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PART I,
TME RAssINICAL ASSEMBLIES IN THE TALMUD,




Pare One, /4

Rabbinical Aszemblies In The Talmd,
: INTRODUCTION,

Tar gne who is not fanilisr with the scientific methed of investi

zation 2nd study and hes not had much experience in scholarly resenrch

work,te writiag of an essay or ony Talmudic subjest —:r% mesceseanrily
be rtitendad with great difficulty,for u=say resscns.In the first pluce,
he privary sourcss,wsick a2lwarsqre the =maet souht~Tor msterisl, ere
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very d4ificult for 2 young investizator to put the mzass thereof into
its nraper place and to distinmpuish the chronelegicully different mn-
terial,sspecially whisn the subjsct treated is 2 remots one,.Ian the se-
cond place,whntever matarial is at hand hias been befoapred 2nd becloun-
ded, expovndad and axwplained by later authorities,losked at €rom 4if-
Tzrent 2nd mistaken polris of view by subseguent investipotrvres ahg

necaaionzlly mimasd the correct perspective and consequantly wm=de it
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to sicture the »-
vonts 28 they accturlly gecurraed.ln the third place,due to the nature
of the liternture,atich was written primarily <or osther purpsses than
Tar thet of hist y1ater commentztors and expsunders,not alwnys in
a eritieal mcod,overlooke! many ihiags which they did not undersiand

= Tnct which c¢on ezsily be underetsnd when we consider that they had

te “e2l with & literatuare covering 2 vaet period of time,and ench
reholar pressnted the asccurrences ia ¢ Jiffereat 1i ht,picturia- =nt-

tore 28 Ko theosht thrt 147 must have boen and adding = legend rnd =

story here aad there without etatiac that it was only
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nd wag his own snd not = part of the orizin=l marration.
The result iz that the vounc navestizator ir confronted by 2 daedn=-
lur of reports 2nd opinions,s mystifying labyrinth of accounte, exnla-

netions,2nd counter-cxplanations wvhicn render it vary difficult to re-



2
éonwtruct snd teo readjust th: whole,

These difficulties one necessarily has to encounter likewise
in our subject"Rabbinic Assemblies in the Talmud:wherc in nddition
te tha abgro-mentioned difficulties,the material is not very plen-
tiful and where,we may suay,it ies perlhiape a little more scattiered,

At hept,the nnture of the subject is not quite so clear,beczuse of
t;e difTferent organizations which these various zssemblies had at
the various times st which they were held,the different forme they
negumed 2t these various periods,and the dif{erence in the conditioms
which led to them and the men who orzanized them.In the second piace,
of .cortemporary evidence written soon after or durinz the cseemtlies
there ies atsgolutely or prictically none.In the third place,the Tsal-
mudicnl works,which sre the main sources of 211 the material of our
thesie,were,as a2 whole,compiled still later ,mmd may have Deen col-
nred or pallinted by rednctionsl sctivity.Conflicting stories muy
heve crept in,lerend mmy have mixed with historic facts ~nd may have
been fdentified with tredition,cor=mont may have been trksrm 28 tradi-
tion,and stories ag historical facts.The desire to harmonize is li-
able to have caused further difficulties and to have obscured the
renl background wll the more.Text corruptions may heve 2rept ia ond
other redactisnzl coafusisns wmay have arisen.All in sll,thaerefore,
the subjiect iz not = very vasy one,as is further evidenced by the
vast amount of difference of opinion betwecn the modern scholzars
*nd the =lusst hopeless tawvk of tryiag to arrive at definite conclu-
sions “rom ever = cureful peruscl nnd study of the variocus comflic-
ting worlkzs w4ich have Leen written ~bout the subject which we hnve
aT cur' theris ond its viriour component parts.
Vet with 211 this it ie not necessary to despair . .With n 1lit-

tle potiencc 3nd Ailigent rescarch a studeat,e commencant im the
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“¢ield of Telrnudic research,may Le 2ble to get =t the core of thimps.
and =2y attempt to present 2 fairly logicel,sensidble,and methodical
theory of hos own,even though it comtain many lacunse sand errcrg of
judgment ,which,nevertheless,cannotl be helped and may bte regarded =s
sxcuenble becuuse of his comparative inexperience and lack of trainm-
ing in scientific methods.This we chall nttempt to do,namely,to pre-
eent the history of the grest rabbinic assemblies of the Talmud in
n gimple =nd concise manner,.,free from literary,didnctic,and scholas-
tic cmbellighmentis,locating eack in its proper place,time and his-
toricenl sequence.Ve have thought it best,for the preseni,ts limit
ourecl? to tha Tannaitic apgexblies,since they alone will provide us
with ample material.We will therefore tnke up in chronological order
the Tour great aszesblies of the Tannaitic times,nazelyiThe Azgambly
at the Upper Chamber of Chasaniah ben Chiskizh ben Garon;the Assaz-
bly of the ratbis at Jabneh during the presidency of Rabban Gamo-
liel the Secord ;the ~szzembly held duriag the ¥adrianic persecu-
tione a2t the home of Niteah( 1704 )in Lydda;and fizally ,the great
synod of Ugho ,held almost immediately after the end sf the #ar Coch-
bn revolution.Irn connection with the Synod of Ushe we ghall take up
the Leggembly in the Valley of Rimmon.In nddition,we shall discuss
very bricfly sav ral cilier go-celled or probztle asserblies or roe
theringe of the rabhis,and iry to pressnt grounds for considerinc
them e actunl,hone fide nersemblies of a2 minor nature.fut we ghall
fevote the largest part of thie e2zeay to the asbove-meationed four
asgerblies »r excellence,treatinz them im connsction with the pol-
fticel =nd internnl conrditions which led to them,the motives which
orompted the rabhis

“o enll them,4ihe conditions #aich thery sourht

to reredr 4% e -
0 Temely,the actusl procedure of the noseablice the memsure to

¥iich they succecded,uad the resulte which they achicved,togzether
- - ) L )
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with 2 brief analysis of the place of each assembly in Jewish his-
1

tory.

We shall iry to attain the facts as far as they are reflected
in the origin=l tourccs,ihilc at the same time being ncsisted bty
what previous scholars haove written.Despite this however,we shall
try to rely upon our own work to the greater extent,not accepting a-
ny theory blindly ,but searching the sources independentlyand,ae f-or

ap we are capable theres?,intelligently,




THE ASSEMBLY IN THME UPPER CHAMLER( 754 )OF CHANANIAM
DIN CEISEIAY. 3EN GARON,

The period between the year €6 and the yeer 70 ,when the re-
bellion of the Jewe ng=2inzt {he Romans was crushed,when the Second
Temple was destroyed and when Jerusalenm was coptured by Titus,was
n very stormy and exciting ome,fraught with grent significance for
the survival of Judaism.Revolution and unrest were rampaat.The trou-
bles of the Jews,starting with the begimniag of the Romam occupsa=-
tion of Palestime ,had contiaued unbrokem ver simce they had come
unler the comtrol of Rome,For wany a year their lot was very um-
heppy;et times their condition was urhearable,and the usere fact
thet they had loet their iadependence ~ad were subfect to = for-
eice geontile nation provoked and irriteatad their Liithertio free spi-
rit,.Conditions rnpidly grew worse,and with the death of Agrippa,vwin
Picht have acted as an intermedisry between the Romans and the Jews
end with whom their lzat semblance of indepcadence perished,the lot
of the Jews becone abgolutely untenable.For some thirty yeare the
procuratere had ground Judea down with mm irom heel,taXiag and op-
preseing the people beyond endurance,The hatred of FRome which these
gr-24y tyranis imzpired necessarily eazcndered hatred of =verything
that w2e foreign,of the unoffending foreign heathens 28 well =g of
the ~4diguz SHomans,

“t thie time 2 party sprongs un im Jude= with the mvowed im-
tertion and purpose of throwing off the yoke of the Romens at all
rosis,nol even shriakiaz froxm an onen clash with their persecutors.
These were the =zealots.Others there were who woated peace at 2ll
coets,2nd who d4id mot regard it as expedient to resort to opem re-

vellion zand to military force.,This was the peace party.Mence,the
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{Tewish people wae,in the main,split up into two opposimg factions:.
the zealote,or war party who,angered a2t the sufferings they had te
underzo,provoked at the unrcstfained bgldneges and license of the
invaders of their holy land,were striviag to throw off the Roman
rolz,2nd were cager to regein their politicsl imdependence which
they had losi little by little,begimmning with ihe appearance of
Fome in Vesilern Asis Uinor soon after the glorious defeatl of the
S“yrians usder the Vaccsbeesjand the peace party who,though reali-
zing the actunl state of ~affaire,recozmized also the futility of =
etrucsic of puny Israel agaimst the Ilisiress of the "orld,and per-
caived that it was beyond their power to help themselves,They too
wished to regnin tieir independeace and to call a halt to the per-
gecutions and the abuse which they were forced to underge,but pat-
iently waiting Jor better days,they hsd persunded themselves to 2~
dopt = more tolerant mttitude towards the PRomans ~nd towards the
heathens is zeneral,

FProx ilhie very begimnimg,Bhammal and his school had Ue-
lgnred to the zenlot pnrty snd sghared thelr views to a grest ex-
tent,while the roui¥% Millel and hisz school hnd affiliated them-
selves withh the pence party.Bach of the schoole ia later days had
renzined true and loyzl to the great principlecs for which its four-
fer had carried on imcessant warfare and argunsnt.Bhamsai,who had
Leea born and hrought up inm Judszh,was inspired with 2 great amnd in-
nnte logve for Pzlestine and Tor cerorythimg that portained to it,
Mie Tolleowere,the Thannnites,were therefore very ardent in their
longing and etriviag for the restorstion of Palestine to itls pris-
tine independence z2nd freedon,They directed themselvas tc the aar-
rower astional q;;cll,inoculated by their fathcr with the intense
depire Tor the céneservation,for th2 exclugive porscssion,of th

old imstitutions,and impregnated with hatred =zggimst Lthe foreizn .-
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Tement which,siace the days of the hnted Idumean Ferod,had beem gpain,
ing »m ever pironger foothold om their beloved country and hed new
rucceeded imn controllimg it sbsolutely,They,wvere the more concerves=
tive,the more rigid.,They chafed all the more umnder the foreigm yoke.
Therefore it is quite in keeping with their attitude thet we fird
the Shammaites slways D'1'Pn)Y  ,severer in their interpretation of
the law,cepecirlly lawe calculated to keep the people seperrate from
the Gemtiles,to prevemt emny porrible rapprochement between Jew end
mon-Jew,cnd to protect ihe people Trom the forcign stresm Ly meane of
n well of rc¢ligio-notionslistic estatutes.

The Hilleliter,on the other hand tock a standpoint diamet-
riecnlly oppored to thet of {he¢ Shemmaites.Méllel had becnm born in Ba.
tylom,2nd therefore,although he hed devoted his whole life to the in-
tereete of Judeiem,he was not so obseseed with the onc-sided nnticn-
elistic iden.Me wis used to livirg under e foreizn pevernment -nd
for this ressor could not be £o intemee ir his love for Palestine
erd in hig hatred nf the heathens.Mence,to the Hillelites,the fcl-
lowers of Hillel,who hed been imbued with the doctrines of their
founder,the idea of livin; as subjects of = foreigm power wee not e
cbhorrent as it was to the Shazzaites.0f course,they would have pre-
ferred freedom,but they Cid motl regerd their lot as esufficiently un-
heershle to werrwnt their reckleas plungirg headlong imto & struzzle
egeoinrt mighty Rome and riskimg all ox nm umequal combat with tkre
greatest military machine of history.S5till another importamt factor
mey have enicred the minde of the Millelit:es,2 conriderable and co-
gent factor which =~y have contributed in no me-m degree to deter-
ring the Xillelites from war and to ;1kin: then staunch zdvocotes of
peece,They exterded their glance far beyond the marrow comfines of

Pelestine to the flourishing Jewish comrunities im Fabyloniz,in Alex-

endris,in Rome,and in other places.They muy have realized that open



rébellion aguinst Rome and a policy of enmity towerd the heathens ix,
senerzl would mecesearily result in the destructiorn of Jerueslem,and
in the persecutior of the Jews ix all parts of the them-kmgwn world.
These extre-Palestiniem Isrczelites were remote from the Tenple and
in deily cleose contact with the heathenp,nrd it probably entered the
¥illelitee' mind that eny restrictione or discriminations( ﬂl1ﬁ?ﬂ )-
egninet the heatheas would serve only to mnke the struggle of the
foreigrn Jew for exi:tense more difficult and provoke the heallens ==
prinst them 211 the more.This view,advanced by Graetz,even though it
cor not be wbsolutely proved,is yet very pl=zusible and sensible,er-
pecielly in view of the repriszls which the heathene tock up aéninzt
the Jews or certain eccasions,ns is stuted by Graetz and ar we will
gtate 2t greater leagih on = subsequent pege.The mere fact that men-
rurce desizgned to rroise up = wall betweern the Jews snd the non-Jews
veuld undé:iably arousc the wrtzpgonipr ond rescntment of the hezthens
ier rufficient proof of the pleusibility of CGrretz's theory .For &ll
these re=some thc Yillelites were D’?ﬂ? ;reo2king the laws more le-
nient.This naturally erouced the Shnmmaitee =2nd the other adherents
of the zcalotl perty,of which the Chammnites Lecome ¢ large part,no
doubt,if not the msjority.It engendercé hatred between tlhic two por-
tier =nd rendcred rny recomciliction between the two oppocimg face
tionr imporeible,The cripic could be deferred for e time but it was
bouné to coze eventuslly, .

