad 0L merfely 8 Saunctuary j
N
F
I !




of tne sacrificial cult; nence, sll the laws regarul.y cecorus

are an:licacle to every Jewisa nouse of

pauces at Lne syua Op Wnicu ouly uesecrate tne sagreuness o7 Lhe service. s
ae also attacss viclenvly ine Hassiulc reovis, itheir Zaalcism ana their faith

Lture, <ecorum, proviugg that it is uot sonirary to Jewlsn daw, woreover, he

fouagut most strenuoasly a cinst the notion whicr was ingrained amon the or-

thouox mAsses, thet according to Jewlsn lew the understending of toe rayers
60

is unnecesuary and that decorum a: servi:es is uot essentisl, It 15 stirik-
i t0 note how mush effort tne early re’ormer 2o L0 sut forih 2 orove inat

3 s sveminrly & truism in Je ish Ealecha, namsly, 8% nrayers i1 be
mueratovle ana tnat Jecorum is esseanticl in she servie. It is vl as we
read s00e of wue perverieu lanteroraiatlouns i tale ou st 1. T.g orihouox

6l

res oy 03 "Sle Ulbre Hapriip® thal We cEn understioud LOW tnese nerversions

"
-

Law is rlexivle eucugsn to allow all tae reforms

ne

Jecorum anc ritvual whicn cou

modern Jew ana yet be iu xeepin;, wits the Law.

st strenuvasly tue Tau.is of nis tise for permitiin the prevaleut uistur-

rase He auvocates musl enthusiasticel y, vhat tne nals be resoveu auring

me anu wity Jewisn Law, ana ne actually outliues iu wetsnil sucn & Syunsgog “

S -

i tne Jemple

worsnip whperaver it ove. Le casors ¥

gervices, Luat the worchip in tne syns og ve im xeepin, witn Westera caul=-

59

L@ nReSes anu LOow difficult it was sor ihe
regmiers 1C auival Tuen.
Shorin apticsipated 2ll tue wrgunenis s ailus. refofus on tue

anu of "Lese Majesie", mnu ne groves mos. conelusively tusi the Jewish
6o
Jii 1@ BuvOocELlEeS. Finelly,

ey

pleaus ror ine euureviailo.n of lue liturngy in <eeping wiin tne neeus 07 tne . 4

a satisfy ine niglesy sesinetic stanuarus of tune

64

=t

Some of these idess Chorin carrieud cut ia unls o™ congregstion,
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wnig. included a great number of mec:anics. He succesded in Tounuing a modern
senool, ana in introuuciig ainor lituryieal reforms iuto the syua; 0.; even an
or-u. was iusialled atv nis instance in 1840; ne pemittea tne eatiag of rice
anu Dulse during tne days of Passover; auza ne was also iustruze.tal ia sbol-
isnluge turougn governnenial interfers.ce, tue law which oronivitea merriesu
wo2en 10 eutar iLhe synage. witnout tue "Scheitel" lperruguoh“

Cnoriu was sirongly in favor of a syuoa wiiu power =o ueclue
c4estious concerning ine Jewisn religiou anu ius relation (o tae exgpeuncies of
iue 48W age. W0 thls tuecery snorin always aunered., In his "Preue pothe" (in
serman) ne ueclareda nimself a zinst uhe itrausfer of tue SaLDELL LU ~unuay,

LUl expressed tne opinivn tpnat, consiueriag tnc regulrements of ver tiume,
synous mi ht mitigate the severity orf tue oavuaticel laws, especislly itucse im
regara to travelling anu writ ing.“

In his Hebrew asopenuix to this work, "Zir Weemon", Chorin pub-
lisnau nis correspouucnce with Isasc U. !-teg.gios? which is of great interest,
pecsuse it shows how much more profounuy was -epglo's undersianuing of Jewish
untlosophy than that of tne rationalists of that times Jhorin was, of course,
much superior to the aversye rabbi or nis time i, culiural zilieluceat, but
nis nhilosoonlc grasp was most superficial. se svugnl ausesil, te adjust
sugaiom 10 e spirit of tne time volh iu praciice aua iu creed. kLe Wwus,
lueresure, uut ouhly in sympathy witn lue efferts Of Ltae venman rationalists to
eLa3l & nusber of reforms iu Jewisn Law, but ne also uncritically acceoiea all
\ueir rationslistic icealogy wnich ne volceu in uis "amex Ea-annven".ss and
*uiterates later ou in nis “Hillel" anu in tue "lgeret slassas™. eggio,

Li odgh & Warm rrienu Of chorin, aund lhouch a symputhizer of lue movemsnt for

refurms iu Jewisu praciice, 100k hiws severely to task Jor beliyg swajed by ine
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nis "Zir le-emon"™ in whic: ne scexs to nitigsie as auca &s possible the legal

status of aeserteu wives in oruer tg allsviaie their unfortunate situstion.

— i %,

Ee contenus that the law gives ine rabois enougn leeway 10 enaci such
77
mitiiatious.

In 1859 ne wublisneu his "Yeled «ekunim® (vienns) partly in )
Hebrew anv partly in Geman, with an introuuction of his blograpner, Lecpola
Low, i. wnich Jnorin wekes another plea for reforms im Juusisam. In the
Hebrew part of this work he ceploreu ihe fact tual the services in tne large

ByuALOLS turued invo concerts of professionzl cantors ana choirs, whizi in
78
pis view is countrary to all Jewish Law,. He sugjpests, thereiore, thet tue

service be conductec by 2 choir composed o the shilaren of the congrepgat ion
auu accompaniea by an organ, or &scoraing to nis view, onls such & service

can ecrnfors to modern =estnetic t:iste and yet be true to the Jerispr concept-
78
i u of worship.

Shorin glsu sirouisly advocaleu reforas iu rogura to rzilroad

travel ling ou Sapvatn an. on nclleays, adu ne invicateu wne re.cinic gaca waish
80
sy oe iuterpreted as fovorin, such refcrms. He also reiutea cul tue ne=d

.

for tne sbridgment of the sSeve:n uays of Lu iraing in moasra tines anc the
61
tysiiricstion ror it in ravoinic law. In tue lasi chapler of tals work,

.
JLOTiu Buvoca.eu ewein tue neea 0f au aalnori.ea syuou to enact lue reronns
waiss were necessitateu oy mousru tioes, oy illusiratiug frou Jewisu aistory
Biu literatare that Juasiss naa 8l &S ougul L0 BUJUSL ivsels wu the exigencies 4
o Line Rus plece, sau tuat It 1o peczgse ol tuls flexipilivy of tne Jewish P :

ez
law that Juuaism was c.aved frox uechys.

v July 6, lose, auriy the le.i wesqs of hi. life, chorin

wrote fro- nis sisk-beu & ueclaration expressiug his full sucora wiin tne
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rzooinisal conference &t srunswick, snd on Aucust 11%a of (ne same year he
s - s . 1
sant an address to the zonferencs ¢ the Zunf,ETian ratbis &t 2zis =hich kea

84

dezlaed reformatory tendencies.

ohorin lavoreu all nis life in the cmuse of ihe =mancipation of

.
tre Jew. of Zungary iun spite of the fact tnat ke Jressburg ral inate neaged |
oy Loses sepner put all ooste-les 0n fue Vay UF Jesisn esancigstio. Tor jear “
jes. sush & sonsummation oignt dweal a eeaaly blow 10 lue autnoriieiive posi-

tion of orthouoxye

{nuush Shorin wes not in ipe centre of the Jeform .cvexmant he
ra. & preat inglaence upds iUSs Jurtiger aevelopoent througu ois exlensive cor-
54
reSoonuence Wit the reformers in Verzany. For Le 78 tze ouly authori-
tative raccei wno iluentirieu nimsell &l i life Wity tne mepiraiious o7 the
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-ier re bl of #esiphalis alu ibe principelisy o3 {ittgensieiu, retainin this
seise autil ois uealn 1L 13,24
diluen Friedliilus su ue alrec relatlc FLLL e nEovury COnIIO-
rSY. - i1 pe weil Lo aiscuss nim & 2C imection Wi the Iirst open outoresx
-5 7GTm, DEZEUSE L= & gue GTf the First verme. &V iz o openl) adv.cais
spsesn suu pen mila relorms i, Judzism, =zna wes iu constant cerrespon-
jence ilin Asron Snorin. ~Friedlsxncer, noweveT, W28 nOL serisfiea in nerzly
gavoceting reforms, but &e BisO S0 0 carry them © ig ovn disiricte
56
=e goplishe_ the secoud 487 of tne festivals ana “AnT onsclete nourning customS.
fo Sfustily ris views srisalanuer julisnea & shoriy pam nlet entitled "Sho resh
! (EEnn0 r 1la.4)e Lo Tnls pamphlet gims L2l & reasons lua ZC=-
gssiizisu 1une institution © we second uay isstivals 1 s Jigspor. are uo
1o alju iz our ine 2 e galenusr is rigialy fixed and LHsL ey
mqust, LnereIore, 4e abolisuea sinse Lhey SauUSe SuS egt naruspips om ihe
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ts Liecerman's book is au array of Wwurds, 0I aouse, 8u. of calamuny, and thelir

onl, s:roug waio was ljef o:/o/ o "We cai.ot uzke any Snen esdn
regarulsss &s Lo WOAD e CLanges Were.
ipe bigoteu spirii o ime racoi

seen alreaqy in toe
 uirosiciory setement of ine Hamourg rabcinates
u/slean _yﬂ@)—ﬂ 1@/ A NP 3/4.&/; \-ﬂW/f/zo’j Dq :
2L Uplr D) DS D /5 _//g,o/a_;ff;,f@ —2opd ZpH ~_///
roily DA /t"fuéjﬂf,}? JPA PRYL 24k Vs Ve Jf/”_/
O_Q'ﬂfﬂ??/dr«ﬂ &Y, i) revls A, 204 2/f
@aéﬁ NP (fwe/r/ 28 HA ,_(/ff/ _}’PC{}/’ j’/’ 2%®
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sreail

taey conaemi Loe most insisnizicant litu sicsl

na
= =ivs] sualiural issues 07 relorm, U= 1sr. THnEe a5 4 rra werpnscular in
e TLAVEL o tural issued 07 relorm, LEmMELY, LUD «“aE U4 WLE Velll=oll8D n
relisious service aiu uze omis.icm of iae acssianlc Drafers.
Mosi vitupera.ive is tne conaemnatlon 0f LDsSes o0oner PO T.0WS
ng reswrsiat in worus of avuse ageinst the i.nogvatious. =€ salis tnem liutle
foxes, pereiics, rsuels, liers, felsizisrs, zn< tue like. Uf zourse, we can
syzpathize witn ailxm at tlues, wuer Le rises 10 & pe.nos &g2l.ust lae FESLELINg
07 the Heprew langusge &nu 07 Salestine as imporient factoTs 1. Jewla lize,
sor ne seemsc to nave felt L..sT wotively tne implicstions of tnese .S3ues, out
| |I
ris arsumeatation i. fzwor ¢f taese S ¢s1 emusing. 402 CoTeEl 15t 10T De i l
. y
-1
ised, ne says, -ecguse we live LOW L strange lana; Heurew -usi 10t Le AN
'l
stolisncsd hacause 1t is s00°S lapccayse, ana ‘u-t as & sufject 7odi.4 Al au.iress -
L
g «ine in zny otper lan.uaze 2x2e€ net oF Lse laiter, z0 JeY 32N acares
loa put in Foa's owon langua, €. ~origver, e £lalis, wLsb =i orus =nou Iae
letters io whe liiurgy nave impoctan religicas stic impliza.ious, is
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v¢ulu ve sniirely losi if translatea into any otner language,

In anotner responsuc ne arpues =ost oiiterl, a.w zost incenu-
cusly sg.=iust the =volitioc:. or tne -oran canmtillezious, jor it is tantamount
& «exizl 07 tpe aoctrine that tae czntillatien siszs were revezled on
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Jewry witi tne prayers for ine recurz to Palesiine, sna Jor Lie cumlag of the
desslis Sggaraless as wLe A nL o 07 reas Le
Zeu Bee & e:5t &% LonNesit aliLemdl o s part rezon e a rlacrs Lirse=
a a rel us ii7e of e Je s 2 e enancipation. e sa;s

nat e gre al citigens in ite Limies w we e, 5 uur

taz for relar 0 2zlestine, 20t besiu.e a a.2ri AUVEnN-

gie Ju czuse of rizia ane ev sal are r inere

are & el S I'8duwises - ALU=15 a 1210 2rved L

vsoine ane aniversal salvailou

e ssoririzial cult reiustituted.

2 X4 _/{yr{ ﬁr’ ,uﬂ/?:/d& - /é/ﬂ:)/_//g/r /»_we-f( V)

y‘,/wd/,ﬁ d/‘yfﬁ'% M e H&» J/,;A/m(’f@/p ”?;_
M 9D 2w @{_A_’j%' L pu/len ‘59”1’/ :‘--E/f/“f”:’

r’/ﬂ/vz/« A _/"/c(}/’ i/rt;O/@' RV DY, AD DX

i Dt e 5,257 o ! Y S 4

’ Z | |
/ﬁ s pri e 2% ,3_5‘”2 "4_//'3'3/’7'1" uméva 5 e A |
; %/}_f/@)/«@e 2or wpl il YA 4B D A

fa
w

Ware thnere more Sush ansWers as lnese 1ae L.0X Would aot




= -

antsgonized ine reformers as it ulce asul ev:an oger Arowns tuese seemingly
reasoneule views i. & number of peity pilpulistic arjuments agsinst ine
sliiatest innovations ia tne minutiae of ihe liturgy.

out such answers as sg=r's wers few, Uun the whole, tne answ rs
are mos:t iunsulting, anu the rau.inate of Padua did not refrain :‘rurngi_ asing
apainst the reformers suci, epithets anu phrases as: fools, company of wiczed-
ness, tw.e ignorent of tne people, ihe .-.arlo?.-:\{,-ﬂ 07 their neart, ana tne
lixe, Uf the sawe naiure is itpe episile of K. vamuel ne Yerma. ravei of
ANSiEruan wWhnuSe cnswer is vermealeu witn pnrases susi as evileuwoers, scofiers,
se=us ©f *iuke ness, desiroyers oI ine faith, aposiates, emply-neadea nen, Lrazen
recels, and may olners of tne same cuaraciers e @amuel is particularly wrought
up over ine rejectivu of the wessianic aocirine auu taat o the resurrection
&5 eviueucea Iro. wne LeW Urayer Boux 01 the resormers. he insisis taat
tuese ueliefs are caruinal wociriues in Juusisa, anu &re tne ver, Juunuotionu
0f vur raithe It is interzsiing to nole tna. a8 supvort $o0 uis argumentis, ne
sustes wuses wenuelsonn, Wessely, ana Herz Howpery, to siow that ituey too
considerea tnese ucclirines as essential in Juuaism. +he fact tnat a riporist
amons tne rascis shnoulu seek supnort for his views not only from rebvoinic
sourses put also Srom ithe pionr2rs of the Zaskalah is in itself g sigm o1 the
tie., Not only uoes it prove the ola auape that "the naretics of yesieruay

are the cznonigzed saints of touaay”™ tut iv zlso inuicates tnzt the orninion of

tiiese la, scholars nau 10 be reckoned wili already aiL zanatl tiug for ctuier-
wise faoul ocamuel of Amsterden wuil. uot have guotea sucu woress walcu were
101

Sonuemeu out a few jears PEO by all ine raculs as raac neresies.
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It is 2lso interesting to ..ole tne letter of retraction by Shem
Llob wamun of Leghorn wnicn ne most provavly hed to sign under compulsion.
{ne note of the caitors, however, use this retractious nov for tne .urpose
¢f clearing Samun Trom charges of neresy vut in oruer to aiserecit witn it the

102
genuiunensss of ithe "lio an <edek",

‘ ? 2 JV
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Zarticularly insulting aunc presumptuocss is t.: asuswer of H.
Ja:ob of Lissa who villiries wmercilessly the zaitur o7 tne "Nowah sedes", He
. calls nic an ignoramous, a manlas, a gamcler, au uuscrupulous cuarlatan
1lus
wou would Lo most anyining 10r gain ofF mouey. In contrast 1o thae worith-
| lessness oif Lieverman, wno:, ne suvuses witnour restiraint, ne seic yut the ru=-
uition, wisuom anu saintliness o tue leaulng raouvis of Yemany, of whoa ne
speaks with unstinteu praise, anu wnose ouinicus, accoruing vo a. Jacob, shuula
be accepteu witnuut tue least wesitatioun.s ~Sarticularly uocs ne vesoie uopnmetic

gna iutolerasle witu re.cru 1o tue linguisiic problea of tue prayers. ke

—

zontenus tnet religiou is not basew ou unuerstanuing, b ou vlina acceprance,
2nu people need aut neces:zar.ly uncerstana tue eaning of ithe prayers which

tuey reci.e or their implicetions. And ne supportis these views by uistorting
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It is such absurd reasoning as that of i. Jacob, anu such a
sgnstimonicus anu presumptucus ailituue toweras the :riiics of the olu order
taa. czllew fcrih the wrath or tne intellegtuals or Eamour., pariicularly

. ik ¢ ; G P PP ¥n’) 22
tazt of M. L. 3resslau, ine auipor of " ’ /0/ / J/ Y PN =,
for Tnca i vwe peed 10t Justify the uuprecedented lrreverent treaize.t of
ine rapcis iz tals pampnlet of sresslau, Jet we can easily uneersiana now a
aen lize sl could nave vecome pProvo<ed vy such fdlacious uistoriiovns of tie

oiole.
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ihe same arrogant tone we riua iu tue letier of Lne cousisiory

1056
of Winvzenneinm, i mugh more tolerant leiter came fro. .=.pi uLliezer of
irietch, uor.via, enuorsea by the raosbinaie of ithat city. sapbi sliezer au-
mits that tne “aw permits liturgicsl changes, &nu that there were various litur-
glcal codirications such as that of the ashkenazim and the Uepherdim, but since
these have become the accepted traaitional liturgical codes throuschout the
various countries, no inuiviaual or rroup o7 inaividuals have a right to m2ke
any ‘urthe® cnanges, i. the livmwrgy, for it may cisrunt the unity of the com-
munities. He regaras, therefore, the actiun orf tne Hamoury leszaers as an act
0f "Lese isajeste" because tney shoulu nave suvjected thew.elves to tne loeal

raveis and nov have solicitea racvpipic sup.ori sor their astious ouicius of

tneir comaunltys. .He points out wual the whole purpose of tue re.omers in
tueir elimination of Lhe Wessianic prayers was to rina Favor =iitn tne civil
aavuorivies, He coutenus vuat the laiter no longer .uestiou wne loyzliy of ine
Jews nor nave any oojectiun to tue prayers ior tne returs Lo Jerusalems

Re nliezer, very uaively, iareaians tne innovaivors wiie punishe-
sent after veaih aus imploringly exclaius: "Wnat will you wo in the ey of
Juugment, ior wou is & Goa of Justice?" ine most reuceming feature in tnis

letter is the warning ne gives to the orthocox racbis zou leasusers tnat they

shouiu loox into themselves to find the czuse of tne reror: movement. He

claims tnat it thne syua'opues Wors soudasled with order and decorum, tiere

| |

'I

1]
myzla have been n0 cause for reforms. Jue orthodox ravbis, therefore, suould ’i l

|

|

gee to0'enforce order, to urce the pzople from taliking and quarreling curing L *
Lne seryigaes, to fave someone preach to them ou ine Hropriety of maEimers, suau Wi
106 1

02 the propger vehavior in Lhe syna opue. 1

In tne -ne of the book tkers is a4 retraciic.. of aaron <horin
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prefaceu by x0ses8 oDOpLer wno exoresses nis savisrastion in thut Shorin "bent
his neau velore the Wise wen uf nis gensration.”

Yhis collectiocu of responsa follows witn a Judaeo-Genna:n trans-
lation, zuu is prefaced by the following statements

“Se it «uown that lhese letiers were puvlishea for ine glory of
sou ana Eis Torah anu not ror tpme purpose (Gou forsid) of antagonizing any
one iu Isrsel. Moreover, ihese lette s will vinuicatie the nonor of our Jewish

comrmunities by showing itnat .1l the memuers of our commnunities hare holy, pious, 7

Gou=fearing and upholuers of the lorah, anu that onl, a few ol Lien are ;is-

leu Ly seducers anu perveriers who ain to desiroy the neritacge of Goc. Mesy

f
tne ood Lord forgive thenx and brine piece into our congregations, that they i l
== T I
may serve Him in wnity.” l L
4
B
Ce 2M0Tes1s and Jounter-Jrotesis,

he resoonsa in the "Jibre Ha-osrit" uiu wot give, nowever, the
-

e .

impression tnst it was an eplsile of peace. As we nave ssen

reiomaers an

T —
i

aoove, the coox is 7ull of calumny, ol auuse, 0f sOushis.ry, of presumptuousS=

ness anu 0r unresirainea ill-temper. 4t is not to be wonuered =t inat the

Iinmsst «piritual leauerc of the Eamburg wemple weut out wiitu a2 oltier protest

g.ainst wnese rabuis sucn as was uever perore sxpressea iu ime nisuory of 4

Juuaism,
fhe writer of tue rejfonn protest wes weir Israel cresslau H{

sresslau was & german 4

—_—

(1786=183y) who was the secretary 07 the Hamburg demple,.

LOLArY and u lay scrolar, steepeu in Jewisn learniuge He anu Iszec bockel 35 |
fraukel were the 2uitors of the 'Seuer Ha-Abodah" (the prayer book of the

Hemburg vemple of 1819). He was also instrumentzl in counterscting the |
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extreme rationalistic anu vermarniz tenuencies of Gotthold Salomon and of

Sduard Kley, the rabbis of the Eampurg Temnle, who were r.suy 10 discard most

of the traditicnal moues of Jewish worship to give it a rotestant exterior
fom.m? sresslsu anc “rancel, however, both being influential laymen ana =
great Hebrew scholars, succesued iu euiting & prayer boux which preserved the #
tracitional fora L0 2 great degree anu thus [;ave the ,refom movement historiec -
continuity.

However, wnen the "Jibre Ha-Brit" of the orthodox racvis was
issueu 1t provoxeu oresslau to compose 2 short pamphlet “Herec liokemet N'kam <.
srit™ (161Y) in whicn he scourgeu ine raoois most satirically anu mercilessly.
gpezking of this pamphlet, uwraeiz characterizes it as follows: ™inis hebrew
levver was writver in a veautirul Hebrew siyle, ana with such sxiliull meni-
pulation or violical verses, that it seemed as though tne pruphets an. psalmists
tremselves were scourging tne delusions of the obtuse rabbis. nrest_i_lau trea- -
teu them now as ignorant wvoys, now as false prophets, ane especially as uis-
turbers of the peace. BSvery sentence in inis seeminely earnest but bit ngly
satirical =2pistle wes a dasgew=-thrust against the olu serversions zna their

108
defenuers."

The leader: of the Hamburg Jempnle receiveu liter.ry reiuforce-
me.t also fro. the vericus centres uf Haswalan iu Galicie.mg The vlu party,
howevar, alu not remaiu silent. In 1820, a polemical paumpnlet zgzinst
Bre.:.-‘_slau was publisieu LY w«. Re Heiniiz, entiiled "Lzhat Ha-ler b Humithé-
pehat®, .nis work coutaius uothing new by way of srgumentutio. gpalnst
raeturms., It is a mere renashing of all tne arguneuis contained in tne "iibre
Ha'Srit" tnough the autnor claims that ne aia not nave tue oportuniiy to

110
See tna. ravbinic uocument. Yne autnor is particalarly wreupnut up over
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tue iusoleuce of sresslau ana nis colleacues wno uurled unheard of insults
agalust the ruouvis, but iunsteau of snowing an example of nunility for the
peneit 0f the reformers ne merely heapea up still greater insults upou the
leaucrs Of tue seaple.