For e time ofter Xillel's death hoztilities between the two
perties vwere overted Deczuse the mojority of the people wap still im
fevor ¢f the Fillelites =nd bveczuse Gameliel the First,Millel's
grandeon,tock pninec to see that the relastions betweern the heathens
and the Jewe remained umstrained.Im acdition,the politicsl coaditi-
cre vere not so scrious.Bsmd they ware ,but they were not untesrable,

ut under the Nzgirhip of Sumeliel's son,Simon the Second{ 52 -70),
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;?e r=¥i¢ cpporiticn of the Ehammuites,vhich had Yeem checked fef
guch = lemp tire,broke out smer with unprecedented viclemce ,Conditi-
ong ix Judec unfer the Romnn rule hnd mow Leceonme sbeelubely imtplers
zble,The procurators made life usnbearable.,oand unienclle liot enly 717
tre Thermmzites nNate the Romeme but they heotlef likewise o211 hesthers
ir 211 lende,vhere the opposition between Jow cand pron-Jew Incrense?
svery dny ond ti-judniem became nore ond more rampani . Fepecinlly
-2 this the case¢ im Egypt sad Oyrin,amnd the friction Lelweer JTow
2nd Yeathen Troke out into o deptructive race and reliplous wor Y ee
tween €6 wud 70 C.2,In 21l places wilkh mixe? populstions clashes ne
ccurred ¢aily,The heathens took up ;prltflt sgainet the Jewp and wuf
fereld mamy of thern,for emsmple ,In Tou scus,The ulirssreclots thers-

fore Telieves trhaceclves Justified ia exteriing thelr rostile spirit

tc imclude =211 the reztreme, Plorus,tes,tre waret proocurnier the land
red surdersd ==ay Jews ki Lils sste of vislencs ied Lo ny apripinge

rrovghout wl' Paleetline,.The Joaws net this pareesution
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end cati-fudalemmity al=iler Teprisals,zad »ily Zsep conienpt of sv.

erriking meetex Political questions ware coxbined witk religioue

fieputes.The whole atruszle wae =% oacs IxBuel wity » religiane snd
politizsal tiaze . Peyty freliar wre Pizraad punliz spinier inelimsd 4s
“he 3i8s 57 the Tka sLns ,7hafarmad papt of the zealst poriy,if et
tire emtire zezlat pardiy,befare the aciunl rebell fom agrinst Rome fon¥
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Put the Sh-mmnites were carried 2lonz ox the wave of popular opinicm,
The Shammeaites gnined the upper hand temporarily aand public sentii-
ment veered to their side nway Trom the Millelites,vho had hitherto
stubboraly,as it seccme,defended the hesthens who were now oppressing
and persceuting their brethrem in vorigus landes ,h=d esdvoceted mod-
erate trentment of them nnd h=d oppssed all lepislntion which would
ternd to shoiter the 2lrendy stroined rel-tione between Jew and Cen-
tile.,The Sharmeites believed thet the time had come when they could

set throurh without difficulty tleir lomg-cherishe? lowe egninst the

-

heethene , For this resson the Shoummaites Leld s spacisl synod s iz the
porret or upper chumber of Channnink besm Chiskiuk ben Cerom, b pro-
minont member of their party,2 symod atiemded by radbdis,legislntors,
end vpoliticizns 2like,n stetement which is likely even though the
tourcee rt:ta(}ittla se tc the persomelle of the asuembly.This se-
eret cesembly leas Leléd iz the fi"34 ,mo Joubtti,beccuse the Rom=ne
micht heve bnrevented i{ if it hnd beemn held in the regulsr assembly
phrec in Terurslem,uince the Rom-ne had Zissolved the Semhedrin smd
even previons therelo hrd taken nway from iE the various powers
whick the Bznhedrin h=d hitherto exercimef{* end they were YNound to
lock with =pprekhension,disfrvor snd opprositicn upor =ny =ttempt on
the pert of the Jews to hold asrenblies,The part vhich the rabbig
thempelvee kad in thip czeembly connot be zscertcined witk amy deg-
ree of certsirty.Suffice it to s=y thzst the moet ra2bid Shammcoites
rnr zeclots enccted the meetizng.Chrnconish ben Chigkish ben Garom,the
only person merntioned ir comnection with the a2crembly,ir nowhere cpo-
Yer of e being ¢ rabbi,slthough certair pzssages seem to indiczte
th=t ke was,

At thies 2ymod,irstigated by the Shammzites,te which the

lescdere ond many of the promimert Hillelites were umsuepectingly in-

vited,nfter =2 stormy dsbete,the fharm-ites,who were ordismsrily im tvr» mmh&y
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ptit  throurh eighteen messures,lmown in Telmudical literature 2s the,
727 #" ,mecpures of repriscl directed sgainst the henthene ,znd
which forbade sany imlercourse or relstiomship vhatgoever betwecen Jew
°nd Centilejmensures,vhich,like the priestly cdecrees of old,vere en-
~eted in order to set up & vall o separation btetween Jew and non-
Jew,These laws were paeped by the irreconcilsbtle =nd stera Shamma-
itee degpite the desperante resistence of the Willelitee,vho may very

lerd to

ot

wel nve forseen that thepe 2ati-hesthen decrees would dut

[

more and counter-rsprimnle on the part of the henthene 2-

¢xXcerser
peinet the Jews,

The emcciment of the )17 N1"? forre ome of the wost imter-

retine eventis

instituted is
Shormeojites ~4

Phariseces hed

iz Jewish history amd the rerserbly nt which they were
the roet umique of ~11 the ratbimic nesremblies,The
the 0l1d fight method which the

‘Yir assectly reedopied

formerly used sgaimst the fedducees so i ~igefullr, It

teok plars "= ‘Y r yenr C6 or 67 C.E.It represente = redicesl deperture
from the 0l4 —ethol 07 Fsebbiric dieputatica . ¥itherts nrvtemeers o
rind smd ghervmeer cf wite had decided the ineer.'t *vip saeenbly,
rcutenses 27 wenpons,trute force,in? coercion,lr¥ +3 ‘e decislon,
Praw thae nccounts vhich we heve at hand 25d “ron tlizht tut Jueti-
Ti2ble upe of the in r2tion in fillinz un the l-cunue ia the ori-
2nnl sources,we ey picture the 2tu=) ocourrences,ss anproxizctely
A% c2n De escerticined,inm the followin: manner:The Sh itie 1 TE,
3 Thom Chen~ni Y.Chiski 2 b.0aron B one,poassd X ord srgund
’ R bly for the purpose of Fiscuseins *nd reiding ispor-
tant motteras 8 ta Te Tedd £t his upper chanter.The Willelites,sus-
peeting nothiIxg,arrived,Som: were ~Qaitied imto ihe assemdly plnce,
but the word was s2szsed thot,slthous: ~myboly coulsd be let in,nobody

— . - Y n * - - e -
w2g to be allowed to lezve én bslonginz to the Shanm-

]
o o e

aitic zchool sion?d helow the entrance to the house nlter the Fillel-
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iteg had nsserbled,and prevented them from leaving.Omnce imside,ile

i
Shermaites demanded that the Willelites subscrive to the mezsures

which they were proporinz =g=inst the heatlhiens,The Millelites were a£
firgt dissatisfied.Since they were politically and reliziously mod-
erate,they Tought againet the decrees,purtly Lecause of the diffi-
culties invelved in carrying them out,ard partily lLecausge they had re-
~rd to the foreirm Jews sho would therety be dragged into the whiri-
n23l of hostility.Thus the Millelites st first tried to resist,but
they were overawed by the presence of the armed trocpere who hed en-
tered the hell znd they were cowed by the gleaning swords which the
Masmoites held sgninst them.Ome passnge,at first blush of = legen-
A=ry -al tertiary nature bvut which nevertlieless evidently comtaine o
grent deal ol truth =nd relisbility,zctually st tes th-t some of fhe
¥illelites woare killed in futile atlcpt to resist the Shamsnites,
Mot c-rulsiry nnd serp rensoniag,bul swordsjnot imtellectusl siren-

th but physicel power,decided the issue ot this synod,=nd fg 7 re-
(6).

. e R — S e * y M 49" - - o Ta (=g’

"‘J.lt. the Sha; itse Darce. e ¥illglites to Totie, dhe Shome
- < - el s et L - - . e . 4%
ites,efither beenu Wiy were in t Jority ar because they had

sonctrained anl coerced the Millelitea to votc 22 they wished thenm tg
e~rily outaumbered their opponsnis in the vote 2ad ottaimed their of-

fiei~1 s nctlon of the enrctment of traese eiRtcen dscrees,.Such an

wls o ]

ut undez the viols in®ldence of the fanctic hrtred snd of rekellipy
inrt the Rowi as.Is pesceful times,no eworde 221 no Torce,but P
=% A* =int, 12 %eve besn vut inic pl-y.. mcene unn-r=lleled in

the “ieter;” 2® Towish 1o a3y b =ueily ineginsditie zaalous insis-

3f tie Cacamnitegithe anxiety of the Fillelites vhn wers gwn-

sy e =]
Jde.1 décrees
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cheekes v™hen they realized th:; they had conquered the !illelitel,for'
the tine being,2t lezsi,and forced them to subscribe to their will,
The Hillelites regarded the day on which these resolutioas wefg)put
throuzh (9th of Adar,G6 or 5?(?))33 n day of great milfortunfg) -
Aigastrous ac the 2ay on whick the golden calf had been made s DE=
cause of the violent charncier of the synsd,because of the seemingly
ineeparable dreach whish it had made in the wall of Judeism's unity,
and probably,too,because of the hatred =and resentmentl on the part of
the keathens which the passage of the laws provoked.later authore
itieg regarded the synod from different 7iewp? ﬂ?l Bccording as ‘hey
erapnthized with the ons or the other schosl, e JOne rabbi nt*fE:
th=t on the day of the eseaembly the Shammaites 1ad reaped 2 rwessure,
i.,e.,h22 done sormathing serviceable for Judsisrjsnother declared that
on that ény Llhey hed blotted out the meassure,i.e.hnd nezlected to

-

presaerve the proper aeasure and 4nd pessad lawe vhich were ?ou?{ to
11
entnil evil conscegui:nces,These 'decrees,so the Talmud states oBn

never be repenled,becnuse they were sealzd with blood,sn stotenent
vhich scaue L0 confirm the akove-mentioned prodability thot some of
the Yillclites lost their lives while attaupting to resist the ul-
trez-zenlet Bhammaites,

Maat were the cizhtcen measurce vwhish the Shammaites de-
creed 2t this dmportial seazzion?This ies 2 guestion vhich is not ez-

eily =newered,.The passnge in ¥ighnz Sabbal

1 I,4,the only pessnze in
the ishn~ shich zentions the 28sombly,does mot sizte any of the l-us

ey

and zives zmo hiats 2z {0 what thay were,The second=ry{ia point of

pro~imity ~’;;§ time of the Q:z;;bly)lourccz,i.e.the two Telmuds,
present four & @ifferpnt seots of eightesn Zecrces,cach more involvresd
on? amplif€ied lisn the other,These ~re found in Jerushzl=i Satbath
I,7,ond in Eabli Sabbat: 13b-175,.Thr:: of thesge 1i:ts(13)are entire-

1y unauthentic,zud it ie nbsplutely excluded thsot they couls have
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ﬂ}gn the origin=l 727 °*? It is evident Trom whnt we have alreandy
learaed o'.tha nature ond purpose of the =2ssembly thatl laws coacern-
ing Terumah(14),about drinking unclean drinks,about a 17 nmot being
2llowed to eat with s J1T a2nd gther sach laws which concerm ritual,
guch 28 are zentioned in these three fictitious nnd legendary ncc=
uunts,couldnhave becn decreed at the synod.Only lnws decreaing abso=
lute zeparation “rom the heathens ard Romons,and forbidding =21l in-
tercourse with them,could hzve Seen discusted and dezlt with.And
these eighteen laws have been h=nded down to us almost intact ia =2
Baraytha quoted under thie noeme of R,Simeom Len Jochai in §.Sabbath

I,?.Thii interesting possoge rends aos followe:
(15'lﬁ'£ 2 174 [15)jf'1 & [ ,1 pdﬂ;- N7

(17)

7B dm lv& S lsmn M pye S8 IM.“ o
aNIwa S i !ﬂ’n:.‘m A /J',"J:u' W rwias S
3l /.mn W {ﬂ')mru AT }-llw Ju1 /.u.u.) _u‘: "Il IR
A2 S Jatania
Froa this it is perfectly clear that at the nynod'iecreas
were pnssed Torbidding the use of the heathens'bread,cheese,wine,vin-
czar,orines,or pickling fluids,spices,various food articles,forbidd-
inz the use of their langunge =-ng decreeing against accepting their
tzelimony,.The decrees furthermore sizted that the heathens no lone-
cer could brimg sifts or Tirst fruits &s presents,and that mo inter-
arriage between Jew and non-Jew whaz to be tolerated.The lav sgzinst
bringing gifts nnd first fruits was no doubt directed azainst the
hoaone,vhow (he Shammaites hated as stoutly as they did the other
heathens,Tadsr the provisions of thie decree no zifte of any kind
“erc o be sccepted o7 zay heathen for the Temple Cervice or for any
other purpose.That the Romnn e—neror was accustoned to brirg pre -

(18)
rents Tor the Toemple {ir ir2iczted in Josephus JFhEre it is stn-
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Egd thnt a2 individual ruling-;al made against accepting gifts from
th2 heathens for the Temple but the legislation paseed a2t the synod
wae zweeping and superseded all decrees of imdividusls.Besides,since
Tosephue states that Elenzar bLea Amanizs persuaded the priests not to
accept gifte ,it is evident that up to the time of the 937 #* there
w23 no sbsolute larlgfninlt it.,The same would mo doubt apply to the
nrohibition of 0il yi.e.,that up to the time of the 717 /» there
was no law aganinst using heathem oil,and that it rested with the in-
dividual eslene whether io uese it or mot,but that the absolute law
forhidding all subsegueat use of heathen o0il was laid down at the
synod,These,then,with the addition of the prohibitiom =gainst oil,
which,se we have exploined in Yote 17,was most likely inadvertaems
tently omitted from the list,are the origismal Y17 #* which the
Shammaites decreed aganinst the heathems,including the Romans.They
served as & menns of nationnlizing the Jews,erected nn izsursount-
nable barrier Tetween the Jews and the non-Jews,and stirred up the
relicious feelinge of the Jews apninst the outsiders.

There is only one mrn zentioned in all the various
sources in comnectinonmn with the assembly,anmely,Chsncaizh ben Chis-
kish ben Caron,This foctl is very stronrge when we consider how awch
was 2ade of ill.is ssaamdbly,but it may be explained through the fact,
either thot the dats concernimy the =2ssembly et the tine the.meet-
inT was written down were very mesgre =nd that therefore the n-aic ¢f
the izportant Chanwniah alome was remembered while the less impor-
t2nt cdetnlls were forgotten,nr it may be indicative ¢” the teniency

raferred to above 1o clgthe 211 the details of the assembly with the

ko

clo=¥ of secrecy, 2nd obscurity.”hatever the case may be,Chaneniah =
Chigkinh b Gearon is ilie only ome =—entionmed in =211 the sources,and
even trhea mothing further is saild =boui the part he played ia the

nreenbly other lham thut it tock place im iz house.Chananinh seeus
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E& have beer guite an import;;t personage in his generation,and the .
greatest years of his life were from 65 to 20 C.E.,Me came from =
very werlllly snd noble family,the family ol Garom,his grandfather,who
wae highly respected,as is evidenced by the faect that in the Mishna
ond in the other sources the names of both his father Chiskiah anrd of
his grandfather Gorom are placed,a thing which happens very rarely,
it at 2X1 in other cases.Chananiah himself had =2 sorn Tliezer,znd was
and was note? for his riches and wisdom,All the sources agree that it
was he who sat up =nll night upon 2 certnia occasion wvhea the book of
Zzekiecl wae in danger of being rejected from the 2Zible Canon on the
ground thet it{Bzelriel) contradicted the Zible( i.e.lLeviticus and
Deutercncuy ) and buraed up thrse hundred cruises of "midmight.oil"
in 2 succesaful attempt to hormonize these differences,thereby sa-

020
vinz the Yook from heing hidden awny,or pleced im the Apocrypha,

For this reason "1s was o be renenbared for good,and it is no Jdoubt

u in grect part g this fact that his mnre wee prererved in con-
nection witk tre sseerbly,for the teestimony concerning the sreatness
of the act he perfofmn§ in saving Zzekiel for posterity is spon-
21
taneous und sincare, Lrnamminh,likewisne, together with his band,
"
( 13P"V ),cellected amd wrote the Merillath Tasnith,n list of

days of Joy on which mo Tast could be Lecaass of some great de-

held
(22)
liverance wrought for the Jews thereon in pre-accabean,Maron-

harwy,"1md sver ia Roman (izen.It wos only natural that ,after such =
reat triumpk Iz Mie upver charber,Chananiah,zided by his band,

ghe?d ert abgut the ccllectiom of the list of Jnyous days in order

o iafla=e the hearts of the people and arousa their patriotisz asd
resolutolser %2 aAbeerve Mg decreva,The sirussle ageinet the hezthen
w2 ons of Telizion azainetl reliziom,rrn #24%7ez that wanld tend to