A greet number of pamphlets attacking the Hamourg leaders zua
refomn iu gen<ral were published at tnet time, most of whicn were anonymous
gna of very little literary value, Sucn is a pamphlet entitled, A2204

.5)//11/ w2/ 77'?9 (8erlin 1818) which seeks to aefend the siristly or-
thouox point of view on ratiocnal ground. Another one of tue same te.deucy is
the /‘l (4/;/:6' 29 © by H. abranan Zaitra (?) (Hennover 1:06).

4 most expressive attituue was tacen by an ooscure writer, J. <. “asnzov of

sreskleu, wno uovlispeud & pmsphlet apeinst the reformers entitlea "Jibre
Smanan uvmen” (sresslau 102l) condemuing most surongly tuvse who ravor sSyuasog
reior.s. He claimea Lhat the =unole aim of the reformers Was Lo ussirey Jewish
uw.ity in oruer to quicken the process of assiamilation and of the ulsinterrite
111
io.. 0y Juueism, e criticizes the reformers most severely for naving nuop-
lis;eu arvisles in werwsn, iu wnicn toey poiuteu cul tne apuses of orthoaoxy
and e luconsisteuc, of the latter witn werman citizensulp; anu ne clalus

112
that tnese arivi.les aave uvnly nelped Lo sireungthen tne anvi-semitic position.
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To sum up the literary cuniLroversy evoxeu by the Hugpury refonus,
we must Say tnet ror the most part it is vula of all conient. .ae nathetic

conuition of the orihouox . arty was that Lney were auavle 10 preseut a singie v llk
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Heoprew wriier 10 uefend their cause. ine Hebrew style usea iz the uocuments of
the best ravbis then was ruggeu anu coarse., No» coulu itne; wriie in any other
lanzuapes When the smyanim of Hambury naa to translate their tesiimonial
ajainst the rerormers in the Genuan langusye, tuey n.d to employ Shalom Conen
113

wno naue formerly belougew to the ranks of tue reformerse.

Nor were the writings of the carly reformers of mucn greater
literary value. &s alreauy siLaied veiore, Lue Ouly uwocwsent 01 Lhat wuole

goniroversy wnicn is or any literary value is ilhat of aliezer Lieberman, who

was an ostracized scoolar witn mo gtancing in any Jewish comnunity.

7« wonclusion,

The literary prouauctivity of the early ref.rm movemact is indi-
cative of tne movement 88 a whole. It had no positive program nur any moti-
va ing ideals, ZSvery one felt tha! some great chan:es lu Jewish lire must
necesserily take plszce after the emancination, bul Tne issues werc so Gbscure
tne. tnat neiuner the refoMMmers uor their 00,0.2als Ccuuld realize their
Linlicztions.

As 10 practical resulis, LLis wuole couroversy w=s of no avail.
4ll une cundemu.i0ry responsa of lne orthoaox ravuis were iu vain. e ortho-
Woa PArty aid Lot succeeu in uavin, uhe namuery semple closea by ine governmeut,
28 Lhe) uau uopeu Lo be auvle Lu uoe. aue reforn congregatiou contluaeu to
flourisih. ohortly after tue weuication, Gottholu ~elnomon was calleu Jrom
SEs.u to f£ill tne oriice of prescner iu conjuuction witn suuara Kiey. In
1.20, tne Hamoury reformers estavlisued & vraucu synsgue at lLeipsig, vuere
Bervices were cuuducted wuring tue great yearly suirs. Mercheuts Jro. all

Uver surope gatuereq et Luese rairs, =nu lne iueas expressea iu senmons

oreacued in tue reform SynacO, Were spread through many eistant coi.unitlies,
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anu rreguestly vecame &n iucentive to worg slong the lines 037 resforme Il. Le
L]

auervacy o Zerlin was tne presciner of this cosmopolitan cuugregations.

mring the third, fo:rth and fifth deceues uf ire nineteenth
gentury, many congregatious in Germany, Ausiria, Eungary, france, auc wemsark
introuuced reforms to a greater or less extent. These reforms were isually
tu the uirection of greater decorum in ihe synajof, fewer niyuiim iu the
resiive liturgy, music by a reiuler croir, sud sermons in the vernacular,
sas: was the so-cslled yieuna 2rogram which was &uopled by the vieuns cungre=

pation anuer the guluwuce of its preacuer Isasmc loah Lauunelsmer aus iuvs

santor Solomon oulzere A nwater of .overnmestal eaicts were issued .arin

soutaining insiructious to tue neaus of the Jerisn communities to

e JeETS

" -—-—

remove ihe aocuses whicn nau crept intu tne synasosues anu L0 iutroducs re-

r ich eaicts may be mentioned those of Jaxe-Welmar (loz2o),

IS e AllJigE SUuci
=

. A

unelt (lesb), nanover (1887), Zouen (1ocE) diluule 4ranconis anu vaxe-
114 b
weiuiligen \1093]. ‘
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Zoe rensissascs of Habrew iitemmiurs in so=any

powevar, InAt the nige copes sntemiainsd 7 ioe InauoRraiors cf

2. OF tue slgoteenta sensury was snori-livew. Its only somereta m=3ult,

L8 cozcerzaya, W3S tne Zefor— Movement. It must te
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its own & &in taroueh vhe creatiou of the "Science of Juualsm" snd Lne coneep-
tio. of w«ue spiritual mission or the Jewisn peoples inese uew notifs which
formed vne positive iaeology of tne reform movement in 1us s2cond siage, and
‘Licu uelped to save it from uecay, were agaiu created not in vermany bul out-
siue of it, uswely, iu valicia auu in Iialy, &s We uLave Suc. veiore tue
enli,fiLment movement in cermany was carried on by 2olisi schovlars wno combined
Jewisnh learuing ana mouern culiure anu Was alueu LY the moral iurlueuce 07 tue
Iialian anu suugarian scholars. Qhelr own uative cowitries were uot yet ripe
clitically for such a movement. ihe lapoleonic wars, Lowever, usiemi in
tne cry of liberty uarougnoutl surope, the ccho of whici was heara iu lne re-
motest gheitos of Bastern surope. And though the first flusn of joy cuiea away
as socon as tne post-Napoleonic reaction lLad set in, uevertneless, Lhe seeds 01
revolt were al reauy there., 4<he clash beiwsen receive. notions suu Lhe new
conicentions producea a ferment of iueas anu cresied new tenuencies i. Lne
;neitos of sastern surope. Jshus the Eebrew renaissance whicr was crestied by
tne colisn scholars wno were Jomiciled in weruany, beg&n tu be tra.srerreu to
Zolanw, were it prouuced & muCu aure lasting effect.

Phe "deasser" wnicn nau beew eullea 1. a unew series iu uennany
Ly ouelom Ha-Kohen (Jessau 1809=11) but wWithout much SUCIESS, Wab revivea at
Viewus anu later in ualiciu, &na succeeued, yirst unuer the tiile of "Bixcure
ne-ltven™ (1020-1851), ana tueu uuuer ngeram Hemed", in gatuering vo;.einsr

A

many writers, tue large proporviocs 0f Wnow were £olishe

In foland, nowever, where the Jewisu population livea apart,
tue "Maskilim ® coulu uol evewu @spire 1o tue urea.s of equality auu liverty
¢ the Hebrew wsriters in Germanye. 4he reforns of smperor Josepn 1I, wnich

afiectew Lhe Jews in the part of folanc annexeu by Austria, especially the
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extension 07 compulsory military services to them, hau pavea the way to &
spiritual reaction among the Jevish mas.es who threw themselves inilo the arms
of Hassiaic mysiicism,

Hence, the intellectual Jews of Polanu, found that their rirst
tasik was tae tearing down of 4adikism and all tke superstitions that went with
it, Jhis first tesk, therefore, was essentially negaiive in n2ture, for they
4ed to @0 ine same wor< which Lhe early reformers earried on in uermany a
generation pefore then.

Phe first outstanuing champion uf enligntmeat was “Herz Homberg"
(ve Luuen near frague 1749; d. 1841). He was a passiunzie reformer, uvut in
nis overzealousness Le unfortunately employeu undesirable methous by exerting
great iurluence upon governmeut suthorities to rorce gertain religious reforms
upou ine Jews of the ausirian umpire. Eomoerg received a yalmuuic euuc-~tiion
1111 tue age of 17. 4ne reasuing of scusseau's "Snile" awa<enzd iu bim che uesire
1o uevote himself to pedajopys He prepareu nimself at perlin, where e became
tutor to w.endelsohn's eldest son, Josepn (1779). imring the three years in
wiich ne livea witn uenuelsohn ne was greatl, influenaed by the latier, en.
pecine one of his favorites. Wien tne normal schools were to be openea for the
Jews of Austiria under the sdict of Joseph I, he was highly reco menuea by
Hen elg_oim and was sppointed as superinienient of all the Uerman-Jewish scho.ls
of salicia (1784)e In 1793, he was ca'led by Lmpercr Franeis II to yiennz to

soraulate laws regulaiing the moral end politicel status of the Jews in

2
Ausiria.

As a nraciical reioraer, ue WwWas a negative cnaracier, &uud as
susn, he autzpouizeu greaily tne Jewisn masses wuo zsuulu no. forgive him Jor

nis efforts to carry wut bis religicus reforms turodel poverniest intervention.
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Zomberg, nowever, made some coutribuiicns to the Eebrew literziure anu id ine
futue ance of tne movement for -e.onas oy his merciless compalga sguinst tae
coscurantism whicn prevaileu in welicia at tnis tize.

He was oue Of e Souatriputors L0 tne weasss?l, luus active part
i, .une piurist movemeut, a4l WIOLE a COw.cntaly on tue fentateucn, JO0O and
Jeremian. Eis co.mentary i.. weuteroncay is includsea in Leuuelsoun's 3iure =
iz nis leter years, a:ter tue normal scamuols ur walicia were placed uuuer tue
cenerzl airectiown of tne aistrict schools, Eomberg retired to vie.la, wnere ne
cecupied ninself witn preparing Jewish school bocks an. cateculsss, which

ti.e povernment forced upon all Jewish elementary schocls. Acmon. iuess, his

{21is sne meral reader for young peonle. Kis Hebraw is of pure biblical siyle,
Jul very ary ana prosaic, It presenis, howevuer, & pleasant -unirast te iue
sreysiling Hebrew of tue time, Jor anls langua.e 1s very goncise anu pramualisally
sorrezt, I wne vwery tiule pace uf ihe DOLK We Se2 alrzauy thne suirit of wue
tize, fur it sta.es Lnel the book was writtlen fur joulg mel ans vOmeN, Sumes=
tnia. unasuzl for a He rew boox at tuat tise. . sy #

cwbit rhv brser o f3 s 3000 20/ 2300 SISV ke
ihvagn wne wWuole work is seefmingly based 0u Juwd tracitivoal grounas, getig
i: penmesled LLroliliout Wwitn tue suinor's raticoalisiic spirit. fartisul-rly

o

suparacieristic of Lumoerg ere nis las: c;.a{fer. woereiyn e imuues tue yuulhn 2
witn vairiotic zeal by saoowing tnat patrictism t¢ oue's cuantry is an essentisl
prinsi.le of ine Jewisn isiin. asnis over-empnasis on peiriotisu zuu loyaliy
laeizetes thet homoarg in unis esucational roYoras Wes wmoTe intsrested in cb=-
taining politiezl emancipation ratuer tnzn iz ine spiritual uplift of the

NaEcesSe

Of course, we need Lol exonera.e Fomperg of the charges .aae
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against his (e utive anc ruitrer; .c.nvee 4 iatro.usi.g refowis iu walicianm
Jewry, out DOTh Graeiz anu -sernjelu seexm ic¢ avuse nim unjustly iu refusing to
recogznize the Galician Tanaticism Eomberg nau to cuntenc with iz the intro-
aueticn of the sligntest in .ovetiins. The og:esition whic: ne hed to face at
every step cculd very easily explaiu the bitterness with whieh 4e suugnt to
carry out nis rationslistic iceas,

Une o7 the most prominent Maswkilim of Galiciz was "Juash Lbb

@

Liesas" (¢, Lemberg 1331), He was a man 07 weslth and saucstiun, a&nu maue
nis nouse tne centre of a literary circle. ke enccurageu anu aiaea Iszac
Lrier ang olner youwny men who showeu eagerness for knowleage anu self-culture,
auu ne urfered thes the use of nis wvaluzble liorary.

ldieses was a rfluent Hebrew writer, & =sstsr o7 Eebrew siyle snu
& sirong oppon nt of Asovinic autnority an. particularly of Hassivism. He wes
ine zutner of "Kinot Ha-zmel" (Vieiws 10205 zaou ee. Lemverg 1573) containing =
an introuuctlion anu three wislogues velween waimoniues anc wolomon of Juei;n.
in wnicu e savirically ueriuss tne superstivions u?f mevisevalism. ol zuch
graater ipterest Jor our oirpose is nis “;gxunat ha-ravenia" whizh was .ublisnsd
oy soviu varo ss & part of his "perit E.et" (~es.zu 1520). In tuis work,
Miesss traces historically the various romss of religivus lesuersnin in lsrael
anu particularly .ne ras binate, anu comes to the conclusion tn i with the
¢ivil smencipation of the Jews in zurope the rabluis rhave outlivea their nuse-
fulness and nave, therefore, no longer any reason for authority iu tne life
of the people.b after znalyzing mouern conaivions, ne polnts out the udire need of
sniritual leaders in the cormunities wno shoula be verseu in the varicus

pnzses 0f Jewisu litersiure and secular amowleuge, wno will bes uols 10

exnound .Lhe couveut 0f Juuzism verore tne peorle. Jdieses uescrives aost
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poigmantly the spiritual aecauveuce uf Galician Jewry of his time. 3He points
to the fact that the raccinical orrices are bougnt for mouney aau are, tuere=
fore occupied by men wno are uvterly uufit for tne ofﬁ.oe.G Ee uecttes
wercilessly tne ignorauce, tne hypoucrisy, auu tne arrogant tyranny of the
ravois of nis time wiho only retara iue Jrogres. of the paople.7 He blames the
ravuls for the perverteu euucsilonal metnous of nis time, for the ulsoruerly
services iu comyrepatious anu Jor tne .istorteu cunceptiv.s of plety wuong

the masses.s He also demounces tne rzoubls sor llowinyg ismorant cuntors and
enoirs to couvert tke religiuus service intu theatrical performsaaces, anu avove
ell for tolerating suucuncem-nts of thefts and losses in ine community dur-
ing uhe services, and for commercializing the synagog service by the sale of
"Hi;vot'.g He points also to the many social evils that prevail in Jewish
life, bectuse 0f the radbis' ignorance of the language of the couniry and be-
cause of their inability to represent proverly the interestis of their peonle
before ihe auihoriiies,

Mieses claims that as & reacilon to the fanaticisn of tze
rabuis wno reyuse 10 neea the s /iriv or ihe vime, wne semi-inctellectuals turm
10 tue srencu encyclopeuisis for guiaance and as a resull casi asliue zall re-
ligicus peliefs anu practices aud become taor.ughe; oing atheists.lo He con=-
42mns most severely the wewisn school system whicu aius to «ive the chlldren
& muowleuge of obscure waluuulc passages insteau o7 prepariug tue:. for userul
. pareers ia 1life. uieses claius tust ine euucetional cystew which preveilea
iu nis tice is conaucive ouly or spiritual anu woral ueterioration.ll He
criticizes the ravbis very severel, or ureeaiug uaired LOWAIUS LuE uOn-Jew,
anu for preaching, zcwinst the compulsory wilitary service laws, tlhe
obstraction of which, he claiws is contrery to all Jewish practicea.lz He

sonuemns tiue intolerance of the ravois who ao not sllow for any freeuom Of
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oxnressi;n. an attitude whicn is altojether foreign to the true spirit of
Judsism. . Ee claims that the rabbis are onosed to the introduction of secu=-
lar educ=tion, not on the groun. of Jewish Law but because they themselves zre
ifmorant, of all secular Imowlecige.l‘

UWieses comes finally to the conclusion that it is nopeless to
expect any relief from tne ravuis ana Le, thersfore, appeals Lo tne intellectual
Jewish laity in every country tc take the situation in thelr own hanc zna to
enact all the necessary reforms in Jewish life to adjust it to modern
aomiuom.m

another outstvanuing figure in the early siru.i;le for reroras in
walicia was wgvia Yaro (be Foruon 1752; a. Posen 1339) who wus an igtimate
frienc anu coworker of J. L. .icses. (aro was an euucalor aud & uighly tal-
ented man of let.ers. He devoted his great literar; tslent to the cultivat-
ivi of the Heorew lan uape aind L0 the &dvauce 0f ihe reforu uovemeut in
du.lieia..la

Under tne pseudonym of ]7 q__'ﬂz.a,&: /O 2 f /‘p M rje
Saro published & most effective anti-orthodox work entitled "3erit Lmet"
(Jessau 1320}.1? “he irst part of this work entiiled "Berit Elohim" he
wrote himsel?, und the second nart coateins the “ant Ha-fapanim” of J. L.
iieses,

In his "Berit Zlohim” Jarc cefsuus mosi empuaticzl’y zll the
Hamourg re/omas on une grounas of Jewisn trauition. she uefense is preceueu
by an assuseua corresponuence vitan a frienu irow serlin iue aiw of whish was
to set jortn the culiural advauce of the Jews in uermany over those iu Joland

anua welicla, anu tne ecouomic ane polivical auvaniages of tne Jew. in Lhe

West us u result uf their culiural emsncipation. lnuirectly, Caro iutimaies
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throughout the correspundence wnay tue pligut of tne dastern Jews is aue to
the fanat.ic;;m of tne walician racois wnich seuxks tu relard the progress of
tne people. Like Wescely, a geueratio:. before nim, varo acvocatles Luat tue
Jews of surope cast off the sunackles of fenaticism iu the name of Hwsanism
19
anu tne soclal advauce ( Ropp» AN/ PasS PPN e He auvocates taat
the Jeish people acopt the aestnetic anu cultural stanwaras 03 mouern life
which, in nis opinion, are in no way conflicting witn the true aoctrine of
Judaism once divesteu from its cuperstitious comstruction. In short, he ue=-
manus vhe thoruugh Westernizatiovn of Galician Jewry aloug the irogram 0f the
leass{i=n and the German rernmers.zo Jaroc anticinates the ovposition of ithe
¢grthodox rabbis in Gaslicia and he sets forih Loe sere argumentus wioich were
used by Lieverman in nis "Nogan ceaex" ana in nis "COr hu:_an".zl Jaro vever
saw Lieverman's work but une £m:w of its content througis tue orihouox Jrotesis
i tue "Jibre Ha-orit", He uevoles & whole cnsoter in nis bouk puinting out
ihe rallacies in the responsa of tne orthodox rabuls councerning ine uamburg
20
DI 0TMS ¢
In tuis cusuler Jaro Lakes Lhe OriLouox raveis Lo Lasx fer
nut Laving actea juuicivusly ia this matier by not iuavesiig=tiug ihe comolaints
loug=u &y =last tume rojonuers oveiore tney oronouaceu itueir juu meut ¢ suzinemp.

apainst tnem. Hhe criticiges tne . pariicularly ror uawing employea woras of

cuuse in their reponss wnicu are altogeiner cut vl <ecploe witu ravoiuic
24
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he 8150 puints out witu inaignacion that Woses cofer missuoted

Lieberman oy stating that ine laiier uisvelieved in tue restoration to Pales-

tise wue.. &5 & matter of fact Lieperman merely said wnet iu prayer one's nsiive
Suuat ry _s:su.ulo be given preceasnce over szlestine. And Jaro nolus the same
o;:iuion._ AS regurd thne linguistic problem, varo sarcastically remarks thet
inose very ravouis who fight s0 gzealously for ithe use 07 ine Hebrew in tne ser-
vice take uo trouble in learniug ii, azuu write their res ouss in & most un-
pras.t.ical hebrew wnicu is & s.ruy e conglommeraviou 0F wany .laut;us{,as.zs
He also criticizes very severely a. Jacob ur Lissa for uls unvecomiug wmethous
of warfares. Insteau 01 refuting Lieberman's arguments, ne merely accusea nim
of luuwalging iu card-playinge Oaro contenus tnct acsoraiug 1o Jewish law,
caru playiap aoes uol throw any reflection upon a person's inteprity uuless it
be proven tnat it was aone for professional purpoces, & point wmicn R. Jasob
feiled to pme.27 Ee attacks him, moreover, for desiring to basse Juaiism om
bliiu aith, Tor varc can s¢e in this desire onl, an zitemdt .o e..m-:rt. a
trramnisal control over the igmorant :nsses.za In conclusion, he uefenas the
nosition 'acen by the leauers of the Hampury semple iu sou consalting their
local ravuis as to the reform measures wuicn iliey enucted. le asser.s inst
tnere i no use iu counsulting Lnhem beciuse th-1r uncompromisiing abdg luiulerant
atitityue to retorms of any sort is onl, too well xaown. He nopes, nowev r,
tnat in time the -~ _Whis wil! scquire a spirit of tolerance whicu will allow
for & muatual unaerstanding, and tasl & rebbinical assambly ﬂliis:;uner or
later be couvened iu salisfy tue n=gessary reforas for tue opiritusi welfare
29 e

¢ Ierael,

vne 0F tne most iuterusiing cuaractlers anvi, tue cnampicus

w0

o enligntment in ualicia is unucuvteudy Isaac spters (be Junisuok, waliciay ~

Ue srouy 18£1). 4ne early part of srter's life 'as rull o1 sirggples and
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carusnipse fier Laving Leen associsieu for mcuy vears with .he Hassiaim, his
inua.e love o7 tue beautirul caue nim revolt witn uisgust av wne sigst of the
cul .ural uegravatiou of Lne wasses 1. nis .ative city, auu ne settlea ut
lanvurg in 16818e WLhrough the efforts of Iap &port, Arochual cuu oLuers ne
ouisined pumpils whom ke insiruciea iu Hebrew. 4nere ne wes s0uu excommuni-
ceteu by tue locaul ravui vogother wiii a proup of Waskilim, unu ne, tuer:fore,
Lau 10 move t0 Srody (1816). Aafter a lowy strugple there ne resolveu to

stuwy mecicine anu ne entered tne university of budapest (luzi) wnere use stuaied
for rive Jears. Thereafter lie practiced as & physician in various Galiciau
10"us, inclauing broay, *here he became very pupular amony the poor for nis
greal penerosity and sympathy. Dne fanatic oersecutions uirecteu epalust 7
ni- anu the spiriiuasl struy, les which he had t0 unuerso maue him the outsianu-
ini- satirist in Hebrew literziure. Kis satirical descripiiv s of the bigotry
anww fanaticism of tne Hassiale rabois of nis tine are vo wnis way masterpieces
iL polnt of humor and of style.

Uraelz has tne followiug 10 say uf nkms "burue anu neine woula
gceriainly uever nave crediieu il, but they Lsard in-t, niduen away in foland
anong tne oearded Jews, tnere liveu & brotuher ariist as capsole uif acing
filigree-work of fiuest worus, 01 weaviig & wire-net fror tue scules ol naus or
gulnting & satire s¢ suarp tuat it cuuld peusirate turo.gn the pores of
lass. AS Luey u8u improvew, refiued suu polissed vne veruau languape, SO
srier iuprovea the Hebrew tonpu€e....lu nis faiwnful and Lowenlug cescripiious
vuere is a store of magic peeiry &au numor m;;n. like vue uilspring of
zeine's wit, aLlracts aiu encnauis lue minuse®

Erter aiu not write much, but wn&t ne did write 1s of lasiing

velue, His fame resis chiefly on his satires rubliched under the title of

"Huzofeh le-Bet Israel" (Vieunas 158u6). They are six in number ano they are
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of the purest modern Hebrew llterature, Phou b thls weres was not mesnt to be
F=forz literature, yot it was suck in izs effect, His mersiless sritizisns
97 tae igmorance ana hypocrisy orf zhe "miracle workers", uJr Lie srevalling
soeisl injustice whicn w s coupled witn exirese olely ane o wue mygstsries
e suserstiticns of tne HKavala iusl obscured ine etaulcal pnuse of Juuszism
maue & lasting lgpression upon itne yoang cen ¢F tne Yeshive so. sarticularly
Wive. the lntellectusls among theme Yo guote Klausner, “For the Iirst tlme
were their eyes ulrecieu 10 s2c the uruises auu the wowids in the soveial
siruc.ure of ithe Jewish veople. unly .nendu they realize that s ruvizal cuunge
0f velues toof placae outsiue tne Gheito walls, thatl & new lire ws Lelzg
crealeu it.ePe, & liru free Irom tne snmoxkles of trawitien, Jull O cactiuss,
o2

wesires, outlooks, aau cemaies alto, etuer ciffersut Iroc incse of Lne past.”
It i35 no wonuer then tzst uis work was il ecliately put u;...e:; ine bau of e
rz.bis thoupn their ban wes of no effects Srier narmieu Lne Iublis ana the
zzalots witi Lis Jexn much more than the bauns ¢f the latter goulu wam: kim,
For iust before his unsth, Zrter becan to ecit the EHebrew nericcicul "Hae
Laluz" whizh strove to cispel the usrroes: ilet set iu amun the Jovs of Galizia
“ue 10 promote culture an. onlighesmnt smons them.