$°ir up the relizious smolioms nal loyslty of the psople would te
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averlooked,
Chananizh's part in the ageerhly is not expreesly mentioned
in the Talazude,™ %t {4 cax “¢ srally inferred, Me was,2s is evidenced
in babli Sabbath 1%H,bv the words"Chananiah =ud his bqn&k 1227 2N
o leadar of the Shammaites,but he enjoyed a good name among the Mil-
lelites o8 wsll,as is proved Dby the fact that they came up to viesit
him,a thing which would not have been the case unless Le anjoyed
egree of popularity amongz them.Mis harmomization o7 the book
of Ezekial amd the Pemtateuch likewise may have coatributeld a great
denl to the high regard ir which he was held smorr “we¢ Millelites,
"ren the decision was reached to pasas the degrees against tre T122-
thene 2* 2311 hazards,it was resclved tc use the iafluemce wi:’-™
Chananiah enjoyed azonz the Millslites a2e a means of imveigling
ther iato the meeting plsce,To have held the meeting public? woinld
have brought dorm -1pom the Shammalter ““o wrath and fury sf the Ro-
mans,2nd,t00,this would hnve besn iupossible ,because the Romans
had “orpidien 211 aszemdlies through fear of revalt,To have held the
ararihly im the home of anybody elsa would have arouscl the suspi-
rions of the Millelites,and ther would mever have fallen into the
trop which wae being set for trhem.,Mence it was decided to hold the
cret s'mod im the upper chaxber of Channnish,and im order

or %o Z4isarm whatever suspicions the Millelites might heve,word wans

rorecd by the Shermaitee that Chsnanialy was 111,.For this reasoa meny
£ the nembers nf the two partlies came to "visit" him,ond whea = cer-
ain aurber of the Hillelites hnd entered,the armed guards nppeared

n the gcene in =~portanca widh 4

pre=errsnsed nlan,Some remained

elow =nd %ept toc many FKilleliteS Trom enatering.0ikers artered the

]
g
']

1 100 nd by overawing the Millelites,forced them to = vote
-

1ereby the Shruunaitss set hirough their eighteern decrees against

e non-Jews.Chinnaniah's part ia the ssserdbly st have beea that of
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;x interested spectator . Mis anidee-de camp did their work nobly,snd it

eeoms that nobody suspected Chananish of being in the scheme.At any

rate he retained the good will of the Millelites,he is regarded Ly the

nubcequent-rnhbin s & grent behefactor of Judaism,2nd his name i¢
preserved,whereaes the Shammusitic nobles and other chieftains 2nd su-
thers of the assembly have been entirely forgotten or ignored.Chan-
rnish'e Sheammaitic affiliations seem to have been overlooked in view
0f his literary nctivities in Yehslf of his faith.,He is the last ime
portant member of the Garon fmuily. Mis son ?11_33r&ii mentioned once
or itwice but nothing important is said zbout him,

The results of the assexbly of the 227 ? were there-
fore important and far-ronching.tot only were the decrecs which ¢-
rected a wall of barrier between the Jews and the henthens puassed
with eathugisaem and dispateh,butl a litersry movement,which,however,in
this ecsay,ic of secondary imporinnce,secems to have taken place os
£ these decrees,The N'IPNA M3AB wmns collected
~nd civen out by Caananish snd his victory partyfor the purpose of

-

rtizulating the ninde and henrt of the people and inspiring them to

emalzte the Zloricus deeds of the ancestors,Mat the Book of Danial

wee $o the zsneraticn of the Wesioneans the Yezillath Tecnith,which
hee come fgwvm to us in o Aiffarent form,with various amplilicetions

and modificetiond,vns to the generation of Chananiah b.,Chiskiak b.
acreas no “oubt were eminently successful,.They ware ob-
rarved by all the peoplae of that zeanlot generatiom,the majlerity of
vhom were rabid supportiers of Chmnanish and the Shanmaitic party.All
Ter izk and tired of the rule ¢f the Romuna and of the ianumeradble
paresccutions and wronzs they had had to endure at thie hands of the
henthens,The decreces inctilled into the Jews of that day a a feeling
of unity =nd inspiration,a feelinz which made weak and puny Isrzel

Z years the mighty hoste of the

etrom: snouzh to combat for three long
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Nomans, ond whick would have en;gled Isrzel to laugh at the Romans
and to have cained the final victory,even as the Parthians,by their
indomitable will =2nd courage,ever resisted the Romans,were it not for
the. split in the ranks formed by the peace ndvocates,The decrecs a-
wakened in the hearts of the people a feeling of hadred and contempt
€5r the heathens ,and there seemstio be no doubt that they were car-
ried out willingly in =211 their rigor for many years after the event,
This wall of separation has lasted throughout the centuries,Mzny of

the decrees are observed by the Reform Jews,more by the Orthodox to-
iay,snd it is my Dbelief that the decrees of Chananiah d4id more to

cement the mesple together for its heroic recistance throughout the
aces than did the ritualism of Ezekiel nund of the Priestly Code,

o ritualism which lost its importance ofter the year 586Tgnd which

b |

could npt be observed,and which neaded constant reianforcement z2ad

o

strenzthiening ,Zzekiel wae but the éream of an impractical dreamer;the
Priestly Code comiributed,it is true,a great dezl to the eseparation
of Jew =2nd heathen,but the decrecs of Chansnish gathered up the scat-
threads sal wove them into 2 sironz cable,a 4”7 which has
bound Israzel together and has acted as = guide rope even till today,,
2 rope which haz preserved Isrsel .ond which today,tkrough the in-

fluence of certinn adherents of Reform Judaism,has beecn considerably

" . -

wenkened and had best to strengthened . Judsism is digtinmct fron p-
ther peoples 2nd relisions,and Chananiah =nd his sturdy loyal foll-
wers realized this Tull well,more than the modern conscious and um-

consciour 2eeimilationists . This is what is meant by the stateument in
e IV
s

Talmud already referred to,that the 727 #*° could anever be re-
pealad,and ia =2ctuality,iliey never were repealed,They were given
sanction such as only $he Law of Yoses had regecived,because laws
sezled with blood or passed at the risk o human life could never be

annulled,
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But the 2327 ™ m::t have had =2 gloomy side,even tho
eclipsed by the bright side,They must have ardused the ire of the
‘henthenl,to a certain extent,against the Jews,but it scoms that the

Tewe were strong enmough to resist them. The question as to whether or

not these decrees were obeyed by the extra-Palesiinian Jews is prob-
| lemotical,.In ny opinion,merely a matier of opinion =nd not of proof,
thour: not observed by the foreign Jews as scrupulcusly as by the
Jews in Prlestine,they nevertheless were welcomed by the former,who
eympnthized with the Jews of the home land,despite the increased per-
eccutions and antijudaism which they may very well have aroused,But
sur ancestors do not meem to have been much disturbed by these “resh
outbursts of hatred,at least we have no record of any serious con-
sequences,0ur forefathers in those days were "bellatores"par exced-
lence ,a quality which Juduisz today scems to have lost to n great
extent due io the yenrs of peace we have enjoyed,

Leter generations,viewing the assemtly frow a his-
torical perspective,declared ihat the Bhmunmaites hed gome too far,
averstepping the bSoundary,Others stated that the day ( DV'7 1 )
on which the cightieen decrees were panssed was Lo be put down in the
crlendar as 1 dey ef greatl misfortune,like the dny or which the Is-
rnelites had male the golden calf ., But these were exppessions of o-
pinion by people who lived loag after the time of the assemblyand
who could aot apprecdate the nctual advantages of the decrees. lLater
nritere,living st the time when Israel was one,nt the time when the
¥11lelites "'nd regained their doxinance =2né the two parties had mer-
ne? into one for nll ilime,iried to minimize the importance of the as-
zse=bly of the Shammnites' victory,added logends and myths,anplified
2n¢ expunzed,but the essentials had-to remain,because the effects

cf the assambly could not be obliterated.
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Through the 1217 l”--thc Shammaites,who hitheric had re-
mained in the minority,and hnd been constantly outvoted and outgen-
eraled by the Hillelites,were swepli slong on the crest of public o=
pinion and galaed the upper hand,The Millelitces were beaten and dis-
credited,and had to seek mew fields{Jabneh)where they could grow =nd
flourieh in peace,The déstruction of the Temple and the capture of
Jerusalem detracted n great decl from the people's faith ia and of
the strength of the Shammsites,but they still formed a very important
and powerful party.They lost their superiority,but they still proved
etrong enough to resist nll the attempts of the Millelites to elinm-
inate them,Thnat they atill Tormed a formidable power is evidenced by
the Tact that cround the year 1l1C the strugzle between the millel-
itas and the Shemmaites coused the two parties io reslize hat this
continuous struggling and fighting would leand to great trouble and
distreas i nllowed to persist,Then,end not till then,did the Shamnme-
nites disappear, Thie gives eloguent testimony i{c the power and in-
Tlucnce,larting throu h Tifty years,whickh the Shaimaites gemined from
this assenbly ,= power greater by far tham the imfluence tlhay had
wielded im pre-synodal times,z2nd which leads directly up to ,and is
the prime motive for,the holding of the asssembly of Jebneéi1.The Assen-

r, ™

hly o holeniah is unique ia Talumudic nistory zmd 2s sueh deserves

proaineni place in the history of rabbinical assemtlias..
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CHAPTER II

- -

THI ASSRIBLY IN THE VINZEYARD AT JABNEN,

- - - - - - -

Fifty years had passed since the epoch-making =nd uaique =23-
rcrhly im the upper chamber of Chamanish b,Chiskiah b,.Garom had ta-
ken place,The authors and the disputants of this assenbly had 2ll
nasscd away,but the disputes hetween the two hduses,which had Deen
cn3 of the prime motives for the first assembly,not only remsined in

n1l their vehemence,but had iacreased ia number and had become in-

tensitied,For a while,under the influence of Jochanan ben Zakkai,who

- .

Judniss to 2 pgreat extent by transplzaanting the seat of leara-

saved
ing from Jerusalem to Jabmeh,and partly,too,under the duresse of the
revolution =nd its disnetrous consequences Ly the Jewish siate,these

qunrrels and disputes lh1ad been quieted down n little,but no sooner

hed the shrewd and slkilful Jochanan died than thay broke oul =2gsin

erd underniianed of sudden the wenk and easily penetrable cloak of

unity which he had thrown over the bodldr of

udnism,

4

L]

These disputes had daveloped along very sound lines and ware
not basel on the whim or caprice of individusls.We have scen how the
“igputes belween the Nillelites and thae Shanmmaites wshich resulted in
the =srenbly =t the house of Chananiah developed logicelly,as the

recsul. of the standpoint which ench school took to the political con-

titione of tre time.,This Tirst nssend

1y concerned itself with nro-

thin: meore than the eighteen decrees presed versue the heathens,and

irnorec ~bsolutely the nony other rooted and cdisputed questions
pon which the Killelites nnd Shevmaitepr had differed ever since the
‘ertk of Billel anéd Shammel and even previous thereto.Put these o=

-

ther pointe of difCerence pereisted

tre destruction,even thourh

T4 oy
o w2

£ bhoen checkeld =z little by Lhe revolution of 70 C.E.Im the
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course of time they had baco;; 80 enlarred and aggraveted that they
‘tvre-tened the unity of the law with disappenrsnce and extinction,
There is no doubt that the ultinate source of sll these dis-

putes wos Millel nnd Shamuai,.Before Millel and Shammai Judaism was anr

abzolute unit . Naturally 1little disputes arose occasionally between

________._.-4'
the rathis,butl these were either harmo?ézgd after a while or were
b
confined to the iadividual disputators oIn addition there was =

(26)
powerful Eeth Dim ,or Saumhiedrin ,which had,in addition to its oth-

er duties ,the task of smoothing out difficulties and harmonizimgcon-
tradictions ia the lawand settliag disputes and deciding new cases
by the method of listenirg to the caose nnd decidiamz by = vote or by
mezns of a iradition or Tormer stateaent concerming ihe poiat at is-
sue,This Seth Din with its verious szubsidiary branches haadled all
AiT%icult and doubtful cnses and thereby preveated the rise of 2is-
pates,"ut Yeginninz with the ndvent of Millel and Shammai o new per-
ind ~rose."he Ronnas obtained absolute conrirol over Judea,which,un-
der Zmperor Augustus,was reduced to the status of = Roman provimce.,
Bome tire around 30 C.E., the Sanhedrin was stripped of 2ll its nuthe

(27)
oerity =ad forced to disbanad ,2nd thus the disputcs betweea the

schools of Fillel and Shammai and the two foundere of th2 sthools
themselves could continue uasbated becousa the central =uthority
vhich hitherto had controlled them functioned mo more,

The disputes between ¥illel =nd Shmuxni were not of
“rivolous nnture,althou;k ot Tirsl bLlush and to the casual observer
eone may seewm to have beem so,They dealt with very vital,prodblens,
=ith quertions vhich in those dayes were az vital 2nd izportant z2s any
2T our moderm problems {oday.,These differences of opinion wers pro-
fuca? hy the politicel affilintions ol the two pnrtiez znd of their

le~dere,by their feelirgs toward the extermal world,by their personzl

“eclings ~nd opinions(i.e.of Hiilel amd Shammuni) ,by the nrtegorism
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T the Shommaites to Xillel's ;:thod of teaching,which was too fave
ornble to the developement of new laws,arnd by other cousee which can
not be determimed Naturally,at first the disputes were limited in
nuzbar,.One source . stetes that Shammai and Millel disputed only
three questions.Another source bl rtates that,whereas st first
there were mo disputes at 211,Millel =nd Shammai had only four dis-
puted points.,These testimoniee,while extremely wvaluable in general,
nre not to be teken seriously in all specific detnils,It is incon-
ceiverble that during the long period of disputes lastiing through rev-
ernl decndes only three or four poiants of dispute existed between
the two scholars,when the Nishnre =nd the two Talmuds sre literally

full of points of veriance betweer the two men.,Tetter should these

two passager be understood as o stantement that the disputes tetweer
the two hends of Lhie erchoolm were few im number compnared with the
later disputes which arose between the followers of the two men,the
Tillelites and the Bhnmmreites,or elese ar 2 sintement that,whicreas the
disputes between Millel ond Shrumsai were many,the important points
upon which ne zgreemenl could be renched and concerming which = state
of absolute irreconcilability existed were but few in number,At any
rate,Nillel ond Bharmei at their death left to their dieciples and
fcllowere,the ZIeth Nillel and the Deth Shammwail,a unique legacy:a zue .-
cerpion of dispules snd differences,nand the geedr of many new alter-
eationg,vhich each party gunrded ns precious and w=e loathe to give
up.Xzace we may sperk of the days of Millezl and Shaermai as being the
£irat period of disputes ( J\l;l.hn ¥«

The pupile of Nillel end Shaumni received their in-
heritonce rad prererved it Jenlously. leither side was willing to gzive
in to the other.,The pointr at isrue Lecume more and more numerous,par-

1y tecause of the new conditiones which arose and concerning which
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spinions hnd.to be formed,and partly because the pupils of the mas-
ters in their umbending =2anl bL1lind zeal disregarded the reasoms of
their masters or had learned only superficially " ipartly because
becsuse each party imsisted rabidly upon its own way and would brook
no compromise.In addition ,the political party affiliatione of both
echools added to the differemcer and formed a line of degparcation
ond division which separated the two schools a2ll the more.One of
thesze periods of furicus and violent disputes led to the decreeing
of the 727 177 ,and the disputes,checked a little,contiaued there-
fter in full force,nll the more seriously amd vehemently beczure of
he ndded strength und confidence the Shommaites had goined from thet
ictory over the Hilleliteer.The quesiions about which they had dif=-
ered up tc the time of Chamnnich ben Chiskiah ten Carom were most-
iy religio=political,and fall more into the category of NI7TA
l»we promulgnated through decrfee at the time of need 2nd under the
tirece of the whirling nntionsl stream.But the disputes in the fif-
ly yeers ofter Chancninh '$ aessembly rere rostly religious and eff-
tcted the people's practicnl nnd every dey life in every respgct.
™nt the Shammaiter prohibited the ¥illelites allowed;what the MNil-
.elites Torbnde the Shannaites permitied.The omne law of Israel tec=-
wie twe lawsithe omes vho ncted nccording to Beth Shamuni even in
tinpr pointe were de.ervin& of whatever would happen {0 them,im the
nirion of the Hillelit;s(gl) and were regnrded ns nbsolute viola-
ere of the law, wl vice veres o mutusl agreement,no reconciliation
as poreible.The one Torah of Isrcel had become two ia =ctuality.The
P11t Yetvweer the followers of the twéd schools wes mbsolute im 211 de-
rils and resulted im u deep and decided differeace im the doctrime
rd 1ife of the adhererts of botih of them,Weighty =and importeamrt vitnl

pitere,e,g.matrimoninl lawe,were disputed with rigor and the quar-
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o = - (52)
rels persisted im =11 their acuteness .

In nddition to these disputes between the two schools other
fnctors itended more and more to the disruption of Judaism at thie
time.lany Malacoth hall been forgctten,probably becmuse of the des-
truction and the persecutione before and after it,snd their wordiag
became & matter of comtroversy.Bach Tanna taught the laws according
to his own individuanl comception of it,=and mone had tsken the trou-
ble to lenrm them thoroughly and sbsolutely.is 2 correquence tlhe one
1nr 2nd the one doctrine developed imto unmny teechinge nnd pany doc-
¢rinee . Tirputes were constently increasirng iz mumber amd growing
worse onrd worse,nnd there waos ever grave domger that a2m imcurasble
echism ir Judaisn would be produced,

The rebbis,finnlly,after a half century amnd more of tor-
pid emd inliffercat toleration of thia etele of affalrs,avoke to 2 re.
nlizotion of the asctual conditione,snd to the chace they might br

ag

(h

in their wake unlesr checked.lhis feeling on the part of the rsbbis

which had been somoulderiag Tor some tice cwsiting the epark which
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nto flnne beceme crystellized due to eEmoth-
er deploretle eand unfortunsie evemat which threatemed to split Judelsm
etil11 further into plecer and to aggrovate the situation all the more

iemnliel 11 of Jabneh,- greant grect grandsor of Millel,with his cus-

+r~—»*r"( *331}* iptorirerr ~nd highehancefneer,had ~rlevously insulted R,
Toshun  im the reweral mesexbly %all without couse.l weve of popu-
1nr indipn~tion nrosc ngrinet Gemeliel nad he wae forthwith dsposed
fror the Nasiship ond Tlenzer bLex Azarich wos cppointed im his place

by popular ncclamation.It did nmot tz2ke Gamaliel more than o feow
houre to recover his seneces 2nd te =2pologize to Rabbi Joshun,but El-
enzar,once havins been sppointed,could mot very well be unceremoni-
curly deposed Hence,Gannliel wne re-instoted and Elenzor and he con-
ducted the MNaeiship Jointly.In somewraner or other the uprosy nad
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turmoil arouneld by this percon;; debrte betweeh Causliel and Joshuao
~tirred the rabbis =11 the more nnd made them reslize more clearly
then ever the 2ctual condition of affairs =and the results which
might be produced umless this petty wranglimg -nd quqrrelimg,this
breanking up of the scholars into opposirg factions,this quibblin; s2nd
debating ebout vital laws were brought to nn ead.For this reason,on
the same day om which the struggle bVelween Cumeliel II ond Joshus,and
Wiz Aeposition eand reinstrtement took place,the raltbis held a spec-
i1 ngrexbly in the vineynrd at Jabaeh 34)1! order to avert the done-
ger which threantened the uniformity of doctriac.(SS).?hy the sssem-
Ply wne held in the vineysrd is not definitely kmown.,Zut it wae no
foubt felt that = meeting ir a neutrsl pleace,far nwey from the school
houre or the Zeth Din,the coron battle ground of the two factione,
would be more conducive to a hermorizction,and for thils recson it wns
fecicded to hold it in the large O7D ,which offered spacious mcco-
modntion to all the scholars and provided a2 cool,shedy,comfortable
reecrt Tor the ioportnmnt tesk whick they nhad imposed upon themselves,

Fo scomer had the rebbis ontered the vireyard tham they
ret 2bgut their work with nectmese =2nd “ispatch,Thay reslized clear-
ly the need Tor unity =nd Larasony.They expresse¢! their fears thai
the Torsk wor in grave Canger of teimng Torgottemithey ssw ihet ths
fiffercncee betweon the two schools were due ‘¢ the temaciour insis-
teace of each school on its ovn views,snd that if the prevailisng con-
A4tiane veore nllowe? to contirue,the time would soonr come when Judp
izm would Tall into decsy =md oblivior end when one would look Tor
o decision regording a ¥alecha in sll poscible places,in Seriptures
nr well rr im oral tradition,without teing rble to find it,because

onme “newer would comtradict the other.,Tor this reasom they “Zeter-

mined ¢¢ begin from ¥illel and Sharmai,and subject 211 laws,dis-
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nute” ~2d stherwise,to diacu--iz; and revision for the purpose of de-
ternining the exact wordimg of the law,ite prdctioal epplication, =2
according to whom the law should be decided,

Thy was it thet 1% wae determined t0 begin from Millel and
Shammni? Because all the difficulties and doubts had begum with them,
"ecnuse before the days of Fillel axrd Shaprri iverc were mo Zdisputes
et n2l1l,with the pos=ible excepition of ons,but from the time of Mil-
1ol 2nd fhammal the disputes had increasel and increassed im nuwber
until the doctrime of Judsiem wns thrertened with obliteration . Mence
the rabbis,in order to getl at the reoot of affairs,decided to commence
their research work 2nd investigrtion with ¥illel ond Sharre!,,there-
by ottacking the evil st its very source,i,e,of the differences of
apinion,nnd provide 7 remedy Trocux the root of the whole trouble,Ve mw
a2 zure thet if there had Leen disputes before Millel and Sheamnnai the
r=hltisg =t Jebneh would hove rome hack to that time.

The ansexzbly therefore undertook to collect the anciemt
“nlncoth under tha Joiat supervisioa amd presidency of Camsiilel I
“nd Zlenzar b.Azarich,to examine amd determime their wordiag,and %o
decide their difTereaces,and theredy setl up ax unnseniliable nad un-
i=peachakle code of luws which should serve as n morm 2mrd standard
“or Tuture teachers and which s oxld make dangerous schisms like the

-

sne whiic

h hed led Lo the Tsbneh aesermily impoeeible,The testimony of

witneéeses,no Jdistinctlion being made ns tc their rank and reputation,

T -

rronrding weny old,olscure,and mooted laws,wns 2gked Tor,and nany

-~ 1 T
neople

stanzd to the essendly vineysrd in order to lay down their
testizony in -mswer =and obedlence to the symodsal proclamation,In this

r L collu§tioa Bduyoth =2rosé =2 a2 direct result of the Asnenbly
(26
n® Jrbneh, The originel collection of 2duyoth was much larger thoam

i

Ve "ishno treatise which mow bLears its nece,Xt included originally
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211 the Halacoth which were - eR=-1m

ovm,wiether controverted or not,

ond woe in a2 certzin cense the first collection of lzws,or et least :

~n ~mpffication or redaction of the co=-celled ﬂJJEfN7 h ST L

-mich is generally spoken of =nd concerning thé-exiategce of which =
amon. the acholnrs(PT)The acmes of

reat dispute is still being waged
o —

rmere than twenty personse who 12id down testimony OR that day concer=-

nins lawe -bout which they had traditions are gtill preserved for us

erd for this reason ilie rome Zduyotih ,oT testimoniee,was most likely

~iyen toc the collection by the Synod,since ihe crentest part of it

—~¢ goncerned with lhess {eptimonies,although the collection Rno

Apubt includedld the whole tressgure of all ine erirting lawe and Was

the only individuel collective factor of-the oral tepching otout
W

which 211 subsecusni amplificetions ~nd rodificntions were grouped.

st . i 1
o cct=zils are péiserved ag to the method by which the witmesser
[ 3
-
were exemined, .

gur NP Ndpp includes oxrly o smnll pord of the

erizin=1 QNI'7# collection gothered at the asserbly of Jabmeh.

It woe not erranged topicclly or systemat fcally,but the laws were
~ - -~ 2 4% .y - L% - 3 - o« d - - b |
Froupes withont tre least corcruity ,without any logical conrection

sxeept the nnme of the one #io handed them down,Perhaps likewise
I vy sy vwmar YaT w & Aaavecrtins B 3 M
the murber ¥ ave beexn r+ing bond,These two methods of
-+ pone mad by number,were two old amd jmportsnt meth-

2 - L ~vmpoame—i L LI, PO 3 b C 3
gle of zrramcinzy | isrun’( mntericl on the grovands nf which the meth-

A % Ao Ama: Eiy T - 2 m™ . -
odz we ree todny in the Mishk developed,The Eduyoill collecllion
£ — 2.7 ~ o R e 2 "y - s >
Porms “v.e Toundniisn of our present vt evpa Mot long ofter ite redec-
i £ Te
+ 2 - - b At v s - : 4 x 1 s
on tre meed for arranging it irn = methodical =xd& leogical way ard

Prv IwmpaT st e AN it - ps - vy -
» incorporniing into it nem laws made necessary by *le cxige=ncies

of the times led to the Xishman o° Rabvbi Akiba.This Iz <urr form

£ Rabbi Meir,and finelly the Mishreo of
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R-bhi Jehus~ Eomnei wee Tuilt up on - bepie of the two pUels IRE
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retween the YAvotla collection of the

Vg o

Yichnoe. ence the connection
J-bael esgenmbly and the present Nishna is clear.The N/1'74 collect-
for became the basis for discussion in the schools til 3¢t was sup-
srgeded hy *+he later enllections.Akiba omitted many of the Malacoth

FR) -

incluted irn the original text of Zduyoth,Meir emd Judah Munasi like~

wige, "t the Tduyoth must have existed as u sepsrate code up to the
tive 0f Judah Nanasl,who {ook orver whole parts of the collection into
hir ~o1? M .

The preservation of Eduyoth in the Torm ia which we hrve it

scems to hinve been due only to 2 feeling of revereace and pity,for

- . > - . sue uy 1. A Ydem ? , 2 -
there wne no renl reasox vhy it should have existed nlongside of the
- L] - " . W Wa < Na 12 1 | - -

comploted Lishne ¢f Judal Hancsi,since Zduyotd d gin Ap o T
- mmd amd o P 4% - L " N MW 3 4 %s -
itr contentls for the correspoxding groups of our Mishaa,But the Rab-
L - - 5 =" -
hir wished to preserve it ou2t of opietistic ~nd semtimental reasons.
- - A - o - b | b - e
1erefore selecte chioice of 1 s I 1 the terial which
e "N, a ~ann 4 ~ ar 3 A -_— » 4 -
uyoti: collectio ormerly id,united the Lo group,seve it
I - = -9 L] 2 3 » 4 ™
3 Ly e the larger co ction hnd, incorpornats it into th
- - Ll | . -~ . - k!
it IRTAE tractete.,This Lo ccount or %} fact % * 80
- - - ™a - N - L £ om "
of the ayoth statements ~re Tound scattie: in verdous paris of
{ =0
L
~ "l ns -2 - i - 2 . P *19 . - - p—
i n,This ection is call X212 ; s aonym Tor

NPIP Jun ol the anme XAIALT e xplen-tion of the or-
in of & Arectat NDN7p ;s &) t unigu 171 interesting of

+53 ¥ishn~ trnctrtes,sn expl tion which on %! > hand presents
the detnile of ¢ grembly ot J ) 1 on the ot inlicat
t1] P the Tiret Malmcha o ction «nd the ole history of
- | &
- - .
It may well be i i that the work of the assembly at
not en 0" completion,The collecticn of the testimonies
r . on¢ important ite ong the manifold cduties which the =s=-
1y 1@ ilmposed apom iteelf,.Im idition to =md ir comjunction
therenith, ad 4his i the most importamt of 211,421l the d&ifTiculilles
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Yeotmaecn the two tchool;pad to-;o straightened out.One or the other
sahanl mecessarily had to disappear,or else an absolutely eterasnl
corpronise had toc be effected,"Let us dezin from Nillel and Shammai
a-nt "Let us restore the conditions prevailimg bYefore Millel =and
mw--m~i,before the breach which threatens: ¢to disrupt the unity of
Terool =nd cnouse 2m irreparadle schism in the heart of Judaimm was
w-2@," JAccordingly,nll the teachings of both schools,all the points of
’iry:te;rere rsubjected ¢tc exhoustive discussion, ond iaquiry im conn-
fetion with the EBduyoth collection,But unity wae not so ecsy tc attoin,
reh pide proclaimed srdently cad stoutly that its traditions zand its

rtondnoinls were correct,Thie Shammeil school,stubbora and unbendable

1iv: (a2 Tounder of the school,could mot be moved to gzive in,Por thraee
1am '25: wenarisome years the struyzle comtinued in the vineyard of J=b-
nzk, .'I“.‘J;" o sudden n heavenly voice,a .‘l) A1 ,wns heard,a divine
vaice whick,ia those more superstitious days,was regarded as = elzn
fro= “egaven im indubitsble ceses and in perplexing situattoal(41).The
Aivinc =nice proclsimed,"The doctrimes of both schools nre indeed the

=ar’s of the living God,but in practice the precepte of Nillel alone
thall hove validity.".The unjority immedintely comformed to this de-
eision, although it had taken place without = formel vote,Only Rabbi
Joghun cxpzeﬁned himsell =% opposed {c 2 decision brought adout Ly =
3nth ”sltiu).ﬁe etnted that a heavenly voice nmeed mot be regarded or
chayed,becouse the doctrine of Judaism wae Ziven cnly for human beings
and divine interveniioa should exercise mo influence,But the oppo-
tition of Joshua had no effect, Millel's trolitions,interpretations,and

(4
feductions =nd laws were recognized ~s the exclusive aorm,Throu : thie

| i
el tho zreat schism which had threatened to disrupt the religion cune

ts ite terzimation,

Zut the X¥illelites dic not want to force the Shanrmmnites to
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conform té this unusual daoia;;n ond to chaxge their mode of living
sccorcingly against their will.They were givea their choice of Xkeep-
in- on living ir sccordance with their convictions,’Vhosoever wishes
=~y Tollow accordimg to the house of Millel,and whosoever wishes may
live accordinz to Shammai:only,the verdicts of Nillel alome shall be
the norm.(43).Thil was a compromise which the ¥illelites conceddd teo
‘e Shammaites in order to 2llay their umyieldiag stubbormness and
to induce them tc assent to a compromise,

Rabbi Joshua,we have satd,protested agaiast the acceptance
¢t the heavenly voice as Tinal ftestimony,In actunlity his protest wos

fustified,laturally ne heavenly voice was heard im sctuality.Actue-

nlly,the result was achieved by means of some agreement reached be-
tveen the two parties.Undoubtiedly the more moderate and les: Zeal-
sur ¢f the Shammaites renlized that unless ome side gave in,the re=-
eults were bound to be disnstrous.,Meace certain prominent Shammaites
siznified their willizgness of giving up the strugzle and allowing
e Pillelites to f£ix the law nocording to their standard.In return
s> this concession the Shammaites were to receive the concession
st theoretically they were rijht,but that practicslly the'}awl
5T Xillel were the standsrd, o wcording ‘0 ome source (‘")which
ve hove nirendy mentioned,theoretically the law was according to
"illel,but practically the precepts of Shamm~i could bYe followed,But .
itlz stotement,upon closer annlysis,cer hardly te t-ken seriously,le-
crure it would eventually obliterate 2ll the work of the =assembly
"n? laad to » renewnl of the dispute if gome escted nccording to %il-
12l 2nd some 2ecoriinz to Shammai,