A on- those Wno maged literary warfare = a..0. Obssurautism with
iueir sativicz]l penius was also c¢oseph 2Zerl (L. seruc ol, walicia, 17745 <.

” *

trnzrs 1‘“”.06 Hs was the son oF 4 wealthy family, and was invues witi the
ratiosaliscic 1ie0logy 0F the verasn desssfine Fro. uls ver, (o.th Le <evoteu
nizsaly to the cause of emensisatiuv. anu ¢f 2uucections e to hils .rest
inrl.ence upus the Ozar of fussiz anw tae amperor of ausiria Le coeilu intercasue
1n vensls of ais peopl. a0 sufferse ITOW Jarisilan perscoutlo. e srom

fascicic obscurentism. Jonvinsed :uat only reticnalisa coule chan.e thelr
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ueolorascle conaition, he worged tirelessly for rellyivus anu social reforuse
~i. first step iu tnds uirectiou was the estauvlismaenty 0 the Tirsi wouern
Je ishk school in Gelicia; and in 1816 ne built near it at his owu expense a
reform syunagogue and formed & cnoire W0 counteract the influence of the Has-
sicim he gathered srouna hi= tzlentea men orf letiers, He befriendeu such men
as Arochmal, Ranaport, lLetteris, znu zZpter, axnc iv was due to nis inlluence
taat Fappeport was zimoianted dabbi in Yarnopol. ILioreover, he proviueu amble
tious young meu in lemberg witn money, couusel, tua wnat was 03 especial value
to them, with an excelleal library of Hebrew anu zurcuean bUukse

Sut ferl was .ot ouly & magencs 0f Hebrew liter_..re out wes
nsubels a mun ofF letbers of cuusidcrable taleut. Jauser tze psaxdonym, "wbauiah
bes fdeccashizn ne wrlisued & purady oz Hasslulsm entiilea "M zleh lemirin”
(vle..ia 1819)e 4mis pmrouy is a collectic. of fictitivue vorresouicceuce between
Lascidie racois 1o wiish saalqism and «ll ivs superstivions ere osi cleverly
exposeu &nu ridiculeds £:rl sanigulateu the siuyle vl the Hassidle rabuis
wits. s‘m:.&sdll thal for & lon, time tie Hassiuli lLuuught tliet 1t wzs writien
sither by ihe "Besat® or by wune of Lis uisciples. U lie Sawe na.ure are ais
letters @/ [~2 204N % - ALy [~ auu ais /—; U/& ‘A in
wihich he st.acked most satirieally not oul, Hassiulsm put al. the sucizl ana

A

economic phases of Jewish lire iu the Chettoe.

A yuanger sontemoorary of ferl who succeedeu hin in ihe bavtile
gsouinst osscu antism wes Jusnua Heshel snorr, —wwi slso as Usias Lcaerr (be

b
srouy 1514 Ge there 1895). sechorr was =lso born tu rica nareats, but owing

10 the T netisis of the latter he receiveu uu oraiusry "Heder® edic tlun,
2rompteu, nowever, b, an invincible vesire Jor cuowlug gy Lhe Loy becaie

acziudinted with Isasc srter, uuuer vuouse pdluaice ne stuuleu Heorew, Laludu,

forelgn ... ua es auu secular scieucess Iv is “rom srter (net ochorr acjuirea
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nis prilliant siyley nis critical acusen as well as his caPcasm. oCROFT vas
also  reatly inrluenced by tne Writuws of Se e Luzialo tuougn the laiier be-
cae uis most vliter opuonsit veczuse o nis ze,asive attituce towaras Laliouule
Ju.uisme

Sohorr began uio iiterary activity iu Hebrew wiiu articies ou
ine nistory of Jewisa literature ror tue vericuical *'xiyyon".as When srter's
newly foaucea scientiric periodical "He haluz" was l.m.errtmteu by suu.en aeath,
ochorr uncertoox to carry out nis master's plaeu with greater vigor zna with
yournful enthusiasm. Schorr distinguisheu hicsself by uis punpent and satiricael
siyle, with which he attaczed nis op_onenits. He was undeunted in nis eriticism
of anyt ine or any one that opposed the spread of moaern civilization. In cis
sattle against obscurantism he went much farther tian any one amnons uLis Dre-
deces.urs or cuntemnorzries. He fought unot ouly a siust hassiais. vul even
& inst many pnased of ialmuwic Juawaism. His rauical atvituce Lo e saluud
arousea .reat osposivion -nu =nile in nis early volumes of ine "He Halaz®
Senorr nad ag collaborators men like Geiger, Abranam Krochmal, ateiuﬁ_ﬁ'eiu.gr,
varmuel waviu Luzgato ane heggio, ne remai:ed almost sloue in ais wort in the
later volumes. In nis boluuess ochorr spared uo oue who was notv iu ascora witn
uis views ana witu the exceptiuvn.uf the worgs of Krochmal auu Geiger, no work
escapeu uis saitirical snarts. ochorr aiu wot refraiu rfrom apulyiug nis
oriticsl raculiy eveu to nis pivlical studies. Ia tue later vol..es of the
“He Haluz" ne became even more racicsl, & i} is because o0f tuis tmal Rappa-
_Ort be au to wage® a oitver war agsinsi nm.‘w Alu tnougn ocuorr's attituce
w28 at times most negalive anu uesiruciive yet it was nls ithorovugh-going

rauizelism that evoiked 8 lsrge polemic=1l literature whici in turn comvelled

the Jewish scholars in Germeny ana Galicia to ponuer cver ihe problems of

vb
religious raforms and give them their serious studye
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Among the leading progressive Hebrew nublishers in Galicia we
must mention also Isaac (Ignotz) Blumenfeld, (be Brody Galicia 131Z). He was
a vealthy merchant and he took great delight iu encourasing ana snresuing the
new Hebrew literature. He was in coustant correspoundence with I. 5. Reggio
ana with S. o Luzzato. Blumenfela rendered & great sewvice to modern Hebrew
literatiure and to the science of Judaism by publisning in Vienus tne scientific
veriouical "Ozar lechmed" (1856=6G)s Lhis periouical maue accessible to the
average Hebrew reaaer ihe scientific articles of mavpaport, Luzzato, Geiger,
anu oiners. By giving currency to the scientiric works of tne nignest gquality,
such as were unever publisned berore in Hebrew periouicals, ne nas nhelpeda to ¢

ariuse & sclentific study of Juuaism in dastern surope wnich in turn gave v

rise to freedom of expression in religious thought.ag

The champions 0; Hasxalan, nowever, soon realizeu that their
wor< of enligintment will nave Lo assume a2 more sericus nature thau it aia in
germany if it is toc inrluence tne lire of folish Jewry. For, to guote blouschz,
"0 attract the iutelligent Jews of folanu, permeated &5 they wer:s witL aeep
aiowleage of rabbinic literature, more w2s nee.ed than witty sellies and
2hilaish conceits in an affected style. 4she apieal hed to be maue to their
resson, to their convictions and to their constant longing for iutelleciual
cccunation. Their minus ccula be turned away -“rom a most absura nmysticism
vuly by setting a new iueal before them, calculated t0 engape feelings and
aiiract hearis, yearning ror consolation, and 1@ft uusaiisried py ihe ursuit
0f the Law, the nourisnment  iven to all who thougnt aau o.auled ia the

40

ulietto." Yne two men who succeczued in eeting inese sniritusl neeus were

Hachman Krochmel ana oolo.aon Jauan Rappaport, who togetner witn their

lialian coutemporaries were the Jounuers of wnat is iuown as ine “Science of

Juusism»,
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l. fue German School.

This literery movement <uown &s the Science of Juuaism was
iu fact inaugurated in Germany as a result of the Reform movewent. Iu oruer to
jastisy their gepartures fro.. the prevailing customs, the leauers of Zefom
sought to esvablish nistorically the evoluitionary process iu Juaaim.l o7
such & nature was the"Gottesdienstliche Voriraje uer Juuen" by Leopold Junz
(1794-1686)« In fact, it was Zunz who coineu the expression, "Wissenschaft
uaes Judentums®™ which meant an understanaing of Jewisn anticuity is =211 its
parts as fa- as it is expressed in litersry aocumeuts. dhile yet 2 uciversity
Stiue¢nt in 1819 to ether with sduara Gaus and Moses Loscer, sunz fouanued &
sgelety tor Jewish culture anu study ("vemin rﬁr Cultur mna Wissens:cuart uer
Jmen"l.z It was hoped that familiarity with Jewisn literature znu history
w.oulu stem t.e tice of apostasy wahicnh once more was ripe. IiL was also Loped
Ltua  the scientific works on Judais:: woulu prove the s.romy est weapous s ainst
uue anti-semitic scnolars wno constently reviled Juuaism anu ivs fol.owers,
dnus Iswec Warcus Jost was movea repeateul, to awelve into scienvific research
of Juuaism &8s au agologist a ainst political reactivuaries anu ueiraciers of
rabuinic 11.1;'“'».!.:1:‘9.;i But Germau Jewry at ihe time was 100 vusy iu reaping
tne first frult of esaucipation to supoort such a movement, ana beczuse Or Lhe
general lack of interest tuis literary movement cualu uOl atieia any measure
0 success in Germany. Hence, Graetz and otners look unon Solomon Juvah
Reppaport of Geliciz as the real founuer of the Science of Juu.aism.4 "What

save ihese researches (of Rappaport) an especial value," says Lrasiz, '"Wes

the fervor and love with which tney were undertakens....0 =r a5 ihe Jews look
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an interest in these labors, ihey saw ihe selves reflectec in them, and con-
sivereu the history of their mentzl uesvelopment as laid uown in tnem, 25 their
¢vn *ork, or the gulaing line t0 be followed in iLhe future....ihe sciszntific
sovermut withia Juuslsm whicu siuce wnis l.im-z. #es constantl, grown in sore
—ust be e¢ntirely atirivuteu to uim."s

Tue preet rault witn Jwig and nis schoisrly sontemporaries in
Geruany Was thal tney regerdea Hebrew literaiure us naviyg reacned its cunclus-
ion; a clo.eu periou lay benilu tiem whioch uemanued au & mMsal. sut Eebrew
writing was by no reans defuucl as Lung 684 been lou to believe. AU the two
c.us of tue austrisn mapire, in the Iialian 7rovinces and 1u Gullcli, ile Hebrew
scuolars 100k up tne new literery wovescnt wnisn was Jsnereu in iu ::'ermny,

zad used sor iius venicle ine Hebrew langusse anu taus 100K up .he threzu where

tisir preuecessors lert it.

2« 2he Italisn ochocl,

One of the most ouisteznaing Jewisn séholars iu lialy in the
nincteenth centary wss Israc damuel Re:glu (@oritz 1'?:14-1!:.‘.»4).6 Reggliuv was to
Italian Jewry what .endelgonn znd Wessely were te tie Uemun Jews. Joclng
tusse men as uis pulues, ne =maue hi selt amous iu ine vevelopment of Jswish
tnoucht ang iu twe yiele of Jewisn eaucaiion. neggio's ijutuer, avrunac vita,
L.8 of wue liperal racols wmno supporiea hartwi, des.ely, puiu specius attent-
io to ydving uis sou & religiuvus =8 well as & secular eaucztion. egplo dls-
21t eg an unasual aptituue iu Hebrew an. in other Semitic langaaes, ac well
as in Iial su, srencn, vensau anu Latine He possessed ulB0 & pueuv.aenally

clear intelleci, anu was & profounu setpnematician. Waewn tue provisce of

I1l,riu (1810) becase & srench 4o cuuency, -epglo was avjwiated vy tus srench
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gvernor s professor auc chancellor of the lyceum a2t woritze sul three years

s+ I1lyria became once .0re an austrian province, aud Aepglo was compelled
to resign. He then uevoted himsel:r exclusively to Jewisn literaiure ana cog-
pnate subjecis. He studiea even tne Jaoslsh but tne more he siudieu it the
gregter grew his sversion to its mystical ana illogical dectrines.

In 1822 =1 imperial cecres having oeen issueu inat no one might

e 2ono._uted “gbbi vho nad not graduasted in pnilos obhy, Repgio puvlisned at
Jenice an ap.eal, in Iislian, for the establisnmeni o7 & rapbinizsal seminalye.

\.is = seal resulied in the Zounaing of a ravbinical college &t Jauua, 10T
7
wnicr fegio urew up tne staiuBs anu the eaucational program.
Followin tne example of ken.elsohn, =zesglo translaied tne pible

irte Itslian anu wrote & comueuntary tnereon. although he believed, like Len-

that in toe main the text of tue oible nas ose. well puaraea z;zinst

D

Oy
gorrustion, yet ue aumittea that sariocal errors hasu sliopea in anu that it
woulu 08 1o Sis To correct tneme X0 the objectors to psiblical aneuuatious seg-
pdo answerew Luet every one was semittew to iuterpret i€ Texi accoruing 1o
u;;e;snanuiug provided sucn interpretations were ao! in opposition 10 the
;ulacna.u
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An oppounent of casuistry, Hepglo rejectea the hag padic siblical interpretate-
ivus ana the pilpulistic stuuy of tie Yalmud.

On account of his liveral views aegglo was persecuteu by wany
german raveis. sven nis rather did not wholly approve of Lis methous. HNever-
tueless in 1846, after his father's death, the community of Goretz insist=d
usun his accenting the rabuinical orfices Hegglo was a voluminous writer in
Hebrew and in Italian, and he constantly wrote on Biblical, exegetical,
faobiuical, pnilosophic and nistoric subjecis. He was also an indetatigable
suniributor to most of the Hebrewx journals of nis viue, mau nis contribaticns
auued to tne value of these vzriguicals. He was also ine euitor of the
rreArD Peav? 2197 | ihe Hebrew part of Bursch's WJanroucae r (vieuna
164«4) anu of Valkez I X &2A4 4N , & supplement 1o tne"lentral Uryan
;r Juuisine Interesseun” (Vieuna 1849), It may be auued that Segplo was profic-
ieut in music anu a painter o!f comsiueravle zoility. Lhers are ..ore tuan Lwo
nwiured urawings and paintiugs by him, iucluaing poriraits orf any Jewish
celcbrities, anu & map arawn oy uim is preserveu iu ine library of iriests He
left also & great nuwmvber of uwipaolisneu semons aunu poems 1. Heorew anu in
Itzlian,

une of nis most important works iu his "Hatoran v-Harilosofian®,
mhich is a religious pnilosophicel treatise in fuur chapters, “his ireatise

was writien in answer to the rabbls who protesteu against the cestablishment




o7 the rabuinicel college at Pasdus. In this book Heggio not only atiempts

to reconzile the Jewisn religion with modern s:ience, but also to prove that
9
they are indispensable to each other.
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He claims that philosophy and science not only cannot uam true faith, but

lnat tuey are of great service to it because they clear away all the super-
10

stiticvus beliefs and practices whicu nave crept in in every religion.
ag pio oolaly asseris that sucn practices nave crept in also into Juusism &nd »

ne tnererfore urges practical reforms to remove sucn avuses in accoruance with

11
Jewisn Law, Un Lne otner nand, unlike tne German rationalists, Hegglo is

not enslaved to philosophy ana science. He contends that the letter are not

iufalliple and that Judsism need not submit iitself to0 their conclusions; in-

steaa it snould utilize secular sciences wherever possible for its own henefit.lz
It is the duty of every religious leader, therefore, to stuuy science ana
ohilosophy that they may utilize that kuowledge L0 sirenginen tneir raith.ls

He is onnosed, nowever, most bitterly to the tendency which secks to base

the ceremonial lars in Judaism on rational prounas, ror he maintains that
14

thie ceremounial law is above ratiuansliiy or irrationality.
15
For our puroose, Reggio's introuuction to the "Bghiuaut Ha-Kuczle!
uescrves special notice, fur it iuuicates tue liveral thought wnican nrevailed

amom: tvhe Italian Jewish scholars, ana which paved the way for an ni.torical

avproach to Juuaisi. “he main point in his introcuction is that most of Lne
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Jalmucic ordinances were not intended for perpetual observance; ithey ware
oracticed only by the flgorous Pharisces. It w.s 1ot until much later, he
aeclar s, that the "Poskim" estavlished these ordinances as a part of the Law,.
Jonsecuently, he claims, Liodena was wrong iu accacsking the Palmuaists in
beiug over-riporous.

put Regglo's nisctorical insignt anu uis liberal spirit is best
seen in nis approach to the bivle, whers he shows & mucu more progras.ive view
thau iue one nela by dendelsoun. In nis"Yaliut Yephar® Regplo uefends the
ooinion wnicn attributed Isaiah 40-6¢ 10 zan autnor who liveu after the
capt ivity.m

wouiu be vut of our scope w pive a rull apyreciation of
mepglo’s literary, puilosophic and scientific works. Insteauw, fur uvur _urpose,
it must be pointed out that segglic was one of the first pioneers who set out
10 base Juaaism not on blinu aulerence to trauition nor on the line of con=-
venience, but on a historic-scientific investigation. as Iszac Lirsh Weiss
statec i:u his memoirs, Reggio's aim was to preserve the es:cence of spiritual
Juasism and to harmonize it with modern thought. And holuing this position,

he mas one 0f the boldest anu staunchest workers in the fialu of the Science

of Jaduisme
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In uis iutrouunci.ion to tue "B%hinot Huxavlah", xepgglo practically sums up
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18
the aim of his life in 2 few woras:
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Lhe very publicatioun of works as those of wouena wnici were
consiuersd heretical at that time is indicetive of the bola spirit of Heggio.
Fe explains that he edited these works to serve as a puice for both ortho-
wox and Reform leauers, that in discussing the valiuity of Hgbiinic traaition

" 19
.ney nay have the auvantage of the most criitical woric writien ox this subdject.

Reiglo's influence upon the liber:l spirit of Juasism in the
vinetszenth century was menifold. WHhrough the varicus Hebrew periouicals in
which ne was moslL active, ue naud cousiant corresponaence anu polemics with &
nznpaport, Jost, uvelger, Junz, Luzzato, as well as witnu Ignatz Blumenfela of
srody who later oun settleu in uuessa, mussia. He thus exerted s tremenuous
izrlieuce unon the Reform movement i. @ermany as well us cun ihe Haskalah
movemeut in eastern Lurope, but chiefly upon the scientific literature in
Juuaism,

0f mucn greater iuflueuce in itne religivus uevelopment of
Juuzism iu mou 'rn times was Hegglo's younger coulemporary aunu cuualryman,

20

canuel savia Luzzato, <nown &s "Shaagl", (be ¥ricst 1800; uw. Lauua 186b).

His rather wgs a carpeuter and a poor men, yet e was eaucalieu anu r-spected.



ihe childhood years of Luzzato were passea ia poverty and iu stuuy. He finglly
emerged & congueror froum the struggle of 1life and xmowleuge. AS early as 1829
he wes apvointed rector of the Rabbinics]l seminary at Padua. Thereafter he
ccula devote himself without hindrance to science and to the =zducstion of disci-
ples many of whom became celebrated. Luzzzto poésessed a thorouch Jewisn and
secular education, anu became not only a uistinguished Biblicsal scholar and
Taliusaist but he manifested zlso exiraordinary zbility in Hebrew philology as
well as in the acquisition of ancient ana mouern languagess.

Luzzaio was one of the most voluminous Hebrew writers ana stands

i. tpe Iirst rank as a Jewisn punilosopner. He nas thus exertea great influ-

gnce On every moucrn tvenuency in Jewish life anu vhought. #For, t0o quove

Klgusner, "Phere is no uepamment in Jewish toought or creziive work whicu. aia

not come under the iniluence of Luzzato. He was versed alike in philology,

poeiry, philosophy, archeology, nistory and juurnalis., anu ue was prouuctive

iy each of these uepariments witn grest succeas."al besides attaining = vast

Jewish anu secular leerning, Luzzato possessed z2l1so0 & literary taste superior

10 that of any of his contemporaries. b5Sut his greatest advauniage over the laiier

wzs that he possessed the Jewish feeling 10 zn extent whicn wes not to be founa

smong his contemporaries whose feelings were chilléd by the colu rationzlism

wric. seized the intellectua)l worlu of the eighteenth and nineteenth centuriese
In Luzzato, due probably to his Italian environment, feelinc had

the usper hand of reason, anu ne W&s thus the pioneer uf tune romaniic scho.l in#t

mouern Hebrew litersture, whicn i turn gzve bdirth to the conservative trend

in Feforn Judais: iu the West anu to culiural Ziornism ( //Aﬁ AP2N ) in

the Zast. 48 a romantie and pairiovic Jew, he revoliea & ainst the neartless

aiiacss uoon Jewisn trauitions ana uoon Jewisn nationzlisi by most of the
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gergan and galiciau echolars. He was nostile &ll his lirfe to tunis sort of
retionalism ana opgoseu iv witn all gis mignt. Lhoagh 4 great Pa.muaist, he
LAd NO Tunuuess Jor ary wgmetism, nor or uetzileu pronibitions, anu nsboinic
2ilpulisiic controversies, nor uiu ne look upu.. tae researcu 0f tue ucience

07 Juumis. «s an aaequate substitute for it., Wnat ne cherisied in Juwssm wes
1ts poeiry, &and he was atiraciea to iv by its soral elevarion. He ulu not

ek to So0lve the problem of mouern Juaeis: by emternal rerforms but sovugnt to
bring in it a spiritual renaissance by bringing to the foregrounuy the poetic
spirit of Judaism anu thus sweep away the uust that accumulated ucon it throughe
ou. the agess With this surpose in mind, h= published excellent aitions of
the Hebrew masters of the Middle Ares, and ne Tuund Jucah Hzlevi's soems mcst
{instrumental sor his ourpose., In 1864 he ublisheu the virst scisniific

it icu of the raligiocus poetry of asbbi Juash Hmlevi witn en introusstion,

S0, ieutary aua critical noles. n uis introusciion Luzzatu muges it slear Laat
.8 & sreclates the secular &5 vel. as religivas poeiry, but tusl ne desires to

iepurule the Lwo and to usbliisn tne latier Tirst.
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Luzzatc's interest in Juaah nalevl is ¢ great importaunce, ve-
ocuse Lie latier represents the intuitive philosophy or Juuels . wits wnich
Luzzato soaight to wa;'e war speinst the retionalistic tenuoncy whicu was so

ominent iu nhis uay. And for that very resson Le “aged 8 life-loug war

F

#8inst .simonives who becase the maiustay of =1’ the retiocnalisis in moacera
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tirmes, He on o0sed the influence of .aimonides chisfly neczuse the latier '
.!l' h
s ugnt 10 ratiovnalize Judaism in order to hLermonize it witn Gre-x pnilosophy, .1 {
i'lrl:-‘ 13
zne thus became the shield of those who sougnt Lo rationmlize Juuzism in cr ] 7

cruer to nammonize it with verman philosophys Luzzato's oprosit.on to pkilo-
sCp ity was 1ot the result of ianaticism nor of lack of wuersianuing. He
claimea 10 nave reau all the ancient anu (0ern onilosopny LUl WLzl Lhe more ne

resu Lie:d the mufe he Tound them uevieling from the truth. 4ine swuuy of

unilosophy, L0 wis mioe, not only robs the joy of life ovut it cazuses tae

R ———

avers, e perigu to lose the intuitive co:i.on-sense atilluue LOoweras 1i e, Lue
5
29

1065 of whici. lesus oue L0 .essimism, mesonshropy &nu suiciue. |
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In short, Luzzalo uisgualifies the rationalistic philesoiny of
.
feslern Lurope pec.us:z 1u leads W i rauciical resulis, z.e JO0r LH1S sale
o
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Lazze conielus wvery ioraisl Hile Jativ8aiiez o LuITioute & i
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It is tnis view wn2t lea Luszsto to revolt soO bitterly spaiast
tut gerazy rationslists whou sSuugut 10 estaulisn taie oriscivle of Juvalsm cn

& pnilosonhic basis anu who, acuoraisg to Luzzate, udave only helped T0 aneer=

sige them. He accuses particularly the leedors o Refoma Juceism who, in uis
wiew, were not siming to establisn Juusis= on ¢ retionalisiic basis but in-
26

szy were striving towerds self-efzcement anu to assimilation.
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Luzzatc attaczs most bitterly the spuricus universslism of

Laawi. Zhilipson wip expressed the nope that “nen Lne ~hri:

fans =ill over-
vhroT their superstitisus coctrines ans tue Je's thelr ceremonial laws, then

theve Toula ve & mitea scciety snu nanxina woala resch the messisnic apges

Le10 sarcas:zically thought Zurope woulc never allow the Jews to assimilsace,
svau i the, weanied to, e.cept tnose vho wers wil.lug tu accept Juristianity.