After thir ~greement hed beea reached, the report went
out that a2 Bath Kol had teen henrd to proclaim that the laws of Mile
121 were to be the rule and that the precepts of Shammni were rec-

onized ag Adivinely imspired but had ngyracticsl npplication At
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ciyrst,we moy be sure,2 stormof protest arose,Mome doubted the pro-
~1=mntion of the Eath Xol,especially since it was admitted by some

of the nost importanmt Bhamnnites.Sowe,like Joshue,protested against

14,but their protest wactzé% ia vain,The Millelites, helped by the

|mcre coderate Shammaites o 7o comnived at the pious deception
W o

l=hick was being practiced,msnaged to Lat through theirprinciples and

tmo strugcle which had persisted for more thaam =2 century came to
n P1378(46]o
The exnct date when the nmasembly was held cannot bLe de-

tor=ined with definritencss,due to the mengrehess of the sources,but
it can be pluced approximately nround the middle of the Nasiship of
“ehhan Gamaliel Il ,i.e.sometime betweea 110 and 118 C,E.It lasted
“ree years,Ia view of the fact that the revolt of the Jews under
‘e mule of Trajan(insurrection of Quietus)took place iam 1ll6.or a
vonr previous,the most probnble dates of the symod were from 1ll to
114,.Cnmaliel's Mnsiship extended from 100 to 130 (47),aad it can
=21l be placed 2t this time ia view of the fact that bLoth Camaliel

22d Zleazar Yen Azariash presided over thesessions jointly,simce the

arzembly wos Legum immediately after Camnliel's deposition snd re-

ingintenent znd the appoiataent of EBleazar,
( ?f Zlenzar's share ia the 2ssembly we know nothing,
48
Taec pashnge siates that he was present atl the symod im the viae-

7ird at Jnbneh,but nothiag is told of his =ctivities imn connection

therewith,Bleaznr could not have occupied a very importaat pl-ce,

2

ir power even ag co-partmer with Gamnliel ir the Nasiship was prace-
Lic-1ly 2othing,becnuse of his youth and imexperiemce,fe was app=-
»isiel 4o displace Camasliel by popular scclamationm in = moment of

ereitonent,incignation,nnd spite,. Whea Gmmaliel forthwith perceived

L R F
'- .|d;hide

his error,the peopie would willingly have deposed Zl-

hey refrnined leet {12y iasult nin, ¥e held o position inm

- T o d
s o Fegh i v A

&
[




: 34
mnme only,and we may be :uz;_thut Gemuliel,with his steong personr-
ﬁliﬁ?,ﬂ"l the real power and that he conducted the entire zssemblys.
'(49 Jis character and work has been eatirely misuanderstood,Camn-
1iel,far fronm beinr 2 seeker of power,wished to stabilice Judaism
and provide it with & ceatral authority.fe desired to uxify the law
~nd elimimate the dread cause and effects of the threatening schism,
Yo workel sad lubored im his character of ardeat Millelite al zenl-
ous Jew, to swooth out the dispules,to maigtain unity im Israel,a
unity which was fast dissppearing,to guard agairst further attacks
~nl schisms,It is due ix great measure to the powerful Gamaliel
thnat the Shammaites were won over after 2 lomg aad arduous fight and
“2nt the struggle was brought to ax end. It is hecaulJTga?e not ta-
ow iato comsiderstion the situation of the time and the sncrachy
“nd danger which had emtered through the disputes lLetweer the two
rchionls that Gamaliel's life work,i;portau;e,axd chiaracter nave beenm
nltogether misjudged.

The syncd of the vineyard of Jebmeh wis eminently sue=
cessful It wae an “uspicious attempt to save from the denger of dis-
rolation ond disappenramce the faith of the Tathers which ,up to =
tliwort time before,had bteen handed dowa intact.The loftiest trems-
ures which any people had imherited had to be saved Tron decay and
valn,nnd the ryno! was the result of a comscioud national spirit,

: 92d piclure of the decsy =d corlTuslion cnuse’ by the diversioa of
L2 Willelites ~ad the fhaumnites ,8 cry which ramg ait appealingly
in pre-~Jabaeh times,wns chenged ixto 2 bri_ht picture of hope nad
trust,7me _.loox and darkness digapnenred,Thue Millelites omce more -°
tained the upper hand,The Shanmnites were Aafentel,and » short time
1T4or,00 2 rewalt oF the 2ssahly,disappenred cntirely,and were

nerged with the Hillelites,Unity was reestoblished,The Malaches wure
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~%-21 imviolably according t;-thl house of Hillel,and the Eduyoth l
collected or thet day becare® the means for the preservation of Ju-
2=ism,s collection which formed the foundntion of all the future
1~w codes 6f Juduium.(so Even though future disputes amd differen-
cer of opinion occurred,they were miasor,of individual value,and ne-

fver succeeded in disrupting the unity of tecching,Thiey were mot evem

reoorded ns damgercus btut omly as henlthful differences of opinion
=hick cevery law code hnd to emcounter im order to ndmit progress cnd
prevent etognation.Mence these subsequert minor disputes mever ns-

rumel the yproportioans of the pre-Jobmeh disputes,and remained scare-

cely noticed,because the emnctuments of the symod prove’ to be u bond of

:lntionehip between all differemces of opinion,a bond of common
interest which the two schools had mever lLad,eimrce Lefore the sy-

208 (vey bolh hal Yeem inplacnble cad intolerant It ir for this re-

~ron that the rupture had csruzed suckh alermixng proportions without

Yrin: checked until t?c iinnl limit was renched nrd the synod was
51
roen to be inevitable "

After the zynod ro trace of the threatening storm is

ni,Later rablis,of llishrnic and Taluudlical timee,living in n pere

Ll L]
- U

=

122 of tramquility,siier 2ll traces of the schism had diesppenred,

(& ]

ul? ne longer understond how it L«d once becn possidble for the u=-
nity of Israel to have beer impnired und for the Torel: ever to have
been in d-mger of bLeimg forgottem.They could mo longer understond

the extent of the differemces bDetween the {ivo schools,and could nct

brlieve thst these differences rod caused such grent daager amd

feawr.they naked thezselves how the Torah could ever be Torgotien,nnd
therefore tried to expl-in 2wny ihe cnuser lendiag to the Symod,sta-
tinr 4het the Torsh never could have Leex forgotten,but that t?eﬂ. :
renl renrcn was that no pure sad clear teaching could be found SH).
«t "Ry rate the leter rabbis could not ucdor-tand the feore of thelr
nredacesrors,and in nexy ceses tried to explaim sway thirrenl dan-

- . === e ———— A
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er ond the rezl conditions of the preceding times

The ereenbly of Jebreh is the most importaat one im the

history of Judnism.,Unless it had met =nd carried om its manifold
~etivities on irrepurable dbrench would have opccurred within the -

renke of Judeism,It might have resulted in the secessiom of the

herrdites,even a3 the Faraltes broke awny from Judsism in the
24-14¢h century,or Christiamnity in the first century.,Or the strug:le

wizht hove been preleoaged aad contixued uatil the existence of Ju-
Azism

iteelf would hnave been undermined,All this was prevemted by

41
8

7]

ynod of Jabmeh,end as such it tsker its rightful place among

t»e gre~test assenmblies of Judaism,




CHAPTIR III

THE 4SSEELY IN IHXE UPPER CEABER OF NITZAX IN LYDDA,.

-
- - . - - - -
-

Juet 2s the ozrembly at Jebreh iffers from that in the up-
per chamber of Chanenrish in thet it was ix = time of peace while .
the 1lotter woe in o time of warfare,nund revolution,sc the cssembly
of Lydin goes back to the first symod as far as actusl coaditions,
rotting, ond background a2re concerned, Revolution,werfnre,persccutiocy
rre ranpent a8 in the dnye of 66 to 70 C,E,,and,ns in those days,
t*¢ Rorone were the cause of it all,
¥«drienm,upon I:is nccession to (lie throme irx 117,was con-
*ronte? by 2 revolution which had broken out in the last yesr of
the reiza of Trajan due to excesrive taxatior and crnel trestment
on the part of the Romam offici=ls,This revolution waus temporsrily
sicpped,becnuse Mafirion ot firsti was very friemdly to the Jews,and
cvern began to rebuild the Temple,by which ke hoped to reconcdle
Ahe Jews to Linself snd to Rome.,But the Jéws refused to recognize
e Temple,since Hadrier wishe’ to dedicnte it to Jupiter Czpito-
linur Fadrian,therefore,became provoked,and determired to btreak
the epiritl of the wenk yet proud people which had Leen such a
*vern ix Rome's side for mo many yenrs.A revoluticmn Lbroke out are
sund the year 132,due to the pereecutions wiich Madr ianm inflicted
apon Le Jéwe.ine Romanr m2uthorities now took the severcst steps =nd
Terted the most atrimgent regulcotions rgainat the practice of
Tiviekh religion,to which they rightly ascribted the stubbormmers
0" the revolt,A decrece wans pogged prohibiting circumcisiom smd the
obrervance of the Sabbeth,aud fortidding the study of the lew,.lt in-
Lorfered with such Jewisk customs =me the gramtimg of & bill of di-

varee to o divorce’ wife,with the Prozbul of_creditors which was

(3
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1aid dowa im & court amd ...SI.a the one who secured it to cellect
deots even im the year of release;it. forbade marriage on Vednesday
and other customs of am especial religious tinge,and theredy extea-
aea over all amgles or tne Jewish religiom,

this period is kmown as the period of the /J)7A ,or re-
11gious force,as the period of the (.07 ,damger,and of the N ,-
' persecution,Severe pusishments were provided for violatiom of the
aecree, he Homan imquisitores( quaestores) 5‘,¢:tcnaod the prohibi-
tiom to imclude every religious custom which demanded an act,and eve
ery véolation of the decree was pumished by a fime or by death,ac-
cording to tne aroiirarimess or tne quaestor.«amy of the .ewish sch-
olars preferred martyrdom to the sacrifice of their faith;the spies
and imformers were kept very busy telliag the Romam authorities of
all tne violations of this dread decree.

These severe decrees and their more rigorous iaterpreta-
tion were a hard blow for those who survived the persecutioas aad
tor the people in gemeral,.It imposed upom them a double fatal dlow,
Tney were at a loss as to now they snould act at sucan a critical
time;whether they should keep strictly to their customsand thereby
run the risk or the almost certain damger of sacrificiasg their
lives,or whether,with regard to the reduced ramks of the vewish pop-
ulation,ranks dimimished and thimmed out by fifteen years of perse~
cution ,revolt,and warfare,they should spare their lives aad surrem-
aer themselves to the force of noocqnity for the time deing.at that
time tnere was mo legitimate oamhedral body to determime the mat-
ter and to establish a rule,because the Romans had forbiddem not on-
1y the study of the law,but had also takea sway from the Jews all le-
gislative amnd judiciary powers.sny meeting or assembly of the schol-
ars would have to meet secretly aand claadestinely,and would have to
exercise extreme cautiom lest they be appreheamded by the Romam of=-
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jicials and dealt with oumnlrii;.

Accordingly,the surviviag teachers of the law assembled se-
cretly im an out of the way place,mo doubt accordimg to a prearran-
ged plam,in the ret or upper chamber of a mam named Ritzah,in the
city of Lrlldl( «This assembly took place arouand the year 132 C.B,
N Jisre they discussed the matter comceraing life and doathl",.
ihe assemdly took place uader tne leadership of nabbi Akiba;Rabbi
Tarphon,and Rabbi Jose the Gllil.ll.aa).lld many other premimeat.radb.
pis like Rabbi Ihhll01(°°)nnd Rabbi Judah$‘°)vlro there likewise.A
decided differemce of opimion prevailed comcerming this so impor-
tant and portemtous question.Those who were of a severer aature asd
insisted rigorously upom the absolute obeyiag of the law despite the
comsequences were of tne opimion that eacn cew was im duty boumd to
die the death of a martyr rather thaa violate the 1-5‘1),10 dis-
tinction being made between essential ,and unimpostaat laws. Rabbi
Ishmael represeated the more leamieat view that,under exteraal aad ia.
voluatary coerciom,one could vieclate all the religious laws of Jud-
aism im order to have his life spared,because the Torah says"Ia or-
der that you may live by tnem”" amd mot die by tncn“z,.nnt neither
the ome extreme mor the other proved acceptable to the majority.The
first would lead to the extermimation of the Jews because of its
rigor;the second would weakean vudaism,would require mo sacrifice on
the part of the people,and would be a sigan of Judaisn's weakness,ine
asmuch as it would prove to the world that Judaism possessed no
great teachimgs which were wortn fignting for ama sacrificiang one's
lire tor,accordingly a vote was takea,and,as usual,the mediatiag
view prevailed, A clear distinction was made between the esseantial,
important,and basic primciples of sudaism,and the less importaat aad
the less essential,.The law was emacted that ome may,in order to prev-

ext himself from sufferimg the death offi a martyr,violate all the
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laws of the Tersh llocptrth;;..l...1d.1.try,undhstt1ty.nld;blood-
shed,.These three principles alone,the prohibition against murder,the
worship of the ome upd,and the observamnce of the laws of chastity,
were regarded as the fuandameatal dooctrimes of Judaism.,By means of
this decision there was emphasized mot so much the idea that one
should give up his life for the cardimal primciples of idol-wor-
ship,murder,and incest,as that ome should spare hinmsslf asnd mot exe
pose himself %o death for the sake of the less importamt teach -
ings of the ronh.‘ 531.

nand im hand with the question as to which laws eof the
Torah were the basis of Jidaism aand were imvielable and which were
secondary aad could be violated umder dnro-scr-at anotnher equally
important questiom with which the assembled teachers foumd them-

confronted

selves and whiéh they had to take up,asmely,the question as to
which of the two was the more importamt,the /207 ,or study of
the law,or the /JUMP ,the practice of the law in every day life,
It followed logically frem the previous decreewhich had removed many
laws from tne mecessity of practice,aand the question maturally came
up whether or mot after all it were better to practics the law at
all cost or to study it omly despite the prevailiag comditioms.ihe
tirst adecree,takiang emphasis away from practice amd layimg it om
the theory,would maturally tead to weakea the former,vhereas if uam-
due emphasis were to be laid upom tne practice,i1t would result im
many useless deaths amd would evemtually destroy both practice and
study,Therefore this question too was takem up at the same assen-
bly inm uydd;to‘,.Ll ususl,there was a differeace of opimiom.nabbi
akiova maimtaimned that the theoretical occupation with the religiouds
laws was impertaat much more tham the practical .Rabbi Tarphoa in-

sisted as stoutly that the practical exercise of tne religiom was
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the only desideratum, i

This was mot a dogmatic question as to whether the gmosis,
\ kmowing)er the praxis( Sem: ergem),the practice eof the werks,was the
more meritérious,but. it was a question of cemsciemce throwam up ia
the time o meed,the question whether the study or the law the same
as religious practice;shenld be stepped because of the severe pua-
ishments which were imposed upoa it,aad whether after all the actual
practice were mot the more importamt,especially simce the study of
the law was often being interrupted by himdrances aad prohibitioms,
nobody demied that the duties of love of mem,amd the practical app-
Ltication of these and other teachimgs,stood higher thaa the mere the-
oretical study of the laws,but the assembly deemed it imexpedient to
insist upom the practice of the law,fraught as it was with danger,
Therefore the assembly took a vote,a fact which will illustrase the
importance of the question,and decided practically umamimpously that
the theory aand the study have more importamce becsuse they are ia a
position to reamimate aand restere the practice,vhile undue imsis-
texce upom the practice im the tace of dahmger might be self-contra-
dictory amd result disastrously,.The fact that the theory Wwas able to
restore the practice whem the latter was momemtarily imterrupted ama
impeaed gave the prepoaderance to the importance of the theory or
the study,

The question whether these two mgjters were decided at
the same assembly or at dirfereat assemblies im the garret of uite
zah is imcomsequential .Certainly,since the firet led logically te
the secomd,it would follow that both were takem up at the same ses~
tion, ‘e are eatirely im the dark as to the ideatity of Nitzah,and as
10 the questiom how lomg the assembly lasted.Expressions ia three