Loreover, Le Suys, liose wno ss2x 10 overiarow Lne seremorial lew only nelp to

sure: wnen tne op ousurs of Israel who ne zte legalisiic Juusism. Ue, tiere-

fore, 4rges & 00ld and 2ilitant positive wnlcw ahall make Juualsm inuepeluent
27

of nou=Jdewisn puilosupuy enu scnolarshiDe

Sut though we ¥ss & wiliiant foe of rativueilism snu & sizunch
vasdon of Jewis. traaition, Luzzato aiu no. rerraiu fra, & eriticel suuay of
Jauaism.

alreauy in 1¢20 wnen ue W&S Only Twenly jears Ul 8,8 u= Wroie
&. es.ay ‘5)/7/')9‘) (4 Aﬁp /  uisproving tne anil uity or Lue sonar
zuu seriulng £11 the gross superstitvions that grew out of cmvalistic literaiures
ne particularly attacged G0St polgnenily the Jawmous Wurd of JOSeDli &rO, LEES Y
A shorim® (Amsterdam 1708) whicn is full of miraculous ascounts aud which poldly

29
lavs 2laim to supernutural revelation,.

Unlike most of his ccntemporaries luzzato diu uot reirain from
annlyine his critical stuaies even o tue pible, In fact, ne was the first
Juwis: scholar wao vermittea ainsel? t0 Queaa the piblical text anu his emen-
as . iovus, wnici ne publisheu in various eceriouicals (between 182y suu 1s00)
w1 witn the aporoval of spristien schclars. 2hrougn a careful exaninetiown of
Lné S0uk uf sculesiastes, Luzzate Czue LU Lue G ialueion tuar its antuor wss

n0t 5010m0a, vas Sumeone Wno iived sevaral ceniuries laler sug Whose name WaS
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donelet. 4L the same tiwe, ..e 2150 came 10 the couclusivu Lhst the vowels ana
sosenls uld not exist iu tne tine of the Lulmuwisie, & cuuclasion whicu only
corrovOraied nis Lheory LLOl he &0NaT, Speadilg a8 it woes of vowels anu
acoeuts, m@st necessarily be of later comyositon.

#nis critical faculiy of Luzzato sfrighiencsu even sucu & libersl

scuvlar of J. Solomon ~eppaport wno thougnt tust pivle emencstions are frought ™'

with great uanger as far as tue preservation of Judaisn is concerned, and he

tierefore urged him not to tamper with the masscreitic text. Lu:zzato, Lowever,
sontenuea fearlessly ana unequivocslly that the truth must ce worshinped avove
211, sne if errors have creot in to tne traditional texis of the 3ible it is »

the wuty of a truly religious scheolar to remove them regaraless Of the conse=

30
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Eowever, wnen tne pible emenumtious bepwu LO be & sporv tor

palf-bacec pible scnolars aunu josrnalisils whou woulu gel nelu of every uew

egeaeaiion puslisuea by Shrisuian scuclars &nd promulgale then &aoug ihe Jewisn

messe8, Luzzato protesied wmust bliterly ey siust ne cruue nanuling of pivlical

tex'8., oSe claimed tuat sidle text criticism must be left 10 wen wWho szve &
a1
eritical racult, auu wuo are wu=slers of Hebrew siyle &anu Syntai.
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Luzzato's attituce te the sible can be swrmarized in a few
Worus--rev¥ersuce anu criiical analysis. chis very at.ltuue he applicu to
gvary Ju=se of Juuaalam iucluuing ivhe ceremunial Law. Whough nLe was Lol a
rijorist in Halucha, le fought most bitterly suca reformers wuo tampereu most
crudely wiitn Lhe sacreu U rauitions of tne Jewisn people wnlon furueu tue

national suosiratwsm 07 tueir exisience., Juszalo ulu nou regaru every Jewish

sustom and traaition 2s a reveslea law, but witu uis poetic intuition ne founa

in cosl of vhem symbolic value iu ithat they stimmlate the religious reslinag which
v 10 nim of primary importance. Thus in a letter to Isazc 5., Regpglo he re-

32
guces him mosi sirongly for encoursping superficiazl symaporn reforms.
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Juis couceptiou of religious worship as syisoolic poetry oe
velops most thuruagnly in a orief oul valucole Jmapilet, “Yesouel Haiorann",
Mafcs 1L Cclear tast ne

l. wetfeuse 0f nils pitter opsositivn L0 walmuniues, e

notni. smeminst nim nor a.ainst nie fullowers exceyt Tual oes use vf their

N
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rati uslism ihey ciu not anuerstanu tne naiure of religion waicu is essentially
poetry. Likewise, in one of nis lette s to Sucks ln lowz, ne says: "“lhe
trutn of the matter is tuet philosopny aims &t the truvn ane religiocus wor-
ship s=eks t¢ arrive a«t go.dness. Man is not only a ratiunal being tut also
poetic. And the poetry is tne essentizl thing in ran, Yor that is life anc
the very soul of men, Therefore, religion was  iven tc ankind s a :eans to
oring forth and gulde the noetic instinet iu man whicn is inclineda towards the
Good I.ife:. 3ut if philosopay is to guiue religion, botn will inevitaoly
s:a;mao.ﬁs
And thougn Luzzato nimsel? was an arueut siuuent of pniloso-
0., =84 science, he nad 40 regara for susk scisntisvs =nu pniloso uers w:;é' Te-
&rueu thelr siuay as a mere vocatio. that has nothiug 0 GO witi Lue weliare
Or tue progress of maucina. ®his sort of wisuom ne gencu.ced mosi veuemently,
aze e pives voice to his ressatment to suc uispasssionste stuuy even in his
;‘ue%l";fo“
"Surseu ve scieuce ir it teucnes us only ertifice eauw puile
sul woes not stimulate rigutecusness;
2arisnea be pnilusopny, pericueu ve wisuvom if kinduess
Anu mercy uoes it remove anc naired ang initrigue uves it sow
20 awaken jealousy anc warfare.
Ko, only for this was wisaom &nu <nowled: e enzowed
.0 sow peace &sua to plant kiguness."
Disinterestea Study .uzsato regarus to be truly Hellenic and
ne calls it Atvicism, the :mirance of which iuto Jewish literature ne =ost
sirow ly ueplores. 40 nim the es.euce of Juwaism is Justice, truin, oodduess,

aie s2)lf-nbneputiou, &nu Whalever 08 Wita luenm. Ye, therefore, uozs not
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uesitate 10 negaie tne value of ihe time-honoreu Jewlshearaoic literature, ex-
geol that of nalevi, whicu endeavored to narmonize witn sgllopdsiic pyrotech=-
nics «0ses mou Aristotle, anu nas oul; uwistorteu LOthe and Lnough Luzzalo was
uof opanisnu uescent, he nau & greater apprecistion for the simple-minuec asn-
kenszic meslers of the &iaule Ages anu avove &ll Tor mushi, accoruiang to
Luzgato, fwshi nas peneirated more profounuly into vhe geuuine Jewisn soul than
an, o7 his cuntemporary Seuhardaim, beczuse he suugnt to preserve Juaaisz in

f<13)

its traue siqplicity.
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. D8CBUvE OF nis love sor wnai ne calls the "genuine Jesisu soui", Luzzato
tous & uepative atiiiuue 10 the leauers of ine scie.ce Of Judaisn in vermany.
Is 4 letier wnien he seat to Azupaport in honor of his seveutietn birinuay
5@ writes as Jollowss

wihe gcience of Juusism wiun wnicw sume scholars are al present
seouuyin: tnequelves in wermeny cawiol preserve Juasisme It is pot sa vbject
in itself to tnem. Wne. &l] is sala, GOelhe anu «2CLl Lor ere more loportzat
L0 Lhese men, and !ucn uearer Lo them, lual 2ll the propunets and &ll the rauui
of wue saluuce Lhey pursue tue sclence 07 vuuals. preiiy wubh s Cu. 7o siuy
ayotolosy or assyriology or loce of Babdylou sna fersia, sne; are ius ireu by
& love of science, by the desire for pe sonal renown, or, at best, by the in-

tentl to attach glory to the came of Isrsel end extol certain olu orxs 1OTr

e

e ——
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tig purpose o hastening the first reuemotion, hxt is, the solitisal emunci-

.

sion. It cannot survive tie amsucipation of the Jers, or ke «eith oF Lhose
rho £tuuwled Lie dorall ana bolievea in Gou zad Loses seforz they toox lessons
sro ; dichh rn znc his ulscinles,m

mlhe true oclence of Juwaism, the science whicu will 125t as
10u:- &5 time itself, is that which is founued on ine faith whicn eunuwezvors to
undersieny the Bible as a Jivine work, ana the pistory of & unijue pecple whose
lot has been unicue, wiic: finally awells uoon those momenis in thne vardous
e ocns of Jewish history when the luuate Jivine spirit in Jauaism wages a
conflicet with the genius of humenity in general znu mesiers it....7or the usy
iu wnici tne positions shall be reversed and the spirit of numsnity shal.
Suii.uer tnat of Israelsssetinet day will be the last in the life of vur people.”

#e sce thus 1. Luzzato's irenu of tuvugnt tue eaigonic Jorz of
tie icea 0f tne "dission of Israel” whicn was later on rormulateu by uis
salician contemporary Nechmen Krochmel and promulgateu by the reform rabois
iu sermeny of the secona generations Luzzaio was not, however, & chauvinist,
e racognized the value of the Hellenic elem-nt in hunanity which aims at the
con west of nature through exsctness, preciseness znu order in stuay, a2ll of

a7
which are desirable gualities ueserving to be emulated. Wiat he unas ob-
jv;;fin Hellenism is to its ethics because it is based not on 2 Jlvine passion
<8

for absolute jastice but cn a utilitarisy philusonhy of lirve, It is the
invasion of this Helleniz spirit into the study of Juundsm whi:n e so siruvngly
deploreus

#¥hen, my uear Genman Scholars," ue cries out vin:cently. “when

J

will the Lord open yiur eyes? How long will you fzil to unuers.unu that,

curriea uway by iue pencral current, jou are paraitlin national feeling to

o6
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pecume extinet anu tue language of our ancesLors to fall iuto gesuetude, anda
are Luus preparing tne wgy for ihe iriumprnant invasion of AtticismPecesesOr 50
long as you will allow our people to regara ine -im 0f perfection mo wore than
10 become ome With your environment anu t0 be respecteu by ineir neighbors, s0
long &8 you are not filleu with the sivine zeal for trutu ana for loyalty to
your breturen, S0 long as yOu U0 0ot teach thai the Goow is nov itnat waicu is
visible to the eyes but that whicn is felt withiu the heart, &nd that the
prosperity of our people is not deocneent upon civil emarcipation but upon the
love of man for nis neiphbor....s0 lons as you continue to suy that the lands
of france, selgium and Holland are tne promised lands for Isrzel....you will
neces_&arily become in the end but newers or wood anu drawers of water."JS

Thus we see in Luzzato the beginnings of modern Jevish Naticne-
alism, ane of Cultural Zionism, whicn were later on tuzen over auu sevelopeu

b, fereiz Smolenskin ana Anaa Ha-am. He stimulzieu sentiment rur jion not

only inrough nis translatious of Juush Ealevi's Zlon poems but ulso by &
40
aunber of original poems ou ihe love for Jlon. He also auvocatea praciical
41
measures by whicu Palestine coulu pe reestablishead througn colonizatio:. work.

sul Lo Luzzato Palestine colonizaiic. was not wmerely & means ror political
emaacipation, he regardeu the reestaoclispment of Palesiine as beiug of universal
imporiance in that the new 2alestine will cecowe a gulue 10 the worlu Lowaras
soclel juitice snu rignteousnesse

"We must esteblish,” he writes, "a schoocl iu every city (in
Pzlestine) where the laws of Moses ana the racols shoald be tsugnt anc from
which there will go 7orth righteous juc.es to whon Je's and non-Jews alike

will turn for advice, and from whom ihere will go forth & unifieu Toran of
42
righteousness anud truth.”

We likxewise find iu Iuzzato one of the earliest shampions of
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woaern Hebrew as a spoken and literary languace. He regerded the Hebrew lan-

guage not only 2s & means for the preservation anu the rejuvenation of Juaaism,
45

but &s the ualy unifyiog bona of World Jewry. He realizeu, however, tne

inaueguacy of biblical Hebrew for modern purposes ana ne, tuerefure, employed

Paliuuic ana mealaeval words ihat are nuot founu in tne sible, as well as for-

elgn %0rus Wherever necessary. idoreover, he goiled many new words and advo-

1 W -
caled tne wevelopment of many Hebrew ruois wnich usveiﬁot beel uevelowea in
T
literatures. In this ne amticipateu nliezer sem Yehuus by more than &

gen-ration.

Luzzato coulu “oresee lne trema 0f (nineteenth ceniury) Juusism
better than eny of nis contemporeries, says Lausuer, beczuse lhe latier ap-
Drozchea every Jewisn proclem from & rational point of view while Luzzato's

45
views on Judaism sprang from a Jewish heart.

Luzzato's influence on every modern trend in Judsisw is aue not
only to his worits but also through his vast corresponuence. He was in con-
stant toucn with such cutstanuing men like Ranocanort, Munik, Krochmal, Regglo,
Jost, uveigper, Albert Oohn, Junz, Carmoly, uukes, ?grst, vacns, lLetteris, Zinsker,
Hayserling, Franxel, Lraseiz, Steinsnmeluer, Klrchheim, Jellineck anu many

olLhsrs,

ve dhe uzlician ochool.
Wnile Luzzaio was the founuer of the romuntic movemeat in modern
Juuaism it was the giit of une uwelician schular Nacnman Lrochmsl to furnisn it
& positive iueologye Nuchmaa Lrocumal Was poru at srody, Galicie, rfeoruary
46

17, 1765, an¢ uieu at ysarnopol, July ol, losle Nowmiug of i.ortance is

recorusy of nis youth, save inal le =ulereu tue mercaniile prozession,
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strucpling et the same tiwe to at.ain a racuinic anu secular education in the
pursuit of waoicu ne encounterea great obstacles. From the wonderful zmowleage
anc brilliancy wnicn ne afterwards displayed, we may fairly assume that a
large portion of his youth was spent in deep study and research. Vhen barely
fourteen he was married to 2 daughter of a wealthy merchant at Zolkiev in
wnose house he lived till 1808. 1In this p riod Zrochmal became thoroughly
acquainted with the ouistanding Jewish philosophic works, perticularly with
47
kaimoniues '"iMoreh Nevuchim",

Krochmal studied 2lso Yermau and German philosoon, wiin yreat
aviaity, particularly tnat of Kent. He lixewise mmsterec Latin, freuch, aracic,
znu wyriasce Un account of feeole nealith, nhe went iu 1808 to Lemberg for meuiczl
tresziment anu there ne formed tne intimate frienuship witn Solomon J. asp aport,
vi.08€ Leacner npe pecame ana 1t lj Krochmal's inrvluence on tne latger inat o
proved mest ruitful for the Science of Juuaism. wun nls revurn 1o Jolkiev, ne
zgaiu vook up Germzn philosophy, resuing gent, ricnte, venelling, and subse-

sently Hegel, whose oysien chiefly attracted him snu exerted a . reat inrluence
on pis views. HLrochmal led & sad 1ifed:'5uiu of plewsures anu riileu to cvver-
rlowine with privations, suf.eriug anu persecutione He leu s retired life znu
wiile se lived nothing of nis writings "as publizheds UOun zccount of thie pre-

caricus state of his Lealth, he never left the smzll .ovn wWheve he was born, ¥

]

Fornr
iroom

However, his house becsme tne gathering place for youny scholars whe 2uam
48
evarywhere to nrofit ron the fruit of his lsbor. AMONE those who visited -
2 L

Lir. ?requently was Solomom J. Smpoeport, whose relsilons to Lrosmmal, scnechter

errectly aefines as “ialmia Jhaver"s Inuseu, suys odficchier, <rocnnzl'’s

inou of teaching wes rather thet 0f a compapicn tham nst of & prafesccr,

He gave no sat lsstures o jerticular suvjects, but couveyed Lis fastructions
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ratuer by wmeans of sugyestive conversctions witn uis younger fricnus. His

usual nabit was 10 walc witu his Jupils in the .eighborhooa of the towm, and
. 49

to try Lo indlueace their wminus eacn i. acsoruance witn uis bent.

In 181¢ his wife's parcumis uled znu he was compelled to eara a
livelincoa for nimsels as & werchant, He was LOt cut vat, :.owever, ;or the &
cusiuess worlu anu ne raileu miserably in nis business. 4hings went from bad v
to w.rse anu ne was compellew in 1306 Lo seek & positioun &8 booxk<eepers In
spite of rallure in ousiness, o poor circum:itasces anu of loneliness he re=
fussL an invitation 1o the Habbinate in serlin for fesr ikat the raboinical

50
ifice would deprive him of his intellectusl freedom.

For a lony time Krochmal could not be persuaced to publish any »

b1
of the results of his studies. His oral influence, however, was laLer on
reiaforced and perpetuaied afte  his death by the ouolication of his only
work, wne “uWore Meouche Ha-zman®" {(Lem.erg 1301), euiies zecoraine Lo the
writer's lost will by his frienu Lleopolu Junz. 1his wors is diviced invo
savsnlesn chapters ¢r "stuaies”™, anu they furm Jor Lhe most part unfiuisuea
sgetcnes., +~ne uistorical uigressions in this boox touen tne profuunusest pro-
vleas ¢ Je isiu science, amg it remains their inuisputavle merit to nave paved
tue wey for critical stuuies in Jewlsu nisiory. ihe worx really becaue, &s
inteagu:u oy the autnor, 8 "guice" 10 stucents of Jewisu science in tne nine-

b2
tesrth centurye

Pne rirst six siuuies uf uis pock rorm & general introuucticn
.0 the problems of religion. In these introuauciory chapters drocnuel ianuicates
lhe opposite dangers t0 wnicn meu are liavle in their religivuas tainking. ¢
Un the one nand, men are exposed to emotionalisa or extravagany phentssy

(Schwarmeeric), superstition lgperﬁlaubenl and ceremonialism (Werkneiligkeiu).
"‘N-

On the other henu, some people in their endeavor to avold thecse aangers fell
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into opposite extremes, He Wwho seczis to escane emotionalism falls into ex-
trece materialism, he wno seeixs to avoid superstition fells intoc exireme un-
pelic ¢ aua ne who discards relipio.s ceremonialism is led to tue neglect of the
essential lawvs ana falls as a result into moral uepeneracy.sa Krochnz] au-
vises, tnerefore, Lo se2k giways & napyy medium in religion in oruer to avuia
tue caneer of extremitics.

Lixe negel, Lrocnmal pelieved insiu reason slone constitutes the
realiiy of ithings, ana absolute truts is t0 be fouuu in the uniou of Lne sub-
Jjecilve enu the ubjeciive, the 7irst Jorming man's actual reasoun anu the lat-
ter rorming his sbsolute reasoun. Re aivi_meu. therefors, tue relii.ous <uow-
leu. e into turee categories; (&) tne siucy of ueiBpuysics, ie., Lhe destruction
u? actual and zbsolute reason in reality; (b) the study of naiure, both animate
2.¢ insnimatej (¢) the study of the theological aud ethical uocirines of the
;‘ur‘a.h.b.J He anticipates the objections of the legalists wao claim tnst the
ols-rvance of the rthical anu lesal codes anda not theological speculations that
sonstitute one's religious dutye. Krochmal asserts boldly that no person in
the worle is satlsiied to periorm religious uutis=s without raving an ideal
basis for them anu that even the most primitive races on eartn nossess a ceriain

56
searniug for the knowledge of the absoluies
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Krocnmsl, thersfore, coniemuc Lial lue essence 0r every religion

is its spiritual aspect anu nots its maverial manirestvations anu wnile tne
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guter manifestations are subject t0 cnaupge, iis ceniral iaea is eternal and
57
is of universal value,
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Apulying these iueas to the study of Judalsn, Krechmal formu-
lated wnst is «uown as the philosoony of Jewish history. He viewed Juuzism
as 2 religivus culture, thne cuter manifestelious of whiciu are subject to time
&.u place, anu thougn he does not state it cleurly ne seems t0 indicate that
ie regarded the ceremonial anu tne legalistic aspects of Juwsism only &s meaus
oy wnicu one coulu reacn the absolute truth--means which coulu be partly uis-

1]
garded unce luey unave served toeir usurpose.
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Krochmal was the first Jewisu scholar wiv viewed Judsis i not &s

. «lstluct and inuepesuent entity vut &s au integral part of universal
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suliure. Mdoreover, Juaaism to him represented tne quintesssuce of all Jultures
Because whnilewaery culture in the worla is .articularistic aou forms only 2
single item in Universal Culture, the Jewi.n Julture ig universal in its natiure
&uu, tuereiore, represents that spiritual facstor whicn strives towards the
perfeciion of mankina., However, wnile Juuzis ., always aspirea Lo an absolute
spiritual exprescion of universel significance it also svught to exist &t the
sane time as an inuepenuent particular organization as all other uulturel.ﬁ9

Like Hegel, Krochmal sew in tne uevelopment of ever, cultiure
the manifestetion of the "Universal Heason" which follows an inevitable triad:
tre iusa, the object, and the intelligence. In other woras, each culiure
nesses through the stage of youth, maturity, and then when it reachee the very
height of its aevelopment it decays. For tne . rganism of a people is just like
tnat of an inalvidual, whose spiritunal capacity deteriorates in accoraance with
the weaxening of its pnysical s.rength. <he cnly difference !s inat whea a
eople uisappears it ules only politically, spirituslly every culture is im-
mortal vecwuse its valuss become universal yruperty.so The Jewisnh people,
nowever, preseunis a unigue pnenomenou in worla history, for as a bearsr of a
sulture, universalisiic in maiure, it oes through phoenix-like succes:cie
ressurections suicn follow an asaenu%ﬁi progression, 4nu teuu to the spiritually
ausolute wnu thus renuer it an external probressionoﬁl

Hence, thougn Juaasism nas lost its political milieu, it succe=zced
Lo exist 25 & unicue entigy; conseqguently, iis existence is no longer conuit- v
icual on place or tlme.ﬁz Juuaism Bua;etunn tg reash tuis lofivy sta.e ouly &
after & long succession 07 eapericents anu spiritusl trizls. 2ue Jewis. pecple
also Jegan &t rirst as & matursl nation like any other people. In tize,

nomever, tne sniritusl element in it previiled &na it is inal elemeut which
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sav iv from inevitavle decay. Uoreover, while the political experiment of
lsrsel in Palestine was a pronounced failure, its spiritusl lize iu the

6
Jiaspora proved 10 be extremely successful.
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dost of the sesouu uslf of Arochmal's work is uevoied to studies
ix Jeviar nisiory which illustrate vhrougn uistoric facis the main thesis out-

liuvaw i, the first nipe chapterss It woulu leau us far afielu to g ive & ihor-

-
-

m

oups uisgussiva of XKrochmal's work anu uutlooir apon Juualsm, thougn it 1s o

vutmust importance ror the uuuerstanuiing of every wovement in Juasism ang of

fe.omn Judeism in partiocular. We will only atiempt to sum up nis philosophy

ism which later on became the besic of the whole ideology of the Hefora

UL wlidie m

mevement in Uemmanye. And thown some ¢f nis poluts of view reparding the

ir3ting of Juasism zna of the Jewish peo k

ny reform ractbis .as to render ther rotesiue, they are in the =2ln s5till

veliu in tue light of mod=ra Jewish nistory.
r.anism which was

arochmal rejartec every peod as a cultured o

150 & uistine: manifestation o7 Universal resson. 4Sver, cultural orgzuaism

@mve been misunuorsicod or exspreras
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is susject L0 the laws of growih ana uecay; nence, We uave the rise anc decline
of neitions. avery nationsl organis. nas 2 uistinct raculty, unique to its
proup, whicu accounts ror the particularisiic Lendency in esci nation. uUnce
tnes feculily reachnes iis nignest atteziuuent the group no longer fecls tue urge
ror its existence &s such. 9he Jewisn people began its existence like any other
peuple as a narrow perticularistic culiural organisw, but ivs men of gemius
nuve cuncelvea for it & universal runction, namely, tne aitainmeut of the B
Spiritual ~bvsclute | Cﬁ)d‘.‘) _yn/'m )« While the Jews livec as a polit-
ical entity in Palestine, the naticnz]l a&spect of their lives was s0 strong that
it ouscureu their spiritusl gift., It is only witn the destruction of the
Temple and witn the dispersionm in the Diasvora that the spiritusl pist of the
Jerish pvecole came to vrominence, being s it wes the only common oonc left
10 the for self-preservetion. Ecnce, it was the extireme nartizularistic ten-
aency 0f the Jewish people ihat led them to uphola tieir rnationel ift waiz:i is
anivorsalistic ia uature, snu it is the laiter, in turn, whicn s:irengihens
tne varticularictic exisieuce of the Jewish people.