1 65)
places lead to the belief that the sessiom waos ome of some com-



giderable duratioa . ,Nitzah predably was a mam oI some impottamce wno
orrered the rabbis the protection and shelter of his heme, im much
the same wWay as a.iht.oa-ltltil thaiat about the same time many
rabbis found protection ad shelter in the nome of a certaia womaa,
Whether or mot this garret at Lydda was the favorite readeszvous of
the rabbis for many mnctingsls?,nad the lemgth or the above symod
cannot be derimitely determined because of the meagremess of the
sources.The above-nentioned three passages give us rather obscure
and fragmentary accoumts of lLittle acts which weat on at the symed,
One a states that at the symod,at Ered Shabbath,a fact which
seens to prove that the symod lasted at least tor several days,an
egg shell was filled with il and & hole made in the bottom of it,
and the whole thimng was thea placed om top of the lamp or candle,
oresumably iam order to emable it to buram loager,probably because of
the scarcity of camdlss.or She danger of securiag more,or,as is most
lixkely,to obviate the necessity ot Raviag to light other caadles on
the oabbath,Amother pnutagcog, tells us that at the symed a pot of
lentils was prepared for the assembled rabbis,at which occasion a
certain raobvi,seemingly im a jocular mood,made & clever pum om Ja-
cob's purchase of the birthright from Esau for a mess of pottage.
.t these are only fragmemtary storiess o tne assemhly,andmany
other imteresting legemds,stories,and anecdotes which mo doubt ful-
ly described this interesting symod have oeem lost for us for all
times,uther th am the forgoing we kmow mothimg about the assembly,
The results of the assembly at Lydda are perfectly oo~
vious amd simple.ans a result ot the two decrees the people felt at
licerty to violate the majority of the commands of the Terah,aad
mary people were thus saved from a martyr’'s death because of the tar-

sightedness of the sages who called the assembly.,No doubt some of

the more ralid amd unyieldimg rem2imed true to the Law despite the
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decree of Lydda aad were summarily pumished by the ngmams,but the ma-
jority semsibly comtormed to the decrse aad to the comditioms of the
times and were conteat with bidiag their time and wiih studying by
themselves until the times should be ameliorated amd they should
once more be emadbled to practice their religiom opealy amd without
nindrance and restraint..m view or this fact tne symod of uydda was
a very importamt eme amd cemtributed very much to he preservatioa of
Judaism in those times of dread persecpgtiom amd revolt,T™e decree of
the oymod ,established by the saaction of the assemblled rabbis im a
negative manner what the Marames of Spaim amnd rortugal did indiv-
1dually 134v years later im a positive mammer.The Maramos,to save
their lives,openly proefessed Christianity amd secretly practiced .u-
daism,uatil the time came whea they could omce more ‘throw off the
mesk of secrecy amd pious dissimulation amd proclaim themselves to
be real,boma fide vews.ihe vews at the time of the assemdly of

vydda ,im order to save their lives,meglected the practice of their
faitn ,though they did mot have to protress the religiom of the no-
mams im a positive way,amd thus emabled Judaism to survive the
storm,Without the bemeficial effects of this symod there is mo tel=-
Ling wnat would have been the result.,Judaism might have disappeared;
it might have been materially weakemed;but the symod or .ydda pre-
vested all this,amd paved the way for the period of recomstruction

after the Bar Cochba revolt was over,
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CHAP?ER JOUR:

THE ABSEMBLY AT USHA,

ve have sesm how two of the three great assemblies which

have beem thus far discussed took place iz the middle of a was,and
'were caused by a war,i,e,the assenmdly of .hamamniah b,vhiskian p,ua-
ron,during the war of 66 to 70 ,and the assembly of Lydda,duriag the
sar Cochba revolt agaimst nadriamn,132-135, and to the number of thesg
war symods,as we may call them,we are about te add a third,the As-
sembly of Usha,which however,is mot a war symod im that it took
place during a war,but because its primary cause was the Bar Cochba
revolt,The Usha symod wad convened as a direct result of tne Romam
wars of persecutioa and the revolt of the Jews against nadriam.it
is the second great symod which took place because of the war againd
Nadrian,and ite effects and achievements are more far-reaching than
those of the assembly of u.ydda,

ithep persecutioms of nadrian and the resultiag revolt
of the Jews ,under the leadership of oar Cechba,against the nomans,
a revolt which persisted im all its fury frem 132 to 130 and was _*
rimally crushed with the fall of oethar,were productive or disas-
trous results,.erusalem,the capital ,was ian ruins.,The few remmants
of the city left by Titus were destroyed by nadriam,ihe population
ot <udea had been terribly decimated.Thousands upom thousands of
Jews had been killed im the warswhich had followed closely upom the
disaster of 7u and in the comstant revolts umder Trajam from which
the people had scarcely had time to recuperate.uisery aad poverty
prevailed throughout the country.ihe restrictioas of Hadriaa against

the study and practice of the law were still im forcejthe practice
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of the law had beea tnpornr:l;.; suspeaded,and the study of the law
was being carried onm claandestinely and behind the backs of the ever
vigilant Roman offiwials.Jerusalem mo lomger was the seat of the as-
sembly amd of the academy;im fact,duriag these stormy days the seat
of the Samhedrim,if we mmE caa speak of amx oamhedrim as haviag
existed in those days,had chaaged many times.Duriang this period of
storm =2ad warfare aad bloodshed,rabbinical sanhedrims amd symods
such as the assembly of Jabaneh were sut of the question.One had ta-
xken place at Lydda-true;but this was a secret sessiom attemded by a
limited number of rabbis amd held im the garret of a private indive-
jdual im order to escape the watchtul eyes of the Ramamns, sut beas
fide general assemblies could mot be held while the var vechba war
was being waged,

ihis was the comdition of Judea at the time of the
death of Madrian on 136.ﬁarcu- Antominus rius became emperor im his
place, and unde? . Hiderude:the lot of the Jews began to take on a
orignter aspect.umder him all persecutioms ceased,and a few years ar-
ter nis accession to the throme the religious disapilities and re-
strictions dmposed by Nadriaa were removed by Aatonimus at the be-
nest of a deputation of promimeat . ewish scholars.ss & result oz
tnis,thne promimeat leaders of the day,the pupils of Rabbi Akiba,the
Tannaim of the third gemeration,the most importaat of whom were
Haooi Judah b,Ilai, R Meir;R . Nehemiah, R . Eliezer,son of R.,Jose the
valileam,n,oimeon b,.ochai,n,.sliegzer b,.acob,amd n.vose,determined
to convene & synod of all the promimeat rabbis and teachers in is-
rael who had survived the wars,persecutioms,and the distress,

The objects of this symod were manifeld and very im-

portant,.m the first place,the .ews were sadly im need of legisla-

tion and assistance because of the impoverishmemt and pauperization
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f the large majority of the 1;1.1;9“““.1% was very dirricult feor

man to support his family aad therefors the family ties were ia

very strained condition.New laws had to be passed te previde for

ne changed comditions and old laws which had beea meglected through-
ut the lomg period of legislative and samhedrial imactivity had te

e reaffirmmd.The breach ia the house of israel had to be repaired,
Lot trivial laws,but very impeortamt legislatiom had to be emacted,
1aws which would stremgthen the life of the nation amd ot the imaiv=-
{dual units thereef,laws which would regulate the relatiom of the

tather to his family,laws which conceraed the guidamce of each Jew-

ish household aad which would temd to streagthem the positiom or fam-
lily life wnicn had been reduced to = pitiful comditiom of poverty
and paucity,.

And in additionm to this very important reason there was
gtill another equally importaamt cause which led to the assembly at
Usha,It was about this time that the heretics or sectariaas beganm
to appear,and even before this time they had carried on their des-
ructive work secretly,mot as yet darimg to revolt opealy agaimst
the Fowish religion.At the time of nadriam's decree,nowever,wnea .s-
rael was prostrate amd humbled under the Reman yoke,the heretics
saw their opportumity amd took advantage of it,iemce at tnis time
the vhristians began to separate opealy from the Jews,declaring
that they had nothing to do with the .ews,and that there was no
reason why they should sacrifice their lives for the rulfillmeat of
the orah which had already been ammulled through the adveat of the
"Uessiah" ,Christianity begam to spread its doctrimes broadcast im
an attempt to gaim comverts to its ramks,doctrimes which,as we shall
see later on im our exposition ot the decrees of Usha,were detrimen-
tal to all the teachimgs of Judaism and its status amd which,if al-

iowea tp o unanswered and unlegislated for,would undoubtedly have
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‘weaxened vudaism and have pc;;ittod Christiaanity to gaim mamy fol-
lowers from its ranks,

sor these two valid reasoms the surviviag rabbis,the dis-
ciples of Rahbi Akiba,decided to hold am assembly for the purpose
sf checking ama coumnteractiag these forwes.The sevea leaders of that
generation,whose mames have beem meatiomed above,issuea a call to al]
the elders amd scholars to meet im the town of unh;tm,u galilee
: muar whetraram amd iiperias,a town which urw,ucordi\lg to
tradition,had been the seat of the sanhedria tor a short period im
tne preceding turdbuleat thol(u and ia which Ry,Judah b,Baba had or-
dained several disciples.:he meeting took place approximately im the
year 140.“5’.'!110 question as to why the symod met im usha is a very
disputed ome,im my opimiom it was partly fer the reasom that the
greater part of vudea was in ruins ,partly because the 'ma.,jority of
the rabbis,or at least a large mumber of them,had fled to ualilee and
other neighvoring places duriag the time of the persecution,amd part.
ly because of the irrepressivle fear o: the rabbis that,despite the
annulment of the ddécrees of fadrian,the Roman officials might take
ofrence st the signt of the symod if held inm Judu..l?”muou
in a practically unkmown place like .sha 'he symod would be less
conpicuoult 75).“. aay rate,the final settlement of the seat of the
academy im usha \from .abnen to uvusha to vabmeh and finally back to
Usha) imdicates the ultimate spiritual supremacy of <alilee over
vudea,wnich had become depopilated and devastated by the wars of
nadrian,ihe rabvis who attendea this synod at vsha were called
AUIA '_)Slr" s those who went to Ulhl..(?”,ud H,ilshmael is men-
tioned a2 one of tnn.‘ 7'”.

The decrees which the symod of Usha imstituted are kmown

as the XX .MJ/\J! ,lhe ordinances of usha.As previously stated,
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the majority ot these decrcc;-msy well have been determined upon in
order to coumnteract the propagamnda of growimg Jhristiamity..he Jvhris.
tian disciples of those days were makiang am active bid for new ad-
herents,and were scattering among all peoples,and especially among
the Jews,3s evea in modera times,among the .ews who,1lmn desolation
and poverty because of the wars,were more susceptivle to their en-
ticements,measures and doctrimes which were epposed to family life;.
the vhristians asserted,tor example,tnat it was better for a mam te
live alone tham to have amd support a family,.he .hristiams had in-
nerited this déctrime from the Essenes,their predecessors,and this
preachment against family life is commen to all the four gospels,
Ome Evnnzilnt’s’-tatoa that the kingdom of wed will not come uamtil
marriage is abolished from the earth and there is no loager a dis-
tinction between man and womamn.Likewise Paul wrote im his Epistle
to the vorinthiams that the iorah permitted marriage amd inter-
sexual relatioaships only as 2 means of stilling mam's evil imcli-
nation,.his doctrime of the abolition of marriage and family life,
concomitant with the velief in asceticism which the Christians had
inherited from the xssenes,and which included contempt for property
and worldly goods,induced many people tp squander and scatter and
Give away their possessioms and property.All the early Christiams
wasted their wealth,calling themselves adiomnites| O'Jrlx’aﬁuna )
doclrrin‘.'ﬂnppy the poor,for they shall inherit the kimgdom of hea-
?on‘\?gj.nlly other passages aad parables im the New Testaneat con-
rirm this ltatcmcnt\au,.
ihe rabbis,realizing the danger,therefore iastituted

the firet decree of Usha,to the eftect that the onme who wished to
souander his possessions must mot squander more than ome fittn.

"8y wpmp NP 72T Sy 7‘173”"7‘.1’
They saw that the imdiscriminate dispersing wfproperty would re=
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sult only im the 1-povu-umu;; of Israel and would make the peo-
ple dependent upon charity,aside from breaking up the life of the
tamily.Charity,they admitted,is a moral obligation,but if ome per-
cisted im scatterimg all hés possessions to others,mothimg but pau-
perism would result.samy people,rabbis amomng them - Tollowing the
example of a princo‘ as,.had tried to get rid of their worldly pos-
seasions,and for this reason the symod of vsha laid down the fdxed
principle that mot mere than ome fifth of a man's property could be
gouandered,1t seems that there had already existed some sort of le-
gislation against thil\“’,but it probadly was neglevted and disre-
garded,and mever had the power and sanctiom of a law,and probably
nad been issued several years previously in answer to the very tirst
promulgation of Jhristiamnity's dectrime of asceticism and the scat-
tering of property..t any rate it seems that this old iaformal act
was adopted by the vouncil of usha when the danger had increased,
wae verified and confirmed by actual vote,and was estaplished as a
{ixed law,

(b) The cecond urdimamce 0Of Usha,

DL (ud ML AN N[ ou K1y

The reason for this law can be easily seen da the hard
times and in the propaganda of the Christians.tamny people cast their
chilaren for support upon the community or allowed them to shift for
themselves,stating that it was impossible for them te suppert them,
The decree was probably likewise directed against the vhristian the-
ory that it is meritorious to abandon one's family and follow .hrist
“He who leaves his house,and his father amd brothers,nis wire and
sons,nas great reward im this and in the future world" ,said vesus
\asj.xt was to counteract the possible intluemce this Christian
teaching would exercise and probably was actually exercising upon

the life of the Jewish home that the rabbis a2t vsna laid dowm the
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nard and fast rule that a man was in duty bounmd to support his mi-
mor children,it appears that likewise in the case of this law a pre-
vious unofficial imjunction or mutual agreement t."exutcd,but at
the time of Usha,in view of the more serious situatiom,it was voted
upon and passed as & law,
(¢) ' The Third Ordimance urf usha,
oap owrs  Rwxe wa mad o 1vs S amo;
ihis law provided that ia case a father deeded his pre-

perty over to his som during the liretime of the tather botn ne amd
nis wife were to be supported thererrom by the son.as to the reason
why it seems to have become the custom in those days for people to
deed their property to their soms we kmow little, if at all, .rer-
naps it was ian order Lo avoi: L:e paymeat of a eavy tax imposed
cty tre Romans,Perhaps it was because parents wished to give over
1mtaria’ property to their some in order Lo 21eble ihemsela-

lo rtudy and spend the last few years of their life smong their
books,free from worlllly cares,in conformity with the truly inspi-
ring dictum ot the rabbis that one shoula not lapor for material
tnings tiil the very last day or his death.uemce tnis practice arose,
vbeneficial from two stamdpoints:i,e,it emabled the aged paremts to
study Torah,and it assured the transmission of the property of Is-
raclites to Israelites,for one of the pressing neeas or the times
rag the strengthening,not only o israel's spititual status,out al-
0 01 its material vasis.bue to the fact that many sons whose pa-
reats had deeded over their property took advantage of them the ra-
bois at the Usha synod passed the decree that the son is obliged to
support  tne paremnts,ana,as tne later interpretation laluksvj,alno