Hence, Krochmal was tne rirst modern Jewish scholar L0 regard
Jedsh life in the Jlaspora not &5 & aiviue punisument or &s an mamrortunate
bistoric episoge but raituer as tne grealest blessiuy to wue Jewish npeople and
to tne worla at larpe, because it is only in the sespora that Jucsls: found
{ts asiguest expression. For oul; as Juasis . succeeded i. trauscending its
naiivaal existence iu falestine ihat it becane an evernsl, universal and
spiritusl puenomenon, iuuepencent of time auu space. 4he ceremouial sau loge
alisvig lzws are to Krochmsl only ine particuloristic aspecws vf Juualsm wuich
lige all particularistic mauifestations are subject to the law of ;ro»Bh and

iecsy s hence, are transitory anu changeable. Only the central iuea of
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Juczism, the Spiritusl Absolute, is etemal. Hence, the continuea existence of
the Jewish people is secured only in corresponcing to its attachment to the
Avsolute, i.e., to its religivus iueals,

Krochmal's philosophy of Judaism, stresciug as it aoes its
eternz]l spiritual facior as against its transitory form, anu renaering as it
uoes the particularistic existence of the Jewisn people in ihe .Adaspora of
universal sigmificance, coula rezaily become ine iawlogy of the iutellectual
lens=rs of Reform whose chief aim was to preserve the group lisfe of the Jew
in the Jiaspora and give it a moaern fora as well as a universal aim.

Yuus we fine tnis ideology reechoea in 081 of the works of
seiger wne understood Lrochmal bettier thauy any one of nis ueMiau contempor-
aries, la nis "Nacugelassene uohrift.on", urging tue necessity for reforms
in tee 1i,ut of Jewisn lsiory, Geiger says as rollows: ™hvery era in the
nisitory of Judeis.. is of importance; the present can break witn tne past as
little a5 auy separate Liub can uisassociate iiself fro.. the bouy without
suffering serivus injury. oSuch a counection with the past =eans uot the donmin-
suce of dead custom but the persistence of living laea which permezaies zll
azes witn its vigor, amnd if it leacs to different developments this does uct

64
Jasuify a aisregard Jor its origins.”

And though Ahad Ha-am condemns this outlook upon Juualsm as an
iueoloyy created by men Who scex to escape their uuties as Jevs.65 he eccants
it unconscivusly in Loto when he makes ihe uuiional ethical iuea of Juusism,
indeventent of ceremonial or legalistic expression, &s the ceutral ouint of

66
Jewisn existeuce iu ihe Jiaspora.
Consejuently, both refor: Juasism, a8 expoanued by velger, auu

opiritual sionism, a5 expounueu by Ahad Ha-am, rind tnelr comuon origin in

arocnmel's writings enu ural teachings.
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solomon Jucah Zappaport (1790-1867).

What Zrochmal couceiveu pnilosopnicelly w0lomoa Juuan sappaport
suagnt to estaolisn scientifically. Hap.aport was born at Lemberg of & family
of rabbis. His stuuies were purely raboinic, but nis alert minc _raspea every
oprortunity of acquiring other Xxmowleuge and in this incidental way he became
femiliar first w#ith French and then with German. His first literary work cone,
siste of poems, translations and essays of a light charscter, His critical
talent, nowever, soon reveaslea itself. In 1824, he wrote for"Biccure Ha-ittim”
an article on tne ludependent Jewish trives of Aarabia and Abyssinia.ﬁ? Al-
ready iu tiis arvicle Rappaport reveals the pairiotic motive in his vorkx, His
;181 is not to «¢eal witn anticuarian materizl for scuolarly purposes, bul to
thron light upoa the past of nis pecple. In his preface to the ariicle, he

pleaus st &ll the other Jewisn scholars shuualu follow 1. nls footsteps.
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In 1829, -appaport publisheu in the same journal a auch mon
i vortant hisioric essay on Saedya Gaon anc nis periods In this essay sappaport
seplays an unusual historical critical scumen L0 be comnared ouly wivn that

of szariah de Rossi, Luzzato, upon rezaing inls essay became full of
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enthusiasm for his Polish collezgue and in one of his letters to him he greets
68
[i: &5 "a man after nis own Leart." nappaport continuea enthusiasticully his
nistoric research and soon puolisuceuw the biograpnies of Re lainau (auinor of
69 70

t.e aruci), Hal uaon, sliezer Ha-kalir, R. Hananel, and =, Nissim. ‘hese
piosrapnical works which)followed by many otners)were of greailest imporiance
jor t.ey, were lauded anu scknowledged by Jewish eanu Zhristian scientific

71
scnolars as mines of invormation. Eis profouna xuowleage of salmueic lit-
grglure anu its seguel iu tue tenth anu ¢loventh centuries, coupleu wiin crit- &
ical acugen eusplea niw L0 resssemble ine scatlered uala from sources wiuva or
receatl, ciscovereds +nus ue revitalizeu emiuent figurss iun tue pasi oy
gvalucting their significance in the nexus of eveuts, ana by introaucing invo
Jewisy history utne motion of development, Or LO use & more nouera expression,
me concept of nisioric evolution™e 4+hus in & letter to Luz:zato, who O '0sed
the swuw; of ureek philosophy, -2ppaport insisted that Juasism has DOrrowead
from tne environment in every age zal. that it coula 2bsorb znd that in this
secigilesive facuity consists the excelléncy of the Jemish snirit, 1t always

- ew row to 25similate the besi fro. ihe environment in oruer tc ovring it

puos 1o the worle iu & more purgead OTM. Aao aport believes tnatl were it not

. s0- 1ie cu.stant revitaliiatioas frow coreign cultures Juusism Wou-4 ueve _
72 h
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Lence, we Sege nere iu aep aporit tue luee 07 wue "amisslon of
Isrecl® 1. wne olaspora as 2xpounued by Lroclumsl eszablisnsa in nisworic facis.
Lige tLe lasiier, 4ap/aport negarded wue sispersivi vi Lhe Jewisn peode in ilne

bt a slessing, suu unot only vo Isrsel zloue but to

#Slesggra LO bDe nol a cu:se |
tae world at lerge; thet through wie uispersioc. Israel was save. IriL Jdeduy

res *

= revitalization that resulted Jrom assimileting foreig culiures; and

le to exert greater influence upo. tae

ot Juuzism thus revivalized was sole 1o
vorly in spreading the sthicnl cuntent of Juuzisme

Lost every nistorian seems to ssree vitn @raetz thal wWhat gave

tal velue to the c-itical works of Bappaport auu als insuistied them

-
S

fro tihe pedaniry Of the ratloazlist school wes the fervor ane lova 'wiin wWalch
were undertaKen. Aepoaport's emotionul ferver produceu pissaezs vl
sué nis woregs ilucomparsoly guperior Lo inose ol lue rativnelilists

07 tne wyose of Isasc Marcus Jost Wao ap roaches thelr worg wiin scicentific
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setaciments It is exactly what the latier signally failed 0 understana tuad
As epory fully comprencuueu--pamely, that the pesit must be juwea by its owa
SLanuards, Lhal eacn age uevelopeu ihai "hlCi Wes aecessary Ior ihe safeguard-
i.. o Jevwisi life snu exisience, auu that Jewish nistory, like ine nistory

of ever, oiher people, is a seyuence 0F unfoluments escn stanuing i. relation
Lo that winicn precedea it. Hzpoaport zoproachew Lhe siory of uis _eople from

within anuu wraetz, thererore, regarueu uls ~orgs as national perfomaancess :

I: was unfortunste that such a preat schcelar hau to support nime
sely through farming lhe meat-i2X and even this huavle source of livelinhood
wss tekm away from him by his fenatical enemies who persezuied him beceuse of
ie scientific heresies. With the zid of his frienmd ZJunz 2nu Lazzeto he en=
desvored to seaure & racbinate in serlin or in Iiely; but for =z position in the

soraer Le was not sufficiently proficient in German ana for one in the latler
73
ne rhze not the reguirea universit, ciploms. ine intelleciual Jews of sroay,
74
Luersiore, escaolisned a ousiness ana mace AzpHApPOrt its superiuatenu=nt.

Finally, usrough the enueavor ol tne anlicntened party ai isarnopol, Gealicia,
75
Repsport Was appo.uleu as Rapbi tnere in 1857« ?wo years laier lLe becane
76
nauol 0f 2rajues Rappeport's lire in une ravoinsie, nowever, Was Lot & very

o erful one pecasuse he woula wol allow the fansiic .eresy-huutors to inti- 4
mivaie nime out in spite of all the oitvuer persecutiv. uirecteu agziunst hiam
frow al. siues, Happapori uever lost uis ssientific courage L0 uefend openly

tue iratl. recognized by him as suche Parvicularly, uia ne bring upon himself

e netred 0f vhe fanatics by a pampnlet "lNer witvzvan® wnich was directeu
77
apgaiast tne Hassiuim anu their wonuer-working rabbise
4

Rappeport was a prolific writer aud all his works nave,a direct

or zn indirect influence upon the moueri LTend in Juraism. It woula be
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78
i:pos-ivle to give even a passing mention of nis ocutstanding works. We will

awell, tnerefore, only on ths e works wiich nau a direcu relation 1o the move-
nment for reform. Sappaport, tonough 08t recical in scientific research, was
79

.wsi conservative in his views ou religious practice. ang wnoupn ne fought

all nis life for Haskalah, he was mos. venemently oOpuOsed t0 ihat sort of en-

ligaument wiich in bis view leu only to assimilation. @Paus he led a nost rige
80
orus campeign against Joshus Heshel uchorr, the euitor of the "He Haluz", ek 737y
S El
v ap8inst Juuah Jdieses, the suthor of "Kiuot Ha-zmet'. He opposeu witn the __

sane vigorousuess ine reform iueas of wermsny, for he believed Lnat tney woula
i.evitaoly spliv the people iuto secis, auu 50w itne seeu 0F ulsuniou wonicu in
turn woulu result in indiffersuce to nationzl institutions. He likewise rought
8
2ll nis iive agziust tne iueas uf Gelger. Iu a pamphlet entitlea "Or lorah® F
Aapoaport wrote & most Bcathing criticism of Geiger's masterpiece “Urscarift
und Usbersetzunzen der Bitel" (oSresslau 1387). And though the severity of his
sriticism is conceaed by many to be unjustifiable, it must be staied in justiice
to Zapnaport that his opoosition 10 uelger was not due to the latter's liberzl-
ism 1u o2ible criticism but rather to the "reform texndenz™ whicn ig apparent in
jeiger's work ana which, he claims, has leda Geiger to Jorce sany Siblical

83
verses Jut of their context.
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64
1.. nls pamphlet "Pochachat Hegulan" ulrectea sgaiust the reform raobis who

sonveued in Frankfort-on-the-idain in 184be ©The pampnlet is & very s.rong

plea for gonservatism in the reform movement, and will be treaied later on

in comnection with the Brunswick 3onference.85 And while Raonaport derided
nost mircilessly the extreme reformers he was at the same time Jjust as sirungly
gonoSed Lo the neo-orthodoxy of Semson haphael Hirsh. When tne lawter accused
Zecharial Prankel of ceparting from traditional Judzisn ia his Yalmudic work
"erce ha-idishna®, Happaport publisped & pampnlet entiiled "uibre Sholom
V'oaer", iu wnicn ne uefenced most zruently tne religiovus position of secheriah
drancel vy oroviug cunslusively that though the views expressed in inat work

86
.re unorthouox, tney are ovased neverthneless o.u socund traditionsl principles,

1. tnis pamphlet Happsport showea clearly that he had little sympatuy for
L&l serus. ueo-orthoucxy which was neaued by samson sspneel Hirsh., ahe
Souirovery witn the latter emnh.!._ere.. ,_,re_at.ly sappaport's life iu nis ola .
Lige

Jhus we see the man fignting on all fronts anu wita equel zeal
ali. cruthfulness. at tiwmes nis aitacks were ratner parsounal and severe, yet
elwa e frenk ane candiue In Galicia, ne fought &, einst tne vuscyrantism of
tne Eessieim anu aspainst tne irreversnt levity of the Uaskilinm; in sermany
ne Tought against the irrationality of neo-orthodoxy end a;ainst the retional-
ism of the reformers; in the seience of Juualsm he fourt ine raaicalism of
Joshus Herschel Schorr anc acainst the undue conservatism of Samuel savid At

ILuzzato, As far as his religious views are concerneu, Rzppeport upinglli the

¢siiio.. taze. by Zecharian rruncel who. he uefeunueq @St aruently on every

Rappaport's wratnh against the reformers fuund pagir full sway S

- T e i e T— e —
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occasione He is thus greatly ressousiole ror the auvaunce 0f ine conservative

srena iu tne Reform bovesent in Germany.

.
v e — i Sa
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VI

EISNORIC JUAISM

l. Yhe Shallenge of Neo-Orthodoxye.

fne intensive zenetration into tne nisvory of Juwsism oy Juuz

aud 005t in vermeny, ana u, Jegglo ana Luzseto in lvely, anu oy Arochmal zna
Agpozport in valicia, uspered iu a new tenacney into the Jaform movement,

-nus in the latter nalf of the fuarth wecuue in tre niueteentn century, the
reform leauers began to realize that it is not eaough to negaie certain nhases
07 ur.uouoxy, but that they must alsc creaie sume positive iusoloyy to replace
lust moicn was been alscarueds osut the iicsalate cause that forcew the leacers
0f Aefonm: Lu Tormulaile & positive iueology wes lne fact LnsEtl orthouoxy iisels,
in 5_ite of ivs staric charactier, pe:a. L0 assume uuconscluusiy a uirferemt
comple. ity which in turn compelleu the leauers of Reform t0 assume = more sSer-
i.us stiliiude towaras orinouoxy. ror in the veginuiLg 0f tue Jourih uecade

we ueet slready with orthouox ravuis in Germany who combine a thorough Hscoliie
trainiy anu a profounu secular suucatlon, znc »hoe a-e impued at the same time

wits Lodern German culturs, .Jhese nmey came out oolaly anu unetuivocally in

tnelr attasx uwicn tue Reform movement not »ith silly casuistry aor wiih woras

cf zwuse, put with the weapbons 0f mocuern 2uliure.

t woula lssu us far =7i=slu t0 pive an ade:uate assount o7 tne
1 ou
1eg-0rThouoX sovement in Germany. %e will onl; nmentiou a few of its repre=-

senta.ive leauers: Haxam Iszac =ernzys (lsyence 1Tde-dazourg 1c49), oolomon
2 . S
slessper (17y¥=-Fosen 1.58), Ja:ob sttlinger (Jarlsruhe 17s8-2ltoas 1871),
i
canson mpasel Hirscn (Hamourg 1508-srankfuri-on-the-.ain 1868), Jeniel
5

aliiuzel wacus (Glogau 1loUd-uerlin 186<), cenjamin Hirsh auerbach \liszvied




==156==

6

lo0o=-Hulverstadt 1872).
shese me. Vwer- ilmbueu witn tne usistoric-rowsatic thougniu of

Heraer, snu witn LhAL of “eppaport auu Luzzalo, end taey could point oui to v
the shallo ness anu the weakeness 07 Lne zxireme ratiovnalism of the reforierss
LYnus Jacob Brtlinger estavlimhed in 1845 the 7Tirst orpan o7 orthouox Juuaism,
"Der Zion wachter® with a Hebrew supplement / /Ué) //»_'9‘ /L ==
in which the reformers were sirongly attacked. Ee glso astablisreu z modern
school whizh was attended by a great many students preparing (or the raboinsle,
many ©: whoa became modern leaders o1 orthodoxy, egulped =with rebbinic and
secular imowledie, the wost prominent of who: was Israel Hildesheiier (Ealber=-

7
staut l.Z0-gerlin 1899).

Likewise, Hakem sernays berun Lo refor: tne salmuu doran schuols

in Dzuuirge and wnile formerly the chilaren wers tau . nt there only Hebrew anua
sPitnsetic, ne introducea as imooriant sarits of the curriculum courses in
Jarian, uaawural sciences, geograpny ane historye On the otlusr nanc, amon:- .he
orthouox wost powerrful orators, solomoin Plessner wa,ed &4 ~ost effective valtle
& ainsl the revormers. In nis eit re:uet.}ortnouox S2M0N8 e auopled tue exores-
sious of wne most eminent Christian preachers of tne tisce, interspersing nis
gsu.euces with verses from oschiller anu Goethee  «uring ine same perioa, ocam-
s0u Napnsel Hirsh, wno was &i the tiwe chief rabbi of vluenburg, sublished his
".eunzelLen ar;ef uber Juwenthum” (Altoons luvb)e Lhis work wmaus = provound
impression in verman Jewisn circles because it w=s something new--a& brilliant,
intelleciual presentation of orthouox Juuaism in cleusic Geman, a2nd a fearless
mcomproaising defense of 211 its iastiiutbns end orauinsuces. srom lhe ajpezrance

07 tiese "Lerzers™ deies the ovigln or the so-called Reo-Orthouoxy in vermany.
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2. ‘Lne liaw Pendency in the Reform iovement.

Phis new challenge o7 modern ortnoaoxy in (ermany anu ihe
literary iuflueuce of the Hebrew scienti/ic periouicals vuisiue o0f vermany
asnered in & uew tenuency in lie Reforn movement. For its lemuers began to

realize that the soluvion woes not lie merely in external reforms out in a

tavroagh revalustion of Juueism in tpe lipght of its uewly reuiscoversu pasta.

Yhis new nistoric tenceuncy amom, ilhe reforners gave rise to iwo
aistiucy schouls. 4ne one . which coula be bLest termed as tue liveral school
cnief among whom were wveiger anu noluheim, anu the otuer tne vravitional school
tne cuief exponent of wuichL was 4ecnarian <“rankel. 4ne program of ke liveral
seuoul is best defined iu the worus of Geiger: '"Lhe froblem of tie nour is e
11is--10 wetemine w#hal are the spiriu and the teachings, the uwoctirines ena

8
tie uuiles of life peculiar to Juceism anu inherant in it," for 'we wisi to
be, we should be, children of vur tire, anc as children of the age we must
sirive to realize for cur contemooraries ine true stianapoint of Juaeaism, which
n&s never been content to bpe a faith divorcec from life or z nractice at wvariance
3

viti balief.®

In other words, welper svught to apply in practiical life the

resulis of tne oclience of Juuaisms Le scught 10 ueleniiue Lhe reuzarch and il
lnvestigation, wnat Krachmal czlled tne innher:nt spirit, of Juuz=ism zuu to —

bring it iu uarmony with the cnallengeu conuiiions of the environment anu iime ¢

iz which tne people were placeu. 4na alinough uelger also recognizeu the ;i
necessity of exvernal rerorms in the service, anu strongly aavocatea them, yet 1
10
to uim vhey were ouly inciuents, oul not Lne essence of ferorm. Geiger's 1) l‘
| |

TOo.rem Was to esteblisu reforms ou a scientific basis, to investigate the

valiuity of every docirine auu every foma, 10 wetsrmine which religious
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institutions nsu outlivea thelr msefulness anu were only hineering the religicus
life of the people by being in confiict with the spirit znd the neeus of the

11
tive.

Zechariah rrankel, like Geiger, also maintainea that reason,
based ou scilentific scholarship, ana not the whims of the laity, must be the
justirication for reforms. <franxel realized, however, thst the life of a
neople is nov guidec by logice, but by sentiment, anc that if any refura is
exirenely objeciionzvle to the sentiment of tne masses, one musi uisrepara
logicul consistency anu give in to the feelimgs of the .asses., anu though
Fran<el was just a&s sclentifically minaeu as veiger, ne woulu not zllow nis

scientviric counclusions 1o be the sole arbitvers; ins.ead he would taxe into o

casiceration vhe people's romautic love for the pasi ana its institutions.

7]

inis sympelny with mess senticent mawe *rangel tne iypical expounuer of the

irault iyual or conservative schoul in reform whicu becaine £LuowW. as Lhe "Sres- -
1z

slau ochoul™,
“hese two uistiunct .eunaencies in the Reform movement as repre=

sentew by veiger anu rrankel came to & aefinite clash in the coulroversies of
13
the liew HEamburg £rayer Book of 1842, anu of the “rankfort-on-iain ravbi.ical
14
cunference (July 15th-28th, 1645). Froa that last clash daies Lhe origin

ine gonservetive trend in feforn Judsism. A stuay, tnersiore, 07 tu= lives

o

and characteristics of Geiger ana frankel is inaispenssble for the understanaing

of ithe further development of the two distincet trends in eform Judaism, namely, I Y

e rgaical and ke conservatives

10
ce abrajam gelger - Ulhe racical uisioric schools

weiger wes voru &t fraucfort-on-the-lain in 1620 anu aleu at
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serlin in 1874. His fatner was Ravbi Jichael Lazarus ueiper. Wuen a mere

i. . anl of lLree years apranum Geiger sastered the Hevrew anu verman alonsoeiSe.

au fuyr Le touk up thne study of WLisuna. At six his father introuuced hic into

the .Jaluuae. &t the gge of thirieeu re acyuired & govu ralnucic training,

Zuu &l e same time & uesuliory cuowleuge or nistory, latin ana 9recks after

tne wesls of nis rether veiger continued nis salmudic ana secular stmdies under

vne (aivance of nis brotners anu other teacners. His religious views, nowever,

angerwent & preat change, parily as a consecuence of his reacing, partly as a

result of wne influence of his =zesociaiess When the choice of nis profession

was ¢.nsidered, ne ulsregarded the wishes o7 his famil; who expected nim to

become & H"abbi, and chose to study oriental philology. 1In 1329, he entered

thie University of Heldelbarg, where he remained one semesier, uevoting nis

time t¢ courses in tine classics wnile privaiely mastveri., oyriac, Ee also

coutinued worging on a grammar znu a glossary of che Wisuna whic. ne u&a pe-

gdu Lwo years earlier. .he uext semester ne weunt 1o Bonm 10 siudy aravie,

Eere ue metl anu oecame intimaie witu o. A, hirsn wuo became supse uently his

Cul.cugue anc oppouent, anu wno influenceu him in many ulireciions. Here

selger fouwiwed amoug & nancer of Jewislh scholars & s0ciely JOr lue bractise

0 ureacniug, and it was to this socleiy thau Geiger preascnea wis Uirsl sere

00U (Jan. 2},18:0). later ine exercises sunsisied 0F regular uivine cervices,
Wnile & Stuuent al pouu, ke prepared nis wessay 0. wue Jewish

- 16

elieovits 1. tue Koran, in competition or &4 prige urfaered by tne faculty.

In locs, seiger preascued &b lianau =& & Ceunuidate for its vecent o ilpit, but ne

siu uot succeeu in veiug elecieds In the same jyear, alter ne ~scelvac ine

prize for nls essay on Lonamsec, ue was calleu a8 Aavbl to Wiesbaaen, Wnere ne

stayled until 1228, While thers, he Introuuced ceriein chan es iu the
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syncirocal services witn 2 view of hei,iiening their impressiveness, and he

w

iic nis utmost to induce the government to summend the lavs afrecting tne civie

stenuing of the Jewse 4 plan o publisn & Jewith .hevloglaal review soon L00OE

reot in Geliger's ainds It wes carried inie effesi lu 1d& wuen ne beg=u Lo

ablish nis "WissenscuwzZilicue Zeitscurist rur Judiss.e Jheolupie® (loci-1608).

Siurvaen whis periocical ne 5 brounnt iuto 3lose relaiiocus flin Junzg snu Sad-

epoTve amon, the articles ublisasd in wuls periodical ihe one entitizu
2 M v -
"Jebor ue Lrricitung eluer Juuiscn-Theolugiscuen sacultat™ meriis special .ien-

tivite It pleaws .or the resugaicion of wue ocleuce 07 Juwilon auw I0r Lhe

placiug, of Yue0logy v wu equality wiiu viner scle.ces 1. welnou alu frec.dds

ln 180, Lue Jalverciily or darbury cunferrew OuL Lelber A€ degrée U7 ACLUY
J [ o

—

o 2uilosuvinge fuile 1. Weissbuuen Le Luc wesded iu orinjlug tojciusr o aws

er

I

ol reuvis (16e7) Zor ihe purcose of ulscussily aessures ol vitel cuscern 1o
Juwsisme Iu 1uc8, he resijgmec kis offlce i ne wWis luereudon asdeq Lo preacn
£ zssocsizte repbi to 5. A. Tiktin became vacent,

j.. sresleu wnere tas office o

‘crestzl]l this, invoxed the intervention of the

i

Raool Piktin, in order to

lise on the plea that the king nad orohibited German sermons in the S;yn& 0pues

sar the chie? of police, Heineie, was a wan of liberal ifueas anu he diu not
17
~eveut “eijer fro. preacning. welber's sermon led o uLis elr ction., EHe wus

swsen "Raubiuatsassessor” and second rabbl., Pne firsy jear: in uis new oifice

2l sresslau wers uisturbeu by the gpitations a aiust alw by S. ae Jigiin ance

Lis parvisans wno resortsd te zll soris of -2nenes to luu.ce tne governaest to

deuse ueiger. This lea to tue aplicatiou of & vast polemic 1 literature on
18
Wnal is fnown as tue welger-2ictin af7zir. after une ueath of Eiobl Tiktin

(1oso) seiger oscume the first racpi, but tm factions i. tue comyrepation
g s¢ iutolersule tust in 1649 twWo cougregations were sonstituieu, one witn

M- .S
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seiger 85 racdl, the olner witn G. Pictin the sou Of 5. a. Piktin, Geliger's
congrepntion williugly susiainea their leauer in uis erfrforts Lo recousiruct —_
-* 3
tee ritual ou & moueru basis. In 1otk nis prayer bouk /2 pb 299 -)’.:H' 250
‘Isreelitisches Gebetovuch™ (sresslau 1854) was officially aaopteu. The wiger=
lying principles of this prayer book veiger formulateu in 1849 iu nis "Grund=-
19

ziese mnu Plan zu einem Neuen CGebetbuche™.

While in sresslau Geifer often took the occasiocn to emphasize
iv reli, ious views in his ‘Judische Zeitschrift rur Wissenschait una Lebenn,
tne 2uivorials of whicn are for ithe most part usuicelea to tue cxpositlion of
reform principless Frou the year loe4 Uelger pecime tne outstanaing persovnzsle-
iy 1. tue wov-went for reforms, anu he aefenuwd its prisciples as uisiorian,
JOulLk. .8L and preacners A4s & nistorian, seiger fougut bitterly the rauical

20
progrmn 0 the "Franciort Seform vereiu®, for he stoou for grauuazl evolution.
inus 1o 8ll of nis snistoric worss Leiger soagut wo esitwolisn ine view tnat
vudelom is not a giveu quantity nor a matiomal luw put that t is a process
G1i:1 1lu rluxy trauition itself vwas tue result of this comtiaucas vrocess of
sTUWlh. Jue tneory of tne evolution in Juasisi, to wuica Krocumel arriveua o~
tarvugn puilovsophic stuay, veifer, like mappaport, .cught 10 est.blish ou the
21
basis 07 a thorougu scleuntific investigztion. Moreover, gelger ap.liea ihis
prigciple of evolution &lso to Biblical ana Wa:muuic researches anu because of
22

tnis he arouseu apgainst hinm the aniapgonis . of Lraeitz ana -<ap &port. Livewise,
Jevish medimeval lit-rature engageu ais ettentiou, anu he publi.neu & series
0 scientific editions anu trenslstions of meudieval literature anu biographies
Blu Stueids of tlr crestors. Whus he opuvlishe. in his “lelo Chofnaim™ (3erlin ¢
1%40) anu his "Nite Nammaninm” (Sresslau 1847) wnich are stuuies in the

literature anu 1. ihe men of leiters of the Jidule ages. ke ealtea scieutirically
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the "lgeretih Ha-snmau® by snimoniues (sresslau 1500). He wrote a treatise on
tne exegetical school & norikhern srance entitlew "Parscnanuatav (Leipsig

lovb)e He publishea a scientific eaition of Eebrew poecry in Spain sna in

Italy wuicu ne called "Zizim U-prochim" (Leipsig 1866). He also contributed
articles to mosi o1 the Hebrew scientific pericaicels 0 the time. 4Yuese

Heprew ariicles of veiger had a tremenacus iurluence upon ihe advence 0f liberal
thougnt anong the Jews or uwalicia, Lithuanie anu Aussis. ror vhough tney were
gstentially scientific anu historic essays, they ioucueu vpon the most viial
orotlems concerning Biblical and Oral traditions eand puinted to the =voluticnary
process in Jewisn Law, 2Particularly is thet true of his articles in the "He-
Haluz" (VI:13) and in the "Ozar-Nehmaa" (III:1f.) concerming the main thesis

of his "i.l:rshr'i.ﬂ.".aﬁl vherein ne :iscuss=s the controver:cies betwesn tihe fhari-
sers an. the Gaisducees anu between tne ~“amaritans and the Judesns. In these
ariicles Jeiger set fo~th briefly and at times casually nis underlying view of
tne wevelonment of trewiiion, namely, that the prowing Jewisn religiocus con-

scio.suess is already reflectea in the reauings of tne siblical text. He zlso

/

proved tne absoluie ralsity of :né'uBLiuus coucerning risrisees zuu cauuucees,

He w-s tne 7irstu one %0 puiat out that the charisecs :oaprissu the .eople, the
arisiocr:-cy of leamils, a8na the men o7 piety, anu that they alweys stoua Jor
pro.ress iun religion; while the Gacaucees were tuhe aristocrats by virth anu the
saceruotelists who were Opposed Lo any mocificetion of tme law. In the aslaxah
itzels veiger uistinguisneu veiwesn tne yowler anu ihe olaer, znu in the latter,
&gsoruing vo uis view, is reflecied a ulverpeuce or ovinions witniu fharissism
itself. It i: ihis aistinction cthat .Arows lignt on the oldest docuneuts of
post=s3iviicel literature, namely, the Wexilta, wifra enu oiire.

as presented by weiger in nis "Urshrirt” s well &8 in nis

.'
i
I
|
!
|
i
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Eebrew periouical particles, Juasism represents the full expression of the v
higher life of the peoples Thus iceas anu institutions in Judsism came to be
that he. not been before; hence, they were subject to change ana in turn could
nass away and be replacea by n-wer modes of expression. It is no wonder then
trnat wheWever veiger's Hebrew essays rescnea, particularly in the cenires of
Hebrew learning in sasiern Zurope, Lhey exarted & iLremendous inrlueuce in unuer-

mining the rigiua orthoaox iaeology. <or hils ariicles elevaied Juaaism above

the fixivy of the written Law ana pointed ocut to its capzclty ror new

aevelopuent.

4, Zeciarian francel - The +rauitional Hisioric ~chool.

Zecharian “rancel was vorn at £rague in 1l6ul anu dieu at oresslau

2b

in 18756, He was a uescendant 0F an ola favpinical 7amil, in ausiriz, fzmous
for its 4glmucic leamning. <“ranxel received niis ralmuuic training at the
Yesniva of <ezzlel Roasperg. In 1825, he weni t0 Buuwapest where he prepared
pimself or thne University from whic:u he graduated in 1821. In the following
Jear ne was apuointed by the gpovernmeunt as "Kreisrabianer" of “eitmeritz, bveing

tre ®irst Rabbi of Bohemia with a mouern euucation. In 1856, he was callca to

Jresuen wner- he neld the office of ~aboi until 1854 when he was called to the
resivency of the bresslau <eminary. There ne remained until his cesth. _ '¢
srankel's liverary career be.an rather late. 4ll his scientifie ) 1"

ireatises uating from 1847 to 1659 were publisneu in verman zna must of hils

siuuies nau & politvical motive in that tney aimea eituer to zvpolisn civie
uiscrimi.ation against the Jews Or iungrained prejudices apein.t Jucaism. It
%as only when he assuszec the leauership of the sresslau ~eminary that his

Heorew lilerary career Lepgan. His uaties as professor of Jelmudic literature
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snuwed him the necessity of mouera scientific text bouks on Heoblaicel liters
ailure an. Arcneology. wher. ne saolisned iu 1649 his ".arke ha-disnna® with
& supplement and index unuer the title of “fosoiot u-kafteah le-wefer Jurie
ne-sishna® (1867)« Whis vook caused a great sionm and created .uite a large
pelemicel literaturs. In this work, rrankel sougit to esiablisn scienmtifically
that not everything which isalled & "lew®, and which is reputed to be 2n
"helaka 1%Moshe m'Sinai® was actually of locaic oriiin. On the contrary,
he contendad thaet most of the rabbinic tracitions are of hunzn origin anc thet
many 07 thelr enactiments were vecided upon oy certain u:vices comon in par-
26 :
lizmertary boaies. The first atiack against rrincel began wiln the letter of
Rz ol uottlieb #isher published in S. R. Hirsch's "Jeshuran" (1860). L. 3
dirsch ninmself vegan lu itne following year a series of arvicles iu which ne zc-
cus-d frenzel of neresy in thet ne uvenied the alvine origiu of the Urgl Law.
Pacust: -eopanort was not wholly in sccord witn sfrancel's view, ne nuolisiea nis
"Jibre ohzlom Ve'emet™ attacking Hirsch's ranatacism anu uefenauing srankel's
27
asin poiut of view, shis u=fense of .@ppaport calleu fortn anoiler criticism
of rrenkel's -ork rrou sauol oolomoa Klein of Colmsar, #rance, who criticizeu it
severely in nis "udipne sosnet" (Frankfort-ou-tne-iain lo6l) ane &leo in nis
28
reply to -appzport entitled "Ha'emst Ve Hoshzlom anebu™ (ibia). denjamin H,
auerbach of Halverstaut also siued witn srancel's oppoueuts ueicuaing the
29

view 07 vne civine origin of Rabuinical law.

Phowich fFranikel wrote many othsr Lreatises in Hebrew which are of
sreat ssientific value it woula be cut of place to discuss them here, for we
™8 interested pr'merily in -rancel as a reformer., <#rancel, as the msu of the

"Golden Mean™ soungit to unhold 2 conziliatory attiiude and ne therefore met

“e

with oonositicn from the extreme reformers like uveiger ana Holdhelm, and from
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tne leauers of neo=Urthodoxy like 5. K. Hirsch and J. «e vacns. and while in
the main #rangel's positivn wes the n0st =holesome for the future .evelopment
of liberal Juuaisw, he was, nevertheless, guilty of many inconsistencies ana
ejuivocations. Phus when chzallenged, curing the controversy over his ".mrke
ne-sismma", to state nis religicus views aunu to uefine what "tradition" eant
to hiu, rrancel answered with too vague an explenstion, evauing & clear defini-
S0
tion anu railing to give a&n vutspcken expositiou of his views. aveln sern-
feld who is & staunch Supporter of tne conservaiive position of sfrankel, au-

mits that in his polemic in the Prayer Boo« controversy ne was guilty of

evasion ana of eguivocation.

R

=%
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VII

HE CULMINACNIC! OF HusURM JUWIs.d IN L_x'-_.M‘x

l. <ne frayerbook coui oversy of 1lo4Z.

In 1842 the “amourg semple oecame again a siorm genter. for in
lood a comuivtee nsu been eppolinteu 1o revise the prayerbook usea by ithe con=
pregation, thet it might conform wore to tradition and be acceptable to every
mocern Jews In luel when tne revised euition entitlew "Sewer Ho-aboaah" was
published, Hakam Isaac Pernays the cnief Aavbi of the orthoucx community at
Haaourc issueu a proclamstion | m»yY & /x ) warning 11 Israelites not to
usce the bou« ana ueclaring that any one aocing so woula fzall short in his auty
&s & Jew. +his brought forth & counter declaration from thne lemple oificers,
rebusing Sermaye for his presumptucus act. Both these uocumeuts were ordsred
rempved from the synsioguge by the venate of the city. This unnreceudented act
0f se-nzv’s caused such a2 couwaotion that the Temple directorate founu it neces=
S-ry 10 securse Troo ascrediteu theolcgical authoriities fuvorable ovinions in

1

re,aru lu the new prayerbook. ‘The position of «ecuarian srancel in this cune-
iroversy called forth particular attention. rrancel rebuzeu ~2ernuys for his
aroitrary action ana pointed vut tae uana Whicn migni be caused to tne ity of
Isrzel by sucn procedures. Un the viuer nand, Frencel critielzeu the editors
of Lue prayerboox for not vaking suvriciently iuvo cunsiaeration popular senti-
went anu Jor inaulgiug in unavinorizec eclecticism in the omissio. zuu in the
insertion of prayers. Whus rrankel's opinion iu the matter uisplesseua both
sartiesy wne liverals were uissatisified becwuse srunkel, insicau 01 mersly ue=
elerin  that their prayerboox wzs in eccord with Jewisn Lradition, .clutea out

ilconsisiencies from the nistoric anu wogmatia poiut of view; on Lhe other

bl
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nend, tue Orthodox were uissatisiied vecause ne ueclured that Sranges in the
2
wouitiongl ritual are parmissavule.

It would not have been worth while to dwell on this 1841 edition
of the “amourg Preyerbook were it not for the important consequences tnat ensuea
therefrom. #or, as berenfeld pointed cut, the 1s4l Hamburg Prayerbook is so0
conservative in its rorm that witu but & few irizling aeiaiis i- cuula nave been
well sefenueda ou the grouua of the most rigiu interpretailon of the "Shulnan

]
Aruk"e Bul due to Yeruays' arbitrary actiou, this prayerovoux bDecame Uhé cause
sor & controvepsial literature which was the veginuing of the analytical ap-
orosch to Jewish theology. #0Or thougn tne publication o. the 1c¢l9 Lamburg
Srujerooox causeu & cunsiueravle literature as o docirines of faitn, it canuot
cuupare witn tne lo&2 coalroversy whicii was 'based oun & more profounu siudy of
Juusisu anu elevaleu to & mucu nigner intellectual levele

For our purpose, tunerefore, we may Tegarld lLue 2rayerboox chiefly
as 2 rormuictioﬂgf theoloyical uostrines. ~sor it is tue coutroversy Over une
ueolo, ical implicutions uf Lu€ Prayervook tizl lea to the clarirication o1 ine
uivergeat trenus among tne intellectuzl Jews of Surope wuring the secona unzslr
of the uineteenth century. The chief poiut ¢f conireversy was Lhat thne prayer-
book wenied basic Jewish docirines, notavly ihe pocirines of = personal sessizah,
o7 hodily resurrection, of tne restoretion of the Yemple in Jerusslem and its
sacri<ieial cull, anu of the redemption of all Israel in 2zl:stine. 4re. Ge
selomon in his essay, "The lew rFrayer Boux aud its Pfersecuiion”, uefeuueu the

wsition of tae euitors towards the wessianic prayers in that vney duo no%w
‘yelieve tnat the resioration of calesiine is coucitioned by ihe boulyy personal
- s=.ce of each snu every Israelite in trne la.d of Palestine., e cuu desire

wity all our aearis the re-esiablishment 0of an uafortunsie seinerlana; we can
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even mase supplicstion to Goa for this, au.n uecome euthusiastic Jor itne icvea;

anc togeinsr witn this we can remein in the lauuw wierein sivine proviwence nas

pleceu us, continue to live tnere anu vbey, serve, anua give alle.lance o its
4

wling pcowerse." as t0 the inconsistencies wnich secharizn frenkel pointed out

reparuing the prayers tuat nave references 10 sacrilicial cult, tne ediiurs

correctly pointeu out tnat ihey causot ueny Jevisn nistory. <Tnose prayers which

==7rr to the sacrificisl cult in the pest, they hae to leave untoucneu, but

thet refer to the restoration of this cult in the future they omitted be-

=
c

ouuse it is contrery to all rationslity.
5
Phus even Iszac Hosh wannheimer, the famous nreacher of Vienna,

who was exivemely consarvative, had the followiny 0 s&y in rezara to the atii-

tias of the suitors to0 the sacrificial culs: ™althoupgh I usually plesa for

tetprizsl continuity 2nu tragition, y=t I caniol but agrec With the sStund iafen

uy he authors uf the book in the matier 0f the c¢mission of preyem Jor tle re=-

{ustitution of the sacrifice; they nave merely e.presseu what all mouern ea-

1i ntensd ths0le, izns think, even such as cling Wwith all thelr hearts to the
itad trowitions auu rorms; I am oue 07 tuosSe 7O GO HOL relionalize ine

I believe in Bnu usPin. the pationsl interpreisiion of tuils

w2uuipnic velief;

WU e auu nove for & national restorationg yei I aia free 10 openly ocouiless waal

re-—institution o7 the oloouy sscrificial ritua. uees ool dorm DErL and

erecel oF Lnese nopes and oromises; sce LLe Ly expressions 0of 1he Tojneis,

1

tiue segus, notaoly -daimoniues wino « cleres thnat the sacrifices were iutenued

6

1. “ur tue chiluserioc of Israel's ucvelopment.”

e —

un tine otner pana, velger attacked the editors of the grayerbook

sonsistent enough in their rationalisme Particularly uid he

sritisi.e them for their awnerence to irne sxoeaiency of tne Via Ledaia,.
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joiger contenued thatl if we pray Jor tue ~:iuru 1o falesiine ang for the restie
tu-ion of the lemple tnera, it implies wnal we wisi 10 rewurn to f2alestine and
to enjoy ivs bliss., He, tnercrore, helu that 211 sucn meyers wanilen imply ihe
rziury 10 falestine or tne sacrificial cult shkoula be euiirely omivteds Ine
siead, ie sald, we ovugnt 1o rejuice anu ve thancful 10 Proviuence ror naving
Gpeusd our 2,68 10 unuwerstana that true worship woss noti require sacri #ides.

lu regard LU tne re-iustitution or itne uneuvrew prayers, replasim tueir vemman
trauclations or ihe 1olY euition, “eiger says that it was an unwise procevure
ogc. use Eebrew is 10 longsr unuerstivoa oy the masszes. In uis opinion, ihe
ritual shoulu ve as much as possivle in ihe vermacular wuics is unuersiuou by

i 7

ETETYU0UY dhe reauwing or the forah, veigir coutenued, snpodk also be in tne
veraacular as st least ii be read in Hebrew anu translated into vema.. He -
zlso criticizes thew for re-introuucing tne daily ritual into the frayervook
taus usholuing the eaitors of the 181y edition who claimed that jublic worshin
is only obligatory on Sabbaths and Holidays. Geiger also vehsmently crivici.es
tne lsauars or the Yemple for preiencing officislly to adhere to .almuaic
trecition wnile the, privately auwe publisly viclate Rt, tnus ouly creatiig a
1uaSn between litTe and creed. He cun2luues npis criticism witn an apw al to vhe
leauers of the +emple Lo siaua in tue foremust rau<s of the refor a0vensal auu
200 ue cuntent witu some superficial reforms in lne IrayervooL, Lut iasiead
Gliemit at & narmonicus reconciliation of life anu creede For arfter all, the
il of the reform movement 18 nol L0 introuuce a few liturgical cnanpes, but to
sece it cuown publicly Lhat we uave ueparied from the staie of petrification

i. wnich Jewish lire was ste@ ed Ior 0 many yoarse lInsie ., he alaimed, the
4ew Srayervook 10oks entirely voo wucu like & comproai.e; tuere is spparent

8
the uedbre not Lo surrenuer the olu view out to evade its injurious efiecise

E
_1

——
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iLne weakmness of velger was tnat he was raticual ana consistent
tc a :?‘filt. Ha "oulu@ot allow, in the least, 7or popular prejuuices ana nistor- -~ —~
izgl sentimenis, We must not ccnclude, howev:r, from this, as Serenfel. doces,
that uveiger in nis rationalism sought to destroy completely the nationgl exist-
ence of the Jewish peorple anu trzansform Judaism into 2 mere religicus <.'.l:|11'..9
For, as berenfeld himself points out in znother work of his, Gelger nsza a uro-
found unuerstanding of Jewisn pasis, & fine appreciation of tne inuerent genius —_
0f the Jewish pecple, anda & lorty couception of iis Fulure wesiiny, ana taough
Geiger woula &t times speax bitterly agsinst :elmuule Judaism, his very "Ur-
sarift” 1is the greatest lestimony to “eiger's velief that both the "wriitenw
aua tue "oral" law are the full ana grauual expression o1 Lhe uatiocnzl prenius

10

of Israel. In maintaining that Juusis.. was a spiritusl prousct wialci: was
weaveu Dy tne people oi revelaiion, veiger guoies Juuah halevi to the -ffect —_—
t.at "Israel is the heart of mankinud which in Lis unity ever preserveud its
nigner susceptibility enu tuat its savgral uistisguisneu men were tne neart ¥

11

0 Lhel nearte" In Geiger's view, the revelation of Israel assumeu differeunt

Jorms throughout the ages, yel tehina all these forms there is an unseen taresa

upiting them &)l anu this threac veiger czlls "Juoailsm", whicin he uefiues &s
12
"the rfull expression of the revealed doctrine®. Geiger mziunteins that the

reason the Jews could survive as a uistinct group in the Jlaspora, while z11
other nationalities disappeared once removea fro: their native land, is "be-
ien 2 nation, beczuse they were & community united by

13
he ovana of &an iueZe sessseeine creative spirdt ned not uliogeiner vanishea

cause they were more

from Juusism, there was .0 complete cunclusion, 80 ihat nothing could ve
renevieu, notning eunobled--the living spirit continueu 10 flow turcugh the

times. Jhougn the complaint is neara: "Phere 15 no rore prophetl =mong us’',
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jet iae same holy, ennobling spirit continueu its work. 4rauwitiou is the ae=-
velopiug power, continuing in Judszism as an invisiole creative azent, as = cer-
teiu something which will never outsin its full expression: out waichn will ever
WOrK anu create. arauitiuu‘is the life-giving soul in Juuaism; it is the
uaushiter of Hevelation, enjoying the same riguts with uer motner, 4racition
never ula, never will, vauisu from Juusism; it is ine fouutain that will ever
fertilize the iimes, anud, whenever iv will come in contact with the outer world
it will create new formations accoraing to the everchanging wwaits and necesd-
14
ties o7 life." Hence, as we reau through the whole series o1r weirer's lec-
tures on Jewish history we can sum up his view on Judaisa, tnair it ie more than
a nationzlity (in the political sense); that it is more than a mere Nosaic
lerislation (which was lenuelsohn's view); and more than a nere realigion (in
tre Jhristlan wogmatic sense of the woral); out, that It was s living spirit of
revzlation ingerent in the "community of Israel® | ﬁ"ﬂ’ MNOeJ D | wiich
is conuitionea by the unlty of Israel throwshout the worlu,