nis younger brothers and sisters,the support of whom would ordim-

arily have devolved upon the father,
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{d) .The rourth urd;;ucc or usha,
NP RN 222 anps a2 "na nSp 7222 Dopu W
1his law proviaes that ir a wire sells her marriage portiom
wnile her husband is alive,the husband a. her death may legally take
the property from the purchasers.The most probable idea underlying
the decree is to stremgtheam larael maderially and to prevent tae
property oI israellites Irom coming into the possession or non-,ews
and sectarians,it seems that this law likewise was known in the
days of HNillel and Shammai,both of whom admitted that if the wife
sold it the husband could get it back from the purchasers.out,as
was the case with twa o the preceding laws,this unortricial law was
taken up and adopted at Usha and fixed as & legal morm,probably be-
cause the danger from,amd the fear of ,the non-Jews and sectarians
was greater im the days of the §ymod,and the rabbis wished to taxe
acoea precautions to prevent israelitisn property from being cone-
trollea by non=-.ews,
\ @)The Fifth Decree Of Usha,
P IpA 10 75'51 Iu” W A s 12 02 NHAP 0 X1y
That a man should support amd provide for his som till he
is twelve years of age,and give him the means to study,aand should
tnen, it ne wisnes,teacn him =2 traae | 1"n2 ey 1327 )
and provide nim with the means of earaing a livelihood,The purpose
of this measure is manifest,i.e.to make it incumbent upon a father
to suppo$t his young children,especially in an educational sense,
antil they arrive at the age when tney are capaoble o1 supporting
tnemaelvan.;%é; JJ;J? may have been directed against the teach-
ing of Mark ,who said,"Suffer thy little childrem to come to me",
and intended to keep the young children away rrom heresy,.he woras
(*12 PP 1 have bcen misunderstood by the ialmud,which regards
them as meaning that,whereas up to the twelfth year the father must
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pe very patiemt with the chii; t Safaan JstTom twelve on he may -

pe very strict with him,even sé strict as to taxe his life 90).How._

ever,the real meaning is that from twelve on the father should or

may go down with him to a trade teacher and have his son taught a

tivelinood so that the son should,ir the father wisnhes,be compellea

to help support the family,i,e.after twhlve,he is not obliged mor=-

ally to support his son any lenger.This decree is,in reality,merely

another form or explamatiom of the decmee 192 xg /7 0Ix W'
D 'JL:,'* 0NJ > ,amd if it can be regarded as anythin g more

than a duplication or the second,it explains the doubtful and inde-

tinite 0'JB) of the second decree to mean up till twelve years

of age,Mitherto the pareat was obliged to support his son only till

gix years or age,and not from six till twelve,out the usha decree

made it compulsory to suppor$. young children to the age of twelve,

after which the parent could teach his son a livelihood if he sd

deliredt_gn

(£)The 5ixth urdinance of usha,
IPIVAA M }'Jnu M U Sy

in my opinion it seems extremely dupious wnhether the as-
semoly at usha discussed this question,since the Temple had been .-")
destroyed some seventy years prwiounly“z).Lt any rate it may have
peen a theoretical question which had been depatea for some time and
was taxen up by the oynod after the other more important business
was over,It would be rather umnecessary to disregard the statement
of the Tamudwa)thst at Usha these six Houbts were clarified,but
tne reason thnereror and nearer details concerning this decree we
can only conjecture,since nothing defimite is stated in the sources,
The same statement ‘ppli..-l to (94)

(g).The Seventh Urdinance of usha,

AP ) % nu;l!}.f /-1 mb'!\j My AV2AX 1ODPXN XUMKE 13p
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This law is utrodmurby the phrase XWiXa  ppa
instead of the usual /J')27 ,which fact,however,makes mo differ-
ence,since the metnoa or the AJ)N was by = /'Jo ,vote,What the
purpose of this decree was,whether it was actually passed by the
ysha Symod,and the circumstances leading up to it,all this is a mate
ter ot conjecture and lpoculstiu(’”.

(h).Bighth Ordinance of Usha.
7137 13 IK RIX AN /'un [4’ Mmpa 1 A2 ay
20N N WL A (72 "JM:H Yrn 228
or,according to the jeruschalmi versioms, /,\? M35 Jd xuika

ihis decree may well have been a protest against vamaliel s (11)
promiscuous use of the ban ,it instituted thar omly & member of the
assenbly who had given offense at least several times could be pro=-
nounced to be under a ban,and it did away with too frequent vanning
on the part of an arvitrary sasi,
(1).Ninth Ordinance Of Usha,
odw mwurx 15 JJ\L' N7 }f‘” M1 P2

Tpe reason for this decree,apart from its seemingly man-
ifest one,is likewise obscure,In fact,these last four decrees wnichn
are founa in different places seem to have a difterent and less au-
thentic tone than the first five which are all quoted im b.Kesuboth
490-50a,There is a great deal of doubt im my mind whether these last
our were really decreed at tne vouncil or usha or were added ad
legendary subsequentlyas a modification or ampflification,At any
rate they are all obscure and doubtful,nst only to the vemara ,put
aleo to the later commentators and moderm writers,and mxmx they dif-
fer materially in content and in imtelligibility from the first five
which were at least the most important ot the decrees and those
vhich the assembly took up first,in accordance with the comditions
of the times,Probably after they had fimished discpssing( and we may

0¢ sure tnat these discussions toox no 11ttl® tdhke) the vital ques-
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tihna,they turned their nttontio;-ta less important subjects.uo
douot,too,many other decrees were made at usha,but they have not
peen transmitted to us,

In due coumse of time,after a rather leagthy session,as
must have been the case for the completion #f such important busie-
ness,the assembled rabbis expressed their appreciation of the hos-
pitality of the people of Usha,Rabbi Judah b,.Ilai,whose home was in
Usha,spoke comncerming the glory of the iorah,.he rest or the imau-
gurators o the assemdly delivered short sermems iam which they
thanked and blessed the Ushaites warmly for the kind treatmeat and
for the hospitality which they had shown to them,:he fact that .u-
gan b, tlai alone did mot thank the people for their hospitality but
thanked the various rabbis for the trouble they had takem in coming
to the assembly from a distance or between ten and forty miles in-
dicates that he was & native of the town,It was on the last day of
the synod,after the work was over,that the people of usha were ad-
mittea to the assemdbly place and that the assembled rabbis expressed
their gratitude for their hospitality,Several lourou“”ltutc that
tour and three teachers respectively delivered the sermons preacned
at uvsha in the vimeyarad at vabmeh.,ihe similarity and idemtity of the
names prove that both sources describe the sessiom at Usha,and that
the words 7J2'1l 0731 are a mistaxe,due to lapsus linguae,tor XJiy
usha,since in sabneh,the regular seat of the assembly,no vote of
thanks to the people for their hospitality would be mesessary,vherew
as in usha,a strange city,these sermons of tnanks and appreciation
were very apropos.We may call this custom the predecessor of our
modern custom of giving a vote of thanks to the people of the town
where assenblies are held ,as do tne union of american nebrew Com-
gregations and the Central Cenference of American Rabbis,

The Nasi at the time of the synod of uvsha was nabban
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Simeon b.Gamaliel II of Jabneh Mo however tesk me active part im the
assembly ,but kept himself aldof,the reasons for which act are not
precisely kmown,it is quite likely that Simeom was too young at this
time to officiate,or thg probable reason was that he refused to re-
present cudaism orricially at the oynod,fearing that his connection
with it might be misconstrued (by the Roman goverament) Rabbi Meir,
asccording to ome authority,who was the reak head or tne usha voun=-
¢cil,nad had a quarrel with xabban Simeon b, Gamaliel II at the time,
and for this reason Simeon did mot come to the assembly.,ve it as it
may,he was not present at usha,the reason for wnich is to be se-
lected from and sought 4n the three above-mentioned possibilities,
T, ese are the most important facts conceraing the
place ot the assembly,date,cause,and enactments,i'he assembly at Usha
was of great bemefit to the future development of Judaism ,Through
its decrees vudaism,wvhich had been ailmost disrupted and dissolveda du-
ring the period of the Nadriamic persecutions and the Bar Cechba . -
revolt,took a new lease upom life,The assembly was the greatesti
thning which could have happened anct which could possibly have been
done for instilling new life blood into the body of the religion,
i, e synod,where so many scpolars met once again arter tne harrow-
ing period of abuse and persecution and prohibitiom,imspired them
with a zeal for the law which persisted down through tne centuries,
:he law was the remeay whicn brought our faith health aand stremgth
in those days.The legislation whichh was enacted at Usha,though
mostly concerned with the ©§vil 1life of the people,yet strengthened
the bonds of the family,the home and of the heart. /Many were deterred
trom deserting to vhristianity,many were made better and more devout
sews,and though we search the sources in vain for some inkling as
to the exact results of the council,we =x can easily surmise the

¢'tects these decrees had,'he decrees of usha may have been fairky
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wall observed during the t1;:; when they were emacted,but they me
doubt soonm outgrew their usefulness and became unnecessary,.ertain
;aurceukgsJ scem to indicate that the institutioms of Usha were not
pinding,that at least certain ones of them had mo legal force,and
that it was next to impossiole to sttempt to entorce their obser-
vationbut I believe that all these reports refer th the days before
the synod of Usha when they existed as semi-ptticial laws with no
1ezal force,There is no reason in my mind for doubting that the de-
crees of Usha,at least im the majority offi cases,were scrupulously
oposerved by rabois and laymen alike.,rhis ,however,is not a very ime
portant matter,Little difficulties are bound to crop out here and
there in any ralmudic dissertation,without,nowever,impairing or ob-
scuring the main events ahd occurrences,

The synod of Usha enabled panting and exhausted is~-
rael to recuperatefrom the terrible ettects of the preceding dnfl.
It successfully resisted the advances of Christianity,succeeded in
improving family conditions,settled many douotrul points or law,
ana gave the faith a religious momentum which carried it along for

many years.Therefore the place which the synod of vsha has in the

history of vudaism cannet be gainsaid,
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VHAFIER FriIve

YME ASEEMBLY IN THNE VALLEY OF RIMMON,

An interg@sting passage in the 1almud ‘.r“.cn.x.1t99lr.°’u.t.
to us a very imteresting stery comceraiag a very ususuall and remane-
tic-assembly 'which took place ia the valley Uf nimmon and the unue-
sual circumstances wnhich attended it.1% states that at eme time se-
ven rabbis,mamely;R Meir R Judah ben Ilai,R.Jose b.Chalaftah,k,.oime
eon b, vechai,n.,nehemiah, n,sliezer b,vacob,and R, Jéchanan Nasand--
lar,entered the valley of Rimmom im order: to 1nt¢rq‘1atc the year,
‘he intercelation of the year was seemingly agreed upom without die-
pute,but a vislent discussion arese between R Neir: aand R,Jéchanan
Nasandler with reference to the degrees of holiness and to the ier-
umah,Despite this they later became reconciled and kissed each other
at parting,and the one who had a whole garment tore it in halves
an d gave one half to his friead who had none.,Ih order to commemo=
rate the synod each rabbi drdve a nail into a block of mardble whi
lay near by and this bleck was hencsforth called the "aailstone”,

This synod may well have been incorporateda into the chap-

ter concerning the oynod of usha,because in realitythis synod is a
forerunner or predecessor to the Usha Symod.sut since the vouncil ot

usha is complete in itself we have chosen to describe it as a spe-

cial synod despite the fact that only seven rahbis are mentioned as

having participated in it with the exception of one man the names of

those who were present at this Rimmon Assembly are identical with '!
the seven inaugurators of the synod at usha,AtLthe time of the HAds-

rianic persecutions and the decree against the study and practice of

the law,many raovois fled to various places ia order to pretect them-

selves and to escape the wrath of the Roman goverament.when the nad-



riani¢ edict was reveked in 138,these sevea rabbis ,who seem to
nave exiled themselves to approximately the same district,vetook
themselves back to their homes.On the way back they passed through
the Himmon valley,wherein they most likely met according to previous
agreement 10682 in order to decide the fixing of a leap year since,
as a result of the years of warfare and persecution,the proper fix-
ing of the calendar was interfered with and the calendar had conse-
quently gotten into disorder,:his matter was arranged to the satis-
faction of all concerned,and the year was ntuq"'uua.but in the
course of the discussion a dispute arose as to how akiba had taught
a certain law,Jechanan Nasandler,im contradictiang Meir,asserted that
ne nad listened to ~kiva longer standing than meir had sitting Meir
retorted. that,since Jochanan was an Alexandrinian he consequently
was not an expert im traditions.a reconciliation took place and the
nailstone was erected,as has been stated above,

rrem nimmon the seven scholars \IUI’procndoa to vsha,
the nome town of Judah b,Ilai,.Upon the¢r arrival in Usha they de-

termined to hold a synod or all the prominent rabbis of the time,and

tor this purpose they issued a call to all the rabbis to sonvene.lhe
calling of the syned may well have been determined upon before the
arrival at usha,.he results of the usha synod are already known to
us,lence,the assembly in the valley of Rimmon,though different from
the usha synod,was the forerunner to it.ihe argument,the reconcili-
ation,the dividiag of the garment,and the setting up of the nail-
studdea rock as a memorial give us a graphic picture of the cere-
monies attending an ancient synod,just as the speeches and sermons
0ot thanks present to us a fine picture of the Usha Synod.Aside fronm
its significance in leading up to the council or usha and throwing
lignt upon it and its unique portrayal of the characteristics of an

ancient synod,the assembly in the valley of nimmon has no great im-
portance for us,
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In the preceding chapters we have taken up the five great
assemblies of iannaitic times.In the following chapter we shall en-
deavor to explaim various minor assemblies.:he difriculty lies in
the fact that the sources in these cases,far from being heterogen-
esous,superabundant,and contrused,are too meagre and scanty,Seme of
the minor synods quoted under this head seem not to have been sy-
nods;otners seem to have been but lack some of the fundamental char-

acteristics of synods.At any rate,in view of the fragmentary nature

of the evidence,tne description of the assehblies themselves will

be fragmentary,

().The Assembly in the upper .hamber of .echanan b,..esayrq

We read in b, ,menacoth 410 that the elders of the chammaites
and the most influential of the Nillelites entered the upper chanm-
per or garret ot a certain .echanan b, Lesayra and issued a state-
ment that the Zizith had no fixed limit or measure as to the num-
ber of threades.:his matter,the same as the question of the length
of the Lulav,seems to have been a mooted question between the chanm-
majites and the HMillelites for quite a long time,It must not be con-
sidered that it was a matter or idle speculation,when we realize tha
that every Jew in those days,whether they were shammaites or .iil-
lelites,wore a «izith every day of his life,it can readily be seen
that it was a matter of great importance for the people to know the
exact provision with regard to the number of threads im & zizith,
since each person wished to fulfill the requirements of the law as

scrupulously as he could,If one followed the Shammaites,the uillel-
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ites would mock at him and lc;;l. him of violating the real law,.f :
one did as the anillelites did,the Shammaites would declare his act
a violation of the rorah.,:herefore it was necessary to arrive at
some agreement in this rather important matter,and for tnis reason
a2 meeting was scheduled in the garret of Jechanan b, Sesayra.At this
assemdbly the most prominent members of both schooln were present,the
matter was discussed and ne deudbt brought to a vote,and the general
agreement was that no limit or measure should be fixed for the Zi-
zith,and that one could do as he pleased regarding it,with the pro-
viso,no doudbt,that whereas no maximum limit was set,the minimum 1i-
mit of the number of threads should not be violated.:he word /7/2/4
in the text implies & decision,otherwise no decision would have ta-
ken place,:he preliminary dirfferences between the two schools and
the consequent ) )Y'w ;.‘) l"x MXN Py imply a fotmal decision.

ihe exact time of this minor assembly cannot be deter-
mined with absolute precision.:owever,the approximate date is 50 to |