L: is because of tnis aruent faiin in the eternity of Israel,
whicn is gpparent in every .ine of welgaer's writings that ne was nou ¢oncerned
60 mucna witn wne preservaiion of this or thai particular form or phase of
Juuaisy whiceh may fall 1.to oolivion in the c.uuraey' of thme, anu Lnough Geiger
pecane mown oy ais frieuus as wellﬁas by his 0. oneutls, as the aesiroyer of
Jdevwisy navionslism, he may be regarued, wilhoul &any uuvulbi, &5 vhe faluer of lue
hetivnelisiic movement in sastern asuropes It is nis iuesology walen spread
reniuly among the relormers or Russia, tnat gape birith to "spiritual unationsl-
ism" waich founa its clearesi expression in oimon subnow, who derines Jucsaism
sz Lein;: .he spiritual, historic bond which unites all the Jews ihruuphout the

worla regaraless of their political loyalties to their respeciive countries anad




—=]172-=
15
fisuzpendent of & Jewish staie in Pslestine, It is ou these presises that
Geiger demana=u ine removal i such passa-es iun tne Liturpy which refer o the
l1itical unity of Israel. This position he persisiently maintained in his

1l6L4 ecition of the prayerbook "Seder .eshilah J'bar Yom 3'yomom,

berenfela correcily pointed ocut Lhat Zecuariuh #rankel znu his
followers entcriainea exacily the same view as uelger auid, but that he refriined
from aumitiing those pussages whicu implied that the Jews are in a state of
exile in tlelr respeciive couuntries, not beceuce of nationalistic motives but
because tney would nov tamper witu liturgical passages wihich became hzallowed by
treuition. oerenfel. cnaracterizes cuch an attituce as & wlsitortion o logic

16

£his Sruayerboog controversy was ins.ramental iz stirring up the

wlrozuy vexing provlems in the Jewisn communities in Jdemany, snc brougnt <eenly

0 tne sitention of wue libersl ravois ipe uecessiiy of a4 forum where Lnese
vital cuestions coulu be analyzed anu uiscusseds This pave rise t0 a nusver of
epoch-making Rabbinical Conferernces which neve stempec the further dsvelopment
of seform Judsism in Gewmany =znua particularly in America. Anc though the de-
tnils of these Jonferences are notv within the scove of this treaiment, mention
must be mage of them that we may undersiand the Hebrew literature, evos:d by
the., sne which is iu the mein sntagoniscic to wvne aspiratlons anu activitvies

of tue Revuls who convenea atv these assemblies,

Ze dne Brunswick and frankfort cJonfercnces.
Assemblies of Fmocvis 1o uetsrmine comuon sourses of action or
comion principles of Mitn attenced exclusively by orficlating ravuvis are 2 uew

puenvmenon in Jewisi: lire wnich hes no preceuent in Jewlsn hisiory. The first
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asaubinicel Counference took place at Wiesbzuen in 1827, in answer Lo & czall
17
issued by velger. In his wpocal veigsr staied that "iv is not intenaed to

cresle a new Juuaism, nor yet to assume the authoriiy of a Symods it suall

merely iive honest men the opportunity to uiscuss the proper m:thods cf con-

ducting their office, 2na shall be the begiuning of the restoration of the al-
a8

200t vanished soirit of Judaism." shough this Jonference uia not arrive at

+ {mportant decision, it is of greatest simificance as a pathfinuer in the

an:
=,

e

mulation of Reform Juuslism, for the ravbis prisest &t this Conference re-
solved to discuss the practical questions which were agitating the Jewish come-
sunicies av tnat time in veiger's "Wissenscnziiliche Zeivscrnrift Sir Juuishe
Lneolo ie", Phus in 1842 when thne friction beitween orthouoxy and reform be=
came very acute, the discucsions o this pariocaical became of grealest import-
2u¢e 10 tue raiomm racvis who were atlackeu frow iwo siues; on ine one nanu,
oy Lhe orthouox rauv.is vecausz of Lboo prayerbook coulrover.y, and Oun thé otner

_ 19
saud uy tne racicels of tne "Frliends of Agform", Wwhose raulcal measures the
reform rapbis refused to enuorse. 4his itwo-siueu siruggle forcea tne maobis of
liberal anu reform tenuencies to orsznize themselves anu couvene from time t0
time to discuss the vexing proclens that arose in Jewish life &5 a result of
cuanging conuit cns, and to reach at some decisions for the guicancs oI the
tr :vlea comnunities. +he cz=ll for such a conference wes issued by Ludwig

20

2nilipsson, 2aitor of the "Allg. 4eit. des Juuentums™, on Jan. 1L, 1844.
Iy this call, Philippson wrote: "Let us svesizr plainly. the issue is no longer
tne permissibility or non-permissibility of this or thet synagoral insiitution,
0f :his or that alleviation for civil or social life; the issue before us is
concerned vity the entire contemtu of cur religion, “hicn we musi present ang

stren; vuen in its _urity in order 1o rascue it frum ceadening rigiaity on the




~=174

¢ne nanu and Irem benumbing unfaith on the other. Juuaism is losing influence

uay by uey and every laymen is ss<ing us "What are jyou uwoing?' Une objects of

tié Conference shall bes: (a) to bring tue ravbis into closer relatiuvns and zc-

juaintanceship; (b) to promoie unmnimity in the conuuct of the ravviniecal

oifice; (c) to further the founding of comuunzl iastitutions; ana (u) to aelib-
21

erate ou all Jewisu arfairs.”

£hilippson's call was very timely. 1t met wiin the syspathy of
& uumper of ravols ana it resulted in the convening of Ravbinic Conferences
2. -ranswick in June 1044 eand =t rrankfort-on-the=-dein in July l544<, anc at
sresslau in June 1B846.

It would lead us far atield to enter into a discussion of these
sonferences. We would, therefore, limit ourselves to the pivotel proulems Lhat
arose at these sessions anu to the attitude taken by the various groups on
t.ese problems. ~Lhe two cutstanding points of ciscussion wers: (1) the Zuestion
of authority in “ebrm Judaism, i.e., the authoriiative validity of the uecis-
iuns reacned &1 Jhese rabbiniesl confereunces; (2) tne correlaticn of (ue (atione

al (oolivical) ana tne religious aspecis in Juwaism, namely now fare ceén the

e
ot
[~]

ational (poliivical) aspect of Judaisu be removed witnout uestroyiug

reli ious struciures.

. !
(Nowes The issues raisea tnere reparaing toe re..ris in marriszge i

iuws Uklft.Ou ijmportant & sucjecl vo ce treated iu casual fasnion, ane will,

tuerciore, be given special ccunsiueration in upe furtner siuuay wnic: 1 con-

template making on the supject for my wg.or of ivinity inesis.)
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2, The Juestion of Authority.

As stated avove, the very nature of z conference of orficiating
ra..is only 1is in itself a departure from Traditionzl Juueism. For as ueiger
nimsels pointed out in his "Uréhrift; one o the escential aifferances between
tne Jaduucees and ‘narisees is thal the former were sacerdotalists anu clerical
wiile tue laiter was & orogressive lay movement auu sontinued as such throuchout
Jewisn nistory until the Walmudic trauition uss vectiie s0 petrifiea that we
aow nmve Yalmudic Aaraism (Geiger's favorite tenmn for urihodoxy), Wuic con=-
sivers ipe recpipic yualificetiun as tne final word in Juusism. ILe claimed,
tuerefore, anu wity Jjustification, that tne_fgrorm movenment in ivs 7ight a2 zinst

ri. iu ravoinis.. is aiming to resiore tne irue uature of Juuzism oy allowing the
"neople of revelatiou" to iuaterpret in every zge the truec esseuce of Juuaisnm,

gu¢ Lo give it that rForm whic:. is wost acceprvasle to inems she intell:aciusl
eritics of ihe reform movement, tuersiore, correctly conlended inut iLLese coli=
ferences, wnicn allow only ofriciating recuis to participaie in ueliverstious,
will ouly leed to the cresiion or & new clericalism in Juusism. Lheir contention
wzs wnat 1f Jaosism is to be avjusied to the demanus of tne time, it shcula be

left iu tne nands of recogmized Jewish scholars whetner they be officiating
22
rauvuis or not.

In justice to veiger, nowev:r, it must be siaied that since he
wes anzble to be oresent at tne onening session, e sauresced 3 letter ic tne
senUeTs 07 the conference iu wnicn he urged that wneir welicerations oe marsly

srewrsl0ry and oot resolutatory--inst it conceru ftsals with orazstical

sroulens of tue reusinate wuu not with theoreiical uiscussion regeraing Jewish
23

Luw, aue that it evold leying wown any sard-anu-fasi rules.

Inuced, the reccis sec & rigut 1o Svaveue ou & platforn as

|
éi



vavlised in Znilipsson's call, uumely, 10 crea.e closer relatiousnips among
zselves, t0 promote umenimity in the conuust of the rmubinical office, to
urther tne fouuaing of communz]l instivutions, anu to veliuveraie on all Jevish
a?7zirse 11 hau no authority, nowever, to enuorse the resolutions avopted at
the french 8anhearin, particularly such an important resolution as the one re-

erding intersarrispe without consulting the opinions mnd the santinents of re-
24
»ornized autnorities of the Jewish peopnle. At the very outset 27 Tz Jrvrse

wick Conference we notice clearly a departure from the original urogram which
wet outlined by Ludwig 2hilippson, for the firsu parasreon of tns rules govern=
Le Jonferance wefines its _Juroose to be 28 follows: '"fue maobiniczal
sunferences uave as lneir purpose Luat tne ncmbers snall tede cuacsel Logetuer
ii order vo wetermine by what oesns tne prsservation ana uevelopument of auzism
tu.e snlivening 07 the religious comscicusness cen Le cocomnlisuee.” and
sereufelu is correct iu agreein with the critics 07 wne refora rau.sis who
JAesued Lnet to & cunfer=uce Lne aim of woioh was Lue prescorvativi. of Juuwalisn
tuey shvula 2180 nave caileda sucu cvulsvanaiug lay sololars as Luzzaio, awis,

Ae glo, I0st, aau Otucrs, wiose scuolarship ledu tuew more autnurity wusn uhe

recsuinical office gave t0 tue ravble soOr iv is recugul zed Jewisn schnolursnip
6

)

“ih L0 @ raocbinical of.ice tual Lmxes Oue auu autpority inga.ters of Juusisu,.
a.u iu this respect we nusit siuve witu <eclhisriah sFrincel, wuo, in opposition to

tue ravbinicsl confereuces, aavocated in his monthly, eouventions of recojmized
a7
Jowisn scnolarse

be .ne Political aspect of Judaism.

Witls recard to the seco. izportant pu

ut of i.sme, ¢ Zinu a

reat weal or misundersicnuing anu & deliveraie or mistaxen sonfusior. <The

=7
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sistexe which is usually maue by most writers on the suuject in treating. the
wativnalisvic couiroversy in derorm Juuaism, is tnat tney eitner forget or

ionore vhe Jfact tnar tke concept of umationaliss waring ithe couuroversy was al-

togetler ulfferent from Laat waicn resulted frow the sosial reawareniug in
wurope wuring the second wulf 07 tue nineteenth century. sor, 2s we read the
gemasu =5 well &s ithe Hebrew literature of ihe time, we fiua the terms
"ational™ ana "oolitical"™ invariaovly interchaugea, as ir they were synonymouse
28
sgtionalism, as unuerstooa Louay,&8 uefinea iu vur uiesis auvove, was as yet
unknovm at that time. It, therefore, inuicaies a lack of uistorical perspect=-
ive on wue part of pro or antiereform writers wien they state thatu tne confer=
gLces nave taken a definite step a:ainst the nationaslistic aspect of Juaaism,
%iet tne r-formers wers actually sceking to remove was the political implicae
tivis of traditional Judaism, becazuse they regardec the celves politically at
oue wityn the Veman peopla. Lhus fran<furter s cazing on he SU. et ol whe
sonserecuce of srunswick, declares "nicits ist wichtiger, als wass vou uns selbst
r 29
@1l lue=s .wu Poliviiscues genau anterscrniedea wurue,® Lheir zinm was
cleerly Lo cumpt Juusism 10 the muueri conditions ofF life tuat it be no ime-

peuiment on tune way of every Jdew to become at one wWitn the body pelitic of his

uative c.untry. 4uney, thercfore, Scu,nt 10 &volisk sucn laws whicn woulu ine
terfare witn tneir wuties as citizens anu 1o reunove such refereunces in the

litur,y whicn e.presseu a uesire for tpe reiurn 0 Lue Jews &s 3 uluy 10 i

i
dalestine, ana which regarues the Jewisn life in (ue o~daspors 3s a lemporary i
S0 ’

state oi 2xile. And since language Was then regarded ss a noliticsl rataer
thuan ¢ nacvional characierisiic, they saw uo valiu reasou .or iivs reveution in it B
service, particularly when it works a naraship ou a greal mejority of the i
peonle Who 40 not understand the Hebrew lang:iage. sven Eolaheim, who favored F!
"

ey
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tue retention of the Hebrew lancuage, end <echariech Francel, who fought bitterly
for itv, eana who left the conference in protest on tne issueof the Hebrew lang=-
ua;e in the ritual, advocated its retentior not on ™nationalistie” grounds, but
becruse they believed that the Hebrew lanjuage would sireugtnen tae religious
5y |
solidarity of tue peopnle ( Nhas3 /’)/4/) Je ana in his letter of
protest to the Zresivent of the (onfersnce, franxel contenced inat the removal
v
¢f the Hebrew language woulu uuuermine the Hebrew religion, sut uct mention
wes maue anywnere to Jewish naiionalism. Likewlse, in thie protesis irom the
orthouox wing e eiust tne Pruuswick conference, incluaing thet of ~amson
Repusel bi sh, we fina no mention to the &ffect ihat the removal of Hebrew from
tue ritual woula wesken the natiunsl counscicusness or tne pecple. Unly vaguely
we finu nere esnu tuere some exoressions 1. tne responsa 0f tue Orihoudx

s
raools waion may be interpreted as nat.onalistice

e Tne Literary Polemic ~voxeu by tnese Conferences.

The Bruuswick and the *ranicfort Jonferences izde & crealmstir
among the men of Jewish learning then amon;; the masses, vecause such confer-
ences were a new plienomenon in Jewish 1life which involved many asauemic pro=-

54
blamse 4£11 the Eebrew writings on the subject with but few exseptions  take
a nggative atvitude towera thes- counferences, cluring that the activus of une
refor: racois were veia and ussutnoritaiive. EBunureus ol Bebraw pamphlets were
writien a4t the time warniiyy the people 20U to accept wue aecisions 07 lnese
sunferenses nor to recognize tne leauvershis of the racoels who participaied in
theme 0S8t Of these protests are of very litile literary value. It is noie-
wertny, uowever, that the very vublicatiou of inese nundreus of pampllets

sa.aiust tne couferences is iucicstive of the extent to Wanicua tne Hebrew
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a5
lanyuage was still predominant ia the life of the Jewish people of the iime.
Ha paport was, tuerefore, justified to a certain exient iu his resentment
gyainst the leaders of the conference for not having read his communication to
:he convening rabbis on the ground that it was written in Hebrew which renders

36
the reading of it at the couference nunpractical.
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Phe Orthodox rasbis in their accuctomed mamner collecleu & great
nwiber of respousa srom #over 116 racuis condemunin, the cunfereace. uhese
37

repo.se Were caited by two wealthy laymen o0f amsteraam unuer the iLitle, "Rorat
LB-Kanaul" (amsteramn 1840)e “he style auu tue CouLeator oSt OF lusse re-
soousa are 1ot much superior to thuse of ine "Jlore ha-prit". ve wmeet with
practically the same plhrases 0T acuse gud viin the same wholesale anu uncritical
cunuemnation ot every zction of tue reformers, whatuer it e an importaul re=
forn in merriage laws or a removal of some minor liturgical passage in the
orayerbook. Ahe only communication in tnis collection worthy of =emtion is

, <8 .
tat of Yamson apheel Kirsh. Yirsh taces the reformers severaly to iasxk

i 39
for their action permitting intermarriage, and accuses the. of playing to
the szllery by legalizing every desire vle uenarture from tradition on the
sreulic that the leawers must suomit to the "cunscio.suness” znd "spiriu" of
the time. Hirsh claims Lnat these pnraces which wers pLliply useu =1 ine
confereuces were ouly suvierfuges 01 COWs raly lead:Ts Wno uared ool leaas
lence, tuey ch.ose to be leu Ly tne laity and 1 palize every widn of tneirs

40
oy ueclerine tnat the leauers must submii 10 the "spirit" o the time.

Al
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Ee sccuses tne leauers of tne reform movement io unaermining the zuthorivy of

—

vauaism by their declzreiion that the Yalmuu ane even some perts of tue sible
4l

sre no longer bLinuing. He, therefore, empnatically weclares iansat the rabbi-

niczl conferences 037 ithe reforued nave uo valiaity whatsoever as far as Jewish

Law is coucemed, anu that the men who perticipated iﬁét are uniit for Jewish

' leauershipe.
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.irsh is careful, nowever, 4ol L0 sage SWeeplng pencralizatiouns moout Lhe re-

foraers as the rest of the orihoaox ravuis ulae He Kknows that coong Luose who
rticipated in the conference tner: was also & miusority cpiulon whicu was .ore

?avoraile to tracition anu ke wants it to oe unuerstoouw thai wnat ue s&ia in

repard vo tne conferance in general does not ep ly to every pariticipant
42

tuuiviauallye Likewise Hirsh is not blinu to the fact thet ueplorable

conuitions of Judaism in mouern tizes zre cue to many ouisice Jorcas that iesnd

to uisinteprete Jewish life &nd not to the activities of tle rarforsers &s it
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#es -laimed by most of the orthodox rabuis at tne time., He claims, liowever, iR
Juugisn -an be saved from these disintepraiing forces not in piving in to the

s . a 1 " - =
mspirit of the tHe™ as the rerormers ug but ratuer in creailing a sironger re=-

44 <

sistance against it.
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Hirsh, wnereiure, me<es & 2lea to L.r'..nouo:. Jewry at larpe to
guster every power of resisiance auu L0 orpanize inesselves Lo sirenciuen
every ins.runentelfty which lostcrs group conscicusness. e ueplores tue
fuol tkai the synajogue whick is the cost powertul irtegrating agency of
Jewisn 1ife nas fallen into auuse, and e irges every poscibility in the con-
duet ana in vhe service of the synazogue to render it more acsinetic anc thus

i
meie it more influential in the 1ife of our people. On the other hanu, he
nleaus with the reformers toc be cautious in their action for fear Lhat they
45
ma; czuse a breach in the "House of Israel".

Phis responsa of “amson Aapheel Hirsh is one of the finest and

a5t nlessant pits of wriving in the polemic & ainst rerorm in Hebrew liter-

sture. Hirsh dia not aitack any one inuividually nor uiu ne muge any wholesale |
gecusations, neliner diu ne cuufdse the issues witn pilouliscic digressions.

l.steau, nhis plea wes for unity ana Larmony, fOor conceriea a*tiv. to remove

L evil coauitious provailing in Juuaism in oruer te creaie & aore forcesul j
resisiance 10 tne influences oi the environument. =is respuusun represeuls a
WSt pleasani coutlrast 10 Lhe Buy OLLers, 4 ticularly to tust of aavbl

Hoseno. re of 20lad, Whu urgeu lie Orihoudx Jews L0 separaie tuenselves uoadily
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fron tne refonmers &au not iatermarry witn tanes, for lney are worse Lhen the
dzralies and because tn=ir neglect of Jewisn zarriz.e laws renders their
%6
chilureu 1llilegal aceoruing to Jewish Law,.
another ravcinical protest similar to ithat of 5. R, Hirsh, ~
thougn uot as tolerant, came from savid ~eulsch, -avbi of Sonrsu, O. S., Who
wee One 0f the most cultured orthouox rabuvis in Wermany anc a prolific rabbinie
47

writar. His protest against the conference is enti.led "Asof Assefah"

{sresslsu 1545), =and is written in 2 lucid and faultless Hebrew. sxuisch awells

norticularly on the uocurine of "forah win Ha-Gpamaim"--of tue Jivine revela-
tion of the Jeniateuch, which, he clains, was rejec.eu by the ravbls present
at t.e cunfereates thuugn it is a ceraipal woctrine in Juuzism. In this re-
specl, he says, tne reformers Lave gone furiuer Lhsw Lhe daraiics becasuse the
latier nave uvuly uenieu tne Jivine origin of the "Ural Law" while tne reformers
48

neve aenieu evel iusl of the writien Law, seutsch accuses tue refors raoois
not valy of wneclogical peresy put z2lso of usurpation 01 luae rzubinic oviTice.
e gleims .nal they &re aisqualisiea for itnat office for tares reasons: irst,
Ligy are .0V Orda.neu 40T are Luey railf.ud 0y wie autuoriiles of ke "denilat®; —3
seconuly, they are uot verseu in Jewisn law; ana thiraly, they a0 not voserve
Jewisy practices, the neglect of whic: disqueliries ihewm automatially from

49

macing any reiforms. Lixze appsport, ~euisch takes the leauers of the con-

ferences to task for not having invited to the assexbly authoricies in Jewish [

Law who are not ofviciating rabbls. UMoreover, the roforn rahbls who convensd ‘*
at srun.wick were not content witn merely = theoreticsl aiscussion of the |

sesireu reform but also resolved to carry them into oractise; an act which B
50 4,

wutsch elains they haa no suthierity Lo performe In regarda to the liturgical

3imiy e «eutsch is nou as fanatic &3 tne resc of nis colleapues, bul he
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suntends that the reformers in their omission of certain liturgical portions
too< into consiaeration 0.1y their inurinsic value anu faileu to realize ihat
cerigin preyers have become nall.wed by Lrauition and possess s unicue amot-
51

ionel appeal rfor the opeople. a5 10 the linguisiic problem of the liturgy,
£uisch clains that tne reforma rabois are guilty of uisiortion of logic, for if
i1 is true inail the majority o people uo not xuow the Hebrew langua.e sufiice-
fently v0 nudersianu vhe trauitional prayers, ine ouly lo icel remeuy for is to
teacsn them ithe Hebrew lan.ua, e, but uot to fiwow it out o7 ihe service. Uiher-
wise, one coule concluse from their utterances that tne reform rabbis nave come
10 the nuint wnere tpney no longer regaru tue suowleu.e of Hebrew as essential,
i.. such a case they would be guilty of a much graver errore

He points out tha: the Hebrew langusge is the ouly medium which
¢*aps up Jewish unity anc secures the transmission of the cultiral neritaye of
the Jewish people. Whe writings of the <rabic-Jewish philcso-hers, ne says,
woiailu nave long been forgolten by the people and woulu have hida Lo #ifect upon
heir lives were iy not for the fact tael the greatler part of it ®s irassiated
izto ihe Hebrew langua, es dhe removal, thercforzs, of Eevrew fro.w ihe s a0 ue
cuu accomplisn ovuly one thing, ummely, the daisrupiion of Jewish unity turvaghout

b2

LLe Seride AS 10 the «essianic prayers wnicn the reforzers Lave umittled,
wz..5ch puints out uhas it is not ouly a ulsregera for an esscutlial thevlogical
Wosirine but upat it is & cosira.dicetiou to the religl.us mission orf tine Jewish
Jecple WhLich the reformers 80 prouuly asserte ror if we woO Well tLe uatious
"o rollow in our ligno™ we uusl Cerisiuly neve a Couulry Viere tne Jewish
people cuvuluw live & lire accoruiug vo itvs religicus ilusals anu vwhick ceuld
serve as an example to ihe worlae 4ne uesire for emancipution uoces .ot in

Log sonfiizst wits toe hope fur the return to Pzlestine, siunce the Jewish

) (rp—
v ledst C©
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lessiznic hope is universalistic iu its nailure, Jeutsch ariues very in-
genuuusly that to re;ard one's resiceuce iu a country as temoorary is not in
conflicu witn une's cicvizensulp, for ir tnis were the case tuex every msu wno
regaras nis life in inis worle as iransitory anu worthless anua wuo pr.ys for
& life in a worlu to comeﬁ:huulu pe .enieu citizenship on ine sroumiof uis-
loyalty to one's country. Ke takes the rerormers tc tzsk pa-ticularly for the
psermission 0F luter-marriage whicy he claims woulu uestiroy the lasi th-ead
wnic:. zeeps us from uislm.egn.tion.bb In conclusion, ne charges wost cof the
resormers wits eguivocaticv. ane iusincerity: one clal.s lnat ikey are only in-
teresled in meking a religion or convenience ana tuat tuey seek LU guugure taeir
real aotives witi many philesophic ame ravuvinic argumentatious, zs if they
56
were interesied i.i Lhe prescrvetion of Juuelisme
Almost in ine same sirain is ihe protest of 5. J. ‘&0 gort
gutivled "rahshat degulah" (Frankforte-on-iain 1345), HRappeport's groatsst
wza-ness was that he coulu never transcend his cown nersonel grievancas uwina it
is this fault .f his that weakens his oroies: apgainst .ue refor.ers, ®hich
ctuerwise contains many valia arguments, Like «eutsch, he zlazinms (hat the sole
&L . 07 the conferences *sS to lepzlize the lire of convenience of tne enanci-
paieu aud pleasure-rmting Jeu.S? He accuses the rztiunalistic ravcis of
lacxing spprecdation for tne psychnological genius of wue fherisees ana 0f the
dulimaists who witin their henceneuiic ueviges wereg aile tu preserve Juusism 3
0 uaisintegration throucnoeut the Ler<est ayes of persecution znd o _:re::si.;-n.ds
17 tuere urs Jscrepancies veiween irauitional Judelsm anu wecuery conuitious
.+ life, Happaport does not uvelieve lua. arultrary rejonis cuu renove ihen,
i
l.istezu re velieves wusl tasse uiscrepzncies will Le redouciled in '.1.:.5.09

sg slaims that the reformers are removiang wost tngy cousic r unessential in
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religion &nu they have cnly rencerew Judaism voiu of content ana of soul and
ave ueprived tne Jewisi peoole of ihe mysti:el element in religion for waich

60
toey will pegin to seek in other religicus cults.
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Raipaport asseris that the refomers delude thecselves in think=-
iw tn-t the westernizatiovun of the Jewisn religion will solve tupe problem of
unti-semitisme. He contenus tiat the varistlan woriu will never become re-
Ccuuciled with the Jewlish pecple unless the latier accept lhristiznity in its
senirety ana that the gentile world will nave pr ater coniemnt For the ue-

ul
Juuzized JeW tual for the sunergr to Jewisu traaition.
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It ie tne biuvter irony or fave, nie says, tnatl just at the time
wien the world is willings to rwcognize us as citizens at our own terss tuat vhe
reormers begin to &2 .ounce one essential doctrine after anotner in the nope i
62

o7 zitaining illusory bliss, Rappeport .axes the r:formers severely to task

for weclaring that “eform Juuaism is in line with ralmuaic tradition, while in

reality tney ulsrepara its most esseniial principle. ror ine essential Taluauaic
rinciple rejgardaing authorily iu vuaais. is thzt & Lymod can unly enact refomas t

»i
I

i. 2ivil matvers | /9p4/f'/f 2€ 7 /_,/v;-i ) or iy sucn religious practices
wnic.. fal! unuer ihe captioa of ”D‘/M ﬁ/ AECA . ine reforuers,
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however, eitner overlcokeu or us.lecteuw tue primery limitation of a Synou and
enscieu illegal resorms. HReppaport, also, ouiuis vut Lhe weazness of the
position 01 tue reformers iu that they scek L0 estaclisn the validity of the
Jewh laws on tue basis of aniiyuity, as iv is apparent in their aisregara of

tpe raovovinic enaciments of talmuuic anu post-telmuuic autnorities. sHappaport
argues very foreibly that if we are to rfollow sach a cuurse tiere is no logical
siopping point in abolishiug the Lawe In nis view, it is tpe iutrinsic value of
a law anu noi ivs antiguity that pives it ivs binuiug f.'o'dlinar.“r He, thererore,
warns the refor.mrs tnat by ulsregarding the ceremonial law they will only
unceraine the solidarity of the Jewisu people, anu le pleads witn tiem 10 re-

65
tract before their actions lead t.g harmful resultis. o the rabbis mho

claimed that they are not fighting against Yalmidic trauition cut only agzinst
the "yoxe" of the "Shulhan Arux" Rappaport ironically says, that those revois
wio scei to free themselves frow the "yoke" of the “3Shulhan arut* will in time

66
pecome enslaveu to the "yoxe" o1 tue rfarnassim”. He zlso criticizea the

lesuers of the confereuces mos. severely for not naviang iavi.eu to their ae-
liberations scholars aud laymen meny of wWhom oversnauowed the racuis in Jewish

&7
learings.
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Rasoaport &lso plesds that reli ivus anu Jewish internal

polemics should not be carried on in the Germanm lanjguage, but in Hebrew, for I




*he acousations throwm against each oiner by the ooposing partles ouly fur-
nish werlcome material for anti-semitic agitawrs.&a A8 an example of such
raterisl, he quotes = sermon deliverau by one of the reform ravois auring the
conference in a synapop at srunswick, wihicn was atienued by Jews znu rentiles,
1u nis semon, the ravci concludes as follows: "AOr many nunureds of years ithe
Jewish people nave Lurssd away siubvornly frou thie search of iruthe. 2Meir ine
tellect auu emovions have Lecome st nant beczuse tneir lirfe was motivatedonly
oy mecnanical actious, the puriose of which was uniniellipible to them. as z
result, tney began to sing in tke mire until our geuneratvion came anu saved
thea from :lt.."69 Reopaport accuseu tnis racbi of inexcusavle ignorauce of
Jeisu uisiory, anu ue poinis out uisitorically .hat ihe Jows uave always Leen
acreast o7 ine spirit of wne time when they were preveutea frou uoing so by
70

Jutsiae rorces. He expresses uis utier inaignation ageinst the actiun of the

reforers in permitting intermarrizge,in their renunciation of the traditional
dessianic prayers. However, nis arguments on these points are practically ithe
sam~ &5 those of ui__rf_l} and ~eutsch and need not be reiterateds as to the -
gorron negleet of the religious practises among emancipated Jews, Xappaport
claims that the rabbis cannot hels but taxe a more firn stand in their insis-
tence on tne observaince of the minuiise of the Law, pec.use gc:o-iing to a
Jewish luw, religious practices canuol be raformed. +he rabuis may sneu'e some
civil laws accoruing tu uecessities or tiue, but as to religicus ysractices tney
et .uly bide their time until the concitlonus .e=cowe mere conuucive lur ihe
observauce of the law anu until such time they must assune & mosi tolerant
attitade tOwerus nou-oObServers, so &s u0t to alienate ihew frowm the rola of

71

vauaism. in conclusion, Fappaport criticiz.J severely tue persom.el of

lu€ reforo reboiuste. He puinis out twat uot oaly is thelr cnowleuge of
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Juuwnism very superficial bvut tney are slso unfeamilinr with Jewisi life. Ee

slalus that most 0F the resorm raccis of nis time are mewn wno iu thelir cuild-

tova aad litile or no Jewisu trainiiy, wno ueriveu tneir elementary an. nigner '
guucetion in non-Jewisu schuul§ anu wuo spent w@ost of tieir lives iu cities

-
wnlcu nave a negliglvle Jewish populatiovu. unly after Lhaving reached maturity

aic tuey soquire a smalvering of Jewisn learminug wmuutly from non-Je-isn text-

bouxs, &nd have, tuer:fore, no feelinug for nor undersiancing of Juualsm,
Rappaport contenus, ther-fore, that if what the reformers claim
is true, namely, that Juuaism musi be adjusied to the aspirations of the Jewlish
yeople, the adjustment must be made by men who 'mow Juusdsm and who mo* the
Jowish people. Liost of the refom rabbls, however, ar: uncunalifisu for such

72
& task anu have no authority <o tamper witn it.

usion.
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Pne strup.ling years after 1548 so0 engrossea the Jewich p=enle
i, tue volitical events of tue time tuatl litile atiention coulu ve pziu to

enything else. obpeczuse uf tne politice. chauges in surope after tue nluale of

tse nineteenth century, the gravity of Jewisu provlems shifted rowm tue purely
relipivus pnases to tue poliitical, econvaic ana culiural. .‘.;an.:e. auring tne six
or seveu cecaues of the nineteentn century very little was done 10 Auvauce tne
¢zuse of reform in Western surope. Jouseguently, the polemics concerning

the religioss rerforms in Germany subsided. srue, synagopgal reforms of a mouerate

dng sontinued to be introduced in many congrepstions, bul they no longer
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atirectieu puolic sttention. <ecices, after 1548, the Hebrew lan vage in

lineu more and mere even among Jewisn scholars, anu it no longer
served &5 & meaium Jor aiscussing vital Jewls. provlems throughout Western
Luropee #row that tiae on the center of Jewisiu lirfe auu literaiure shitea

from vermany L0 SaSierm ~urose, namely, 10 valleia, Lithuania, Zoland, ana
(Noive: ohe material concerning the sirggcle for rerforms in

Aussla was ovmitteu ror lack or time, anu will be incluued in my woctor of

~ivinity thesis ou this subject.)

Fiais.
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ABCSRUIA B

AWLYSIS OF REFORW SRAYSZ300KS

1. HANSURG PRAYSRB00K.

The first Refor:z przyerbook for public religiocus worshin was the
Hamburyg Prayerbook (181%) entitled, "Cranang der QOefrentlicuen Andacht sur die
Sapoath una “esttage des ganzen Jazhres nach dem Gebrauche wes Neuen lempele
verein”, in Heurew and in German, ~#Previcus o this euition there were several
prayerboo«s iu more or less aoriageu rorm, in the vernacular, but, velng inten-
aew for private auevotion they aroused no op.osition ou the part of the orthodox
Jews, dhe rirst Reform prayeroock was tue oue used at the first coufiratiou sere

vice al tue noue of Israel Jacobsou at serlin in 1815. This 2rayerbou< con-

taiueu no Lextual chauges 0f any SOD. except LLAT SOome prayers were translated
f.%0 une verusculer and, tne "dusaf" prager was coupletely omitied. Lnis 2rayer-
boc£ was later on publisned in pemphlet form not inuicating the year auu place

of puvlicatione It served as a temdorary ritusl for tne uew ronu of service.

al first they publisned ihe ritusl for Saobathn anu New Year only, and later onm
they published rituals ror the three festivals and You Klopur (Sernielu X's He Be
ODs 240<3).

In 1817 Ginsburg and Kley preparea & new ted orary ritual which
wes usea in the Berlin reform community till 1822. This Prajyerboox followed Lhe
trauitional ritusl excent thet it was abridged enu that many raysrs were
trunslated into the vermacular, Eowever, in nous 07 iuese Zrayerovous were Lne
obligatory prayers | n7in a}é.h ) tamper o with, uor wer:s there any
omissions of ursyers wnici nezareferance te l.@ redemptios aud to lns recunsirucie-
1on of 2alessiue (Ibld, Dpe 22u=T)e

Phers ware several otner Preyerpoc4s, more or less, 075 Lue saue




(<)

form, noLably among wnicn is the one _.blisned oy abranss Junar (Iovid, 5. 70-1;
Je Doy VO1le 94 Pe 104)0

Hot uantil the"Hanmburg-.empel-uevetbuch" was Luere a coasi-ient
Prayerbook of a specific Reforn ideologys.. The eaitors of this ritual were
S, L. sran<el and I. “, 3resslau. seing of a conservaiive temperament anu
possessing a fine gpprscistion for trauitional forms, they succeeded in produc-
ing & Prayerbook true t0 the traditiounsl spirit yet satisrfying tne needs or the
tine. he outstanding ouler characteristies of this Hamburg ritual were: That
the reading began from the left side of the Prayerpook and the Hebrew was pro=-
nounced in the “Yepharuic style. as to the content of the nrayers, the editors
nza orirarily five alms iu viewy namely: (1) To eliminate the "Pesuxe I'Zimra®
s mucn as possible in ine Hebrew in oraer 10 maxe room for the verman hymnsg
(2) Lo aboreviste anu Lo traznslate into tne vernacular non-obligatory orayers
a4t Lo eliminate the silent reciiation of the Zignveen sencuictions in cruer vo
uece the service unaersioou anu uuburuensome L0 tne average person of limited
wiowleuce of hebrew; (<) L0 substitute the sepnaruic piyutim for tne asheeungic
bectu.e 0r itne superiority or tne soruer (see nouve chap. 3-6 J; (%) L0 eli.~
iuate sucn references anu prayers wnicn imply that the Jews regarc theuselves
ac sirangers ia their :stive laud (tney uld not uiscara, sowever, tue veliesf
ic tue restoration of 2alestine ana iu tne reconstruction of iue semple); (L)
L0 elimine.e such references whnich imply theolopical woctrines nc lower tzuacle
in the lin.ut of moaern thincing; namely, the beliefs iu & persoual Messiah anu
in vas resitoratios o3 the sacrificial cult. oSut tuose prayers which referread
16 the secrificzial zult as naving been practisea in tue past were left witcuched,
beceuse these were historic facis which ne«d not be aenied.
In orasr L0 understand the tenurucy of this 2rayerbock it would

su’fize to pive 8 vetailed analysis of tne Sabbuth znu resiival oraysrs.




(8very praver which is written in the vernacular 1s nmar<ed witn an asterisk)
I. ON T 5Vs UF oA-0a0Y AN OF THE T . Fu.dVALS,
» //.);90/) 277 47’ (German aymn); (e il 2A o2/wsw (TOr
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n uays tney samny insteac / /o ’ 947 » . ;

oliuny | ¥ 2a ? J’; /)/I J e?/ _?ﬁ - /_J’F'

5 ol aniws a7 ne” » “

y;p -/ J* /M rx 4 [ ;yh,w 7 fprms vy 37/;4./_.‘”/,/.-)’,

’ L » ' ,

6?/'7 j P / Jc/)‘" x //{)//f 59/}///,4"1' j,,aﬂtiuy_a‘),}b.
/y,,_/; 3,9/7/- /.,n ; @,.;/-’ (incluuing the pnrasewnr27 /./P o

(M/ﬂﬁd LMZ,’? !lﬁ.»é/)/'/jfﬁ rof &s &73, 6 E NoknP Nl w sk (accoraing !

Lo tue vepnaraic ritual) 229 ga?/')/ pan: €3 (this Hauuish

bepi.us us Yolliowss ,)/,,,g-// ks  SHn? nf FShv /D k22 Aot {y/w/ So ol +
r:r ' -

rrI

2! pnlile plas/ #ar¥ in oraer to

nave some reference to im ortality, and isteac of lu&ﬂ?d 6-3/7

they suvstisuted the ~ephardic ritual whic:. reaus a&s foliows: )
Dar Y22 27 Anbs fe 255013 v s wprS Y72V 2P |
/n?oﬂjwﬂ M/G wn /’476' " 4 in / A22 jxﬂ//ﬂ//rn, S S

/s

. i
Jor /M/?/,ye/»/ poot Diobn PIP JH P02

» /’/x-;/f'qk

1I. MUSHILG SRAYSR UR OABBATH ANJ Fooulvald.
1.* 77,, 222 3/!/
2. PAND ANIPP

5.9 s //;n
4.% MYy rorgtn #p sk
ve® ?’4‘6//’?

7.° Iﬁ{) ../""f/

8s (weraan nymnj.
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Je ﬂ?_ﬁ'&,
104 ‘_{99?

11, .ol ¢ f:@ﬂ ( outa w/ > o r?J/)
/ &
12. gj"J ?/ ‘-cyz)r ‘a g 3 ﬁ’/
| g A2 4:)"9,,/,./) LR K ean ik oy AWV PP 7l chidr
,;)7/'.-727% o:c()?/:z //}”/"’/‘(626"’ 030 9A)3 G Krelf> |
ng ppar! [pIenf womip - A e |
/;&/M« ,a//&/ y)z ‘7,4-{4;)/ AN 'pd 27) 07 /:::72 //QAP
L//,&, pfn [N 2L ff[vta”_/f 74 /ﬂi///p//a? _ﬂé?_j-i
MM/ \_,n/’.oor//j _/AI/M

15, ///5_11 3""}

1o t’j’/ M (it begins, ncewever, from lne verse /‘/’// Mr AN ).

18 J?!?pnu,}»/w.)nj-fu.ne,- elininateu tne prayer of ﬂ’ﬂ-&/ 7/1?‘ ) o

but left vhe words g/a/r-; /vt at2_ 3 ‘/]5.,/}
Srse r g % DA P72 Lrore-
i». ora r to comply witn the trauitional law inat a prayer 0r reuen ition

must precede the si uteen seueuictions).

16, D) /c'}j: {reciteu by the centorje
h 17 = ) E/a/-’} (e’ ntn %/fr //’0- %/m; _/:—U?/'))

19.% ?/y % ) [/C
20° E/aﬁ c»’?j’
2l. (German Enj.

22, f"_},&ﬂ‘} ,,7’0 f//ﬁ iir.s'.--au of //'g/t,.;) /y_ a)’/ ,o
254 2 o;v?/{,/-@//a;’

Ak i / o

2 20547 @ P

o 9D _al)er
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206, 1) AN _;M‘f?j) (read witn centillations),

27. €-‘3/’? T
28.°* /37 ) / (for tne ovlessiug of the new moon).
ede ///7) / \tne relurn Of ithe Scrol. to iue arik),.

o0s bernnan Hymme
vle 0EXmOne
vie VeIman 4Nl
Soe 6.'?/'7 AZn
S e //u’y _,né"l \Ihe:whole prayer is traditional except that insteza of
S M _/7_/\_9/" tney inserted the beonarcic ritual which is as foll.ows:
. /% J'M{ﬂ i) ot/ 294 wre A/Pw Yo m2 ALT Hewf
j‘Afo,.f;; z/_;;f R . I D /{/y :7/'1 NP p ?/‘J")[}’
(»—éa/?/.ijoz//,mn ‘A//u Iprir -4749;/‘_//‘" Zr '%’/.’/-9‘/"
- /
Wpuaes womn gposste Spofp SGr POt
2¢ 550CNU RAMBURS SHaYLApUUK OF 1841,

In order to make the Temple Prayerboox acceptaule to a greater
naiber of people many moulfications were made to renuer it swre cunservative.
£iis new eultion is entitled "ueuer Ho-AbocaHl - uebetouch fur aie Cefentliche
and nausliche anuascnt der Israeliien nach Jes Ueorauch wes heuen Israeliiiscren
dempels in Hampurg® (Hamburg 1841). Wne outstanding rmouifications of this new
ed:tion is tne reinstitution of une weeltaay prayers of the rituals for ZJurinm
oemi-holivays, and the Liutn of ab, anu of some Hebrew lextlu tharousiicut the
boot wiicn were omitted 1. tne 1819 editiou. Un the other nhaug, ine euitors of
the 1341 Prayerboox ware mors consisient in eliuineting such references which
izplieu any political aspiratic.s of the Jewisa people and alsc subsiituted

~lakendl

serman hymns for the ~epharuic piyutim whicn were iatrouuced by the rormer euitors.
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s:taileu analysis of tne weekly ritual. (Gernman translations marked by asterisk)

v 0 [ * ‘/ % 4 " ' S
F 8 ‘7”} / )8 ﬂ"/},!‘ ,j"/ﬂf/j/f//Vﬂ-/éﬁ /'Tﬁ/'_’ "-7.4"/6
w SN Pl (the Tirst anu the second) 9;//{,/”7-’ ’, SA__; P

(/"’f’ sl %" '/)z‘ n ent :, €:ﬂ/‘7 ’_i”!' 0”/}' "ﬁc///wﬁm/a

*ne- ”f"/‘/'/“-""'"/"/' S 2D - wfid e s S Ay

‘yyf SACST
The Amidahs: Whe first three benedictions enu the "Xioushah" in Ezbrew,

/’J/ﬂ nn/e to 249N W€ 1 German wits the omission of
e bencaiction /_//l&/r// s ';')_j 2 tO ,-/é oL iu Hebraw,
L@y iutrouucea tne reaving of Hallel for Zosh louesh, nanukan, and “emi-Holiazys.
ada toe reauing of 0/’_/1-2/: for the ten uays of repentance. Theu lney
reciteu tne gacuish anu closed with a werman hymns. For the aays of Jorseh
recul.y lne; luatroduced iue reauiny of the .orah, ana tuey aleo &auusw ussef

ruyers for all occasions. Tney omitied, uowever, tae bencuictious for -alit
auu ~epuilin.
wLlzileu saalysis of Lue evenliy sreyers ror Lmoubalns and restivale.are not nec=-

U
@stay Bince tune; &re the same &5 1u the former eaition. Tue moruiang servige ror
Duabbalns ana festivals follow closely tie orihowox rituasls. all the "Pesuze
J'sinran”are in Hevrew snu the rest of the service is zLou. Lue Szame as the Ore
thouox ritual except that the Messianic and the sacrificiel references =re sither
mo:ified or =lse put into parenthesis. For the Hinth of Ab they iuntroducea ine
10e.: of Helevi 3)’7////_3 :[#& .0 be recitec after tne remuins of
Lementetions (p. 418). It is noteworthy that tney also inirouuses ritaal for
tihe abranamatic convenant, the seve:. beauictious For ihe wedaing ceremony, and
s arfter meals., In most of these last uentiozed prayzrs r1or specizl oscasions

j = Vo3 -a
i

toe Messiznic referepces ware left uncasn, ed Jue 10 the faci ipat the euitors

regarded tue paraseclogy 0f unese prayers 50 ualloweud by trauition tnetl ithey Telt

suty-bound 10 preserve tnem iu their originale
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Co GelGuR'S ISRAUSLIVISCOHSS GABSLEUCH.

otridingly enough, veiger's Prayervoox entided, “Seuer Jvar Yom
B'Yomo" or ™ Israelitiscnes ueoetiuch fur uen Uffentlichen uottesuleust im Ganzenm
Ychire" (Presslau 1654) is the most comservetive iu form of mll refors preyer-
bookxs. ueiger's prayerbook reaas from rignt to left ana contains slmest the
wihole Hebrew text of the orthodox prayerboo<. 1he changes are so few and ine-
significant that it could easily pass for an orthodox prays=rbook. ~Lhere are
even the beneuictions for Talit and Lephilin (psge 7). We azlso Tind the Minha
end ia'arib for dally services. He even retainead the /y,(,/}// bene-
diction except thet he cnanged the word /'_//»c/:v// for A/ d&/? (Pe 42) e

2he boo< contains also the pr . yers for the close of vabbath
( b »2e .4 3/# ), for the Kintu of Ab (p. 148) anu for Hossana Sebba
(Upe 250ffe)e In the New Year's prayer is incluuczd the Snofur service (pue
$21-325) and the uusaf of Yo Kippur has unearly the comolece list of the
al=Het.

Nearly all tpe references L0 the resioratic. of Palesiine remsin
antuucheds Unly references 10 the comiug 0of the «essian anu of une szcrificiel
cult ne eliminated turvughouts &lso all tne pas.ages wiaich imply tnau the Jew

resards himsels as a stranger iu nis native lsnu were elimirated or mouiieds




ALPZNDIX C,

RABSINIC AULEORITY CONUBRNILNG REFORIS.

1. Concening Music in the Synagog Service.
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2« vongeming Prayer in the vermscular.
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