I
64 C,B, The words }.Jm' 232D implies,mere or less,a time of per -

secution and prohibition of rabbinical assemblies,In the case of
Lydda and of Chananiah the assemblies were held irn the garret be

cause of the Homans'' decree against assembliesand because of the

necessity of keeping the session secret,uere too the word ')/
points to a similar reason and to a similar time,..fter 7u such sec-
recy and precautions would have been unnecessary;between 64 and 70,
from the revolt to the destruction,the matter of ‘the csizith wéuld

not have been so important as to have necessitated a special assem-
Dly.-n addition,we s8n see that the character of this assembly id ab-
solutely different from the zealot synod of 66 under vhananiah b,
Chiskiah b, Gapn . Before 50,and surely before 4u,the oppression ot

the procurators and the consequent refractoriness of the people were

not so serious as to make it advisable for Lue Homans to prohibit
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assemblies or meetings ot the ;;bois.lnd the rabbin could thereforse
nave met in open session without the slightest tear or molestation
or danger. Mence,as far as we are able to judge,the approximate date
of this assembly is around 50,leaving a peried of mbeut thirty five
or forty years after the death of ..illel for the ilevelopement of
the two schools and the milder forms of disputes.nothing is known
regarding the personality of vochanan b, besayra,nuot even to which
school he belonged.nothing is known concerning the result of the as-
sembly other than that it represented a compromise between the two
schools,a fact which would tend to preve that the assehbly must
nave taken place before the disputes betweeh the two schools grew
so serious as to preclude all chances for compromine ..he assembly
was no doubt welcomed by the peeple ,imasmuch as it gave them the
freedom to choose betwocen the two schools or to follow,without the
least pangs of comscience the teacher to whom they felt inclined,
at least in the matter of the Zaxith,

(b) The Meeting in the neuse of vochanan b,.achuranis,

---------- - .- - e T .- - e A - -

we are told in the wishna that,at one time,the nillelites

and the Shammaites had a dispute concerning the ouccah,.he chammaite
party maintained that if one had his head and the ma!?r part or

his body inside the osuccah while the table was 1;:ﬂ&€’1t was unfit,
while the nillelites averred that it was fit,.he nillelites therefo»
pointed out to the Shammaites that,some time previously,the most
promninent members of both schools had gone to visit a certain man
named oochanan b, nachuranis| son of the .hurasnite woman),and had
found him sitting in his Buccah in the position which the ..illel-

ites had stated was permissible,and that none of the nillelites or
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shammaites had said anything to ;;l conceraing it .Vhereupon the thn-:
maites retortad that such was not the case,but that the assembled
members had told him that he nad never properly fulfilled the com=-
mandment concerning the Succah if he had always sat in that positiog

«othing is known of this assembly,for such it seems to
me to have been,except what we have stated avove..he word '],‘1
creem to imply that it was just an infeormal visit,but this word was
used likewise in the case of the assemdly of Chananiah.,Omn the other
nand,the fact that the elders\ i.e.the most prominent members )of the
two schools came to visit him indicates that some important reason
lea them to convene,Nothing is told us concerning the results or
tnis meeting =although there probably were,some.,Prebably a few points
of difference were adjusted,as was the case at the precediag minor

assendly,.The date of this session may have been =any time from 186 to

5/ v.s,,the reasons being the same as those which induced me to
place tne preceding assembly between 500 to 64,namely,the fact that
the terminus a2 quo s the year 15, a few years after the death of

nillel,and the terminus ad quem is about 4u or Bu,the time whem the

rule of the precurators began to weigh heavy upon the people and fre.
quent trouble and clashes broke out,at which period open assemblies

such as this one scems to have been were forbidden and secret as-
Vivd)
sexblies im garrets took their places .

L¢) The Saba ben Suta Assemdbly,

ror many years there was constant frictiom between the Mil-

lelites and the Shammaites,wnich cegan even in the days when nillel
\ lo4)
was alive,The Talmud Jeruschalmi tells us that at a certain
g

time,Millel had a dispute with the shammaites concerning an act
which he had done with an animal he had brought to the Temple for
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a sacrifice.ne managed, however,to put them off ( D'I2171 })'Sn,t)
and they departed.a few days later however,the Shammaites gained the
upper hand and sought to (ix the  alacha in accordance with their
opinion,but due to the presence of saba pen .utan ,one of the more
moderate of the Shammaites,who acknowledged tnat the law wae in ace-
coraance witn the opinion of nillel,the chammaites were prevented
rrom carrying out their intention and it was made a law in confor-
mity with the view of the Nillelites,

This assembly took place in the days whem nillel was

still aliveiborn around 7v o,v.%,)and was an old man | Aﬂ?i? éSn,
tnererore within the two decades preceding the birtn or chrilt.a-
date of 15 to 10 B,C . E,would make fillel an old man of 65 or 60

and this date is the most probable one,The date is further deter-
mined by the fact that oaba b.,outah,a disciple or ahammai‘lua,vs-
olinaed by aeroed,wno died 4 »n,.u.5,,and must theretore have atten-
aed tne assenmbly betore tnat time.lhe foregoing dispute may have ta~
ken place in the regular school-house or assembly hall,but this is
nowhere stated as having been the case,vhile on the other hand,the
expression X112 ‘1 X212 oW 171 ,“and oaba o,.utah was there,

itselr an unusual expression,may be taken to indicate an extra-San~-

nedral location,but where it was is unknown,At any rate the Shama-

ites,a few days after they had been put off by nillel,found them-
s2lves to be in the majority t IT' 1724 , at a certa;n:?gyin
lne result mentionea avove,.his is only another of the series of con-
flictes between the two opposing schools,and it is not unlikely that
many of the detaild concerning this assembly as well aeg others were

intentionally omitted ana disregaraea,
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(d).A Minor Assembly Of the Nillelites and Shammaites, '

We have seen from the preceding that the disputes ana difter-
ences between the csillelites ana the chammaites provided tne motive
ana incitement to the two great assemblies of Chananiah and Jabheh,
put that they also were the background of the three minor assem-
olies which we hhve just discussed,.hese disputes led to the con=-
vening oI the leaaers or the two schools whenever a disputed matter
o1 great importance had to be settled,and it seems very probable
that many mere such assemblies than are reported in the Talmudic
sources actually occurred.and herewith the :almua reports about a
fourth assembly of this kind,

L1u6)
we read in a passage which,strangely enough,cone

tains a variegated report of the Chananiah synod,that the two schook
were involved in a dispute regarding persons who had placed vessels
under a water-spout in order to gather up the rain-water,:he shame-
mnites,witnout reservation,que to their fear that the vessels might
have been contaminated by the non-Jews,declared such vessels as ren-

aering the bath unfit ,while the Millelites,making a distinction be-

tween one who forgot it there ana one wno placed it there,declared
that only in the latter cas® would the bath be rendered unfit.A
split between the two schools was thus created,mmtil,as our pdnlace
informs us,a vote was takenj;the Shammaites proved to ve in the ma-
Jority,and theretore fixed the law according to their way,out gran=-
ted the nillelites thec concession that if one forgot a vessel un-
der a spout in & private court,the bath was not rendered unfit,
Many lcholarltlovl regard this as pveing a part or thne
agsemdly ot vhananiah and state that this law was one ot the eigh=-

teen or thirty six decrees passed by the Shammaites over the Nile

lelites,But ,asit seems to us,this view cannot be maintained in the
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1§ce or the following facte: i

1).The law LN /7 M 0'30 pUA T was not a subject calcu-
lated to have been taken up by that zealot Shammaite assemblywho
were bent on setting through their anti-neathen legislation despite
all obstacles,

(2).1t is not included in the original list and therefore
nust be & special point of difference at a different time,

(3).In connection with this law the shammaites granted tne . °

nillelites 2 concession,wnereas at the assembly ot vhananiah no con-

cession or agreement was possible,/Mence I choose to regard this as

a special minor assembly which took place most probably a shert

time betote the chananiah assembly and formed one of & series of
several minor assemblies at which the prominent Hillelites and Sham-
maites got together and decided certain disputed points tor the
guidance ot the people,as we have explained at greater length in
connestion with a preceding assembly,All details concerning the time,
place,and inner circumstamces of this meeting are lacking,and we

are lett in the dark as to whether or not other matters besides tne

one 2t issue were discussed at this session,All this, however,is a

subject of speculation,

(o) Tho Assemblies 1n the Shadow of the Love-cote in sabneh,

nabbi iarphon,ss two passages of Talmudic litcraturotloa)
inform us,was seated on Sabbath afternoon in the shadow of a pi-
geon=house or dove-cote in vabneh, surrounded by a group ot his pu-
pils or or the elders ot the timcn‘logj.nore various questions were
asked of Tarphon and answered,but they are of such a trivial nature

that it is unnecessary to state them,
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T3 my mind it appears that it-;lu not a regular assembly,but just
a friendly round-table Shabbas-nachmittag discussion such as the ur-
thodox are wont to have in the ochul today,every oabbath at minchan,
i1arphon, the teacher,would give his pupils a little w7 or
embryonic Midrash.This custom no doubt extended throughout many a
year,and must have taken place betwwen 116,after the assemdbly ot
sabneh,and 125,the peginnings of the revolt against ¥pdjda which
led up to the Nadrianic persecutions a few years later and to the
consequent pronioition or the stuay or tne law.,iarphon,as we have
already seen,took a prominent part in the assembly of Lydda sever-
al years later.¥What the 7JJ¢i was cannot be determined with abso-
lute definiteness, it most probably was a large builaing in a gardaen
and tne rabbis sat in ite cool shade on the hot Sabbath afternoons,
It may likewise have been the name of a person who accorded the
rabbis the privilege of using his grounds for the meetings.at any
rate this meeting has no importanws,for nothing serious was discus-
sed,there were no problems to settle,no conditione to legislate

tor,and no results to be obtained,

FINIB




PART II,
APPRNDIX-NOTES AND BIBLIOGRAPAY,




NOTES,

NOTE 1, Mmishna oabb,i,4,:his is the only passage in the mish-
na wnich mentions the sssembly in Chananiah's house.All the other
references are takem from the two Talmuds and the Tesefta,and repre-
sent products of seconaary,tertiary,and legendary sources,rhis fact
1llustrates how obscure the whole l{.ry is,and exmphasizes the neces-
sity of exercising great care in the acceptance and rejection of de-
tails,uther than in cabbath 1,4 vhananiah's name is not mentioned in
the nishnaThe Mishna or the other sources do not state that he was
illand that for this reason they weny up to visit him,it seems to
nave been a preconceived idea and scheme to induce the nillelites to
meet the Shammaites.The Mishna and the other ssurces are absolutely
silent as to the role played by chananiah in the enactment of tne
sighteen :easures.

cel.n.BIbb.I.‘ 1'. "’,\A! L ]

NOTE 3, This is the first rabbinical assembly mentioned in :al-
mudic literature,excluding the meetings or the school-houses ,aca-
demies and Beth Din,which were regular;The almost unanimous opinion
vrevails among the scholars that it was held berore the destruction
or the second temple,it is quite possible that other assemblies took
place before this one,but of them we have no record,In Chap.6 we Lo
nave tried to prove that one or two minor assemblies took place be-
tore this one,vhile the Beth Din and the Sanhedrin were flourishing
there was no need for special synods;hence we need not be surprised
that tnere were none previous to the one under discussion,

nOTE 4, b,.Sanh,.41a,

NOTE 5, b.Sabb,.1l%7a, Bwow  und 2wy ?153 a2 07 2r7
D'I'nim e M2

This report,though fairly accurate as to the actual state of affairs
yet gives the impression that the assemoly took place during the
lifetime of Hillel and Shammai and that they set up the swords in
the school house.This however,cannot be the case,since the whole
scene is enacted in and before the garret of Chananiah,If we under-
stand by 557 the 537 A1 and by APW the 'A\Pw A’'2 and take the
words A9 /AAJ as reterring to the armed guardas set up by tne
shammaites before the house of Chananiah,the difficulty will be re-
moved and the otherwise unintelligible verse will pe clear,.his zea-
1ot assembly is the only one in which swords and armed troops played
an important part,and at no other time,either before or after,did
conditions warrant the intréduction or armed force in order to es-
tavlieh certain decrees.,Certain scholars,probably misled by the a-
pove difficult passage,place the enactment of the eighteen decrees
in the oldest times or .eth ochammai and .eth nillel,i,e,long before
66;80,¢,g8.D. Moffman ( Der Oberste Gerichtshof).See Note 7.0me scholar
(€,Z2eitlin) holds to the view that the chammaites forcioly preven-
teq more nillelites from entering the garret so as to be adbls to
keep their majority. NMowever likely this may be,the verse p))' g4
XY’ N XY //]/ seems to argue against it,

NA
NOTE 2, Jo 12 aren 2 dum .rroqunuy}m,]nu in later sour-
s |p
|

s9Ts 6, Mishna >abb,i,4,

~OTE 7, AW Masw AUpA DTA 142 Apwnl
This can refer,if it is at all rolilble,sgﬁ? to the frequent dis-




==,
68

cussions of the two schools but to a definite day on which an
irrepsrable,as it seemed,breach between the two schools occurrea

ana wnich was considered unlucky.nence it may refer to the Chananish
"assembly, . Mowever,thedate 9th of Adar is nowhere confirmed and is
immaterial,and it seems to be only one ot the legends or traditions
waich later arose as embellishments of the unique assemdly . WVhether

|

or not a fast day was actually decreed and it it was observed ir de-
creed is problematical,
slueger (Genesis und Cemposition der NHalachasammlung )

' places the assembly & few years before 66,in the time of ¢ -

ative peace and before the actual revolution had broken out.,Veiss
I laﬂfhlaoo- the assembly & little after the death of l.ripp. 1.ktd
\44).Noithcr assumption however,seems to be justiried in the face of
tne above-mentioned rant-.xlucgor himself states that the assembly
nust have taken place in the first presidential year orf ovimeon ia,
when rrocurator relix provoked the people to desperation ,when the
Syrians in Caesarea declared the Jews to be without rights,and when
the vews in alexandria were made to sufter terribly from the hatred
&7 the Greeks. At any rate,Klueger admits that it is difficult to as-
certain the exact date of the synod with certainty,out the conditios
of the times and the excitement prevailing about which he speaks
indicate a date around 66 for the adoption of tnese harsh anti-nea-
taen measures in the face of the fact that they probably caused a
lot of harm to the Jews, toe presupposes & time of deepest pres-
sure Trom without and the breaking out of the bright and unquen-
chaple flame of hatred against the foreigners in the hearts of the
vewish people,

sUTS 8,.b,0ab0, 170,

wiE 9, D,babb,17a,1he passage from IMPT = 20 X2
nas reference to the Chananiah assembly ,but it was taken out of
its oréginal place probably accidentally.and put in a place in whien
it goes not belong,

NOTE 10,0,.5abb,.153b and Rashi te the verse,
NOTE 11, j.Sabb,.I,7.

NOTE 12, une of these is in b,oabb,l30-170,a very invol-
vea and long drawn out ascount,The second is in j.Babb,I,7,quoted
under the name of the rabbis of .aesarea who were gquoting an anon-
ymous weraytha,the third is in the same passage,quoted as an ano-
nymous Beraytha,while the fourth is the authentic account gquoted un-
ger the name 0f oimeon ben .ochai,The simplicity and straightfor-
wardness of Simeon b,Jochai's narrative as compared with the other
tnree is very striking,ihe other three bear all the earmarks of tra-
ditional amplification and embellishment and can hardly be taken
seriously\ see note 13,,..hat the above-enumerated eignteen are the
original ones is confirmed by the” fact that bread,cheese,oil,and
daughters are common to all the fo.™ accounts ,wnile such laws as

DM ppifw ) 1A 2187 ;070 Vi ') and other impertinent
things are abso ely omitted from n,oiméon b,sochai’s report.s,.oab,
17b states unoqnivocally that bread,oil,wine,and daughters were of
the eighteen decrees,
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NOTE-13. It is not défficult to understand,once the original
decrees have been ascertained,now and why such comnfusion in the
sources and such & heaping up and amplification of the eighteen de-
crees came about.:he recollection of the synodal day which marked
the triumph of the Shammaites naturally was not a very pleasant one
to the nillelites.ihis can easily be seen from the evasive answer
given in b.,Abeda Zarah 29b by R,Jeshus to R,Ikhmael who was in-
quiring as to the reason for the pronivition of cheese,and frem the
ract that he fimally avoided an answer altegetherand led him over
to another tepic as though loathe to discuss the circumstances
leading up to the prohibitioen,This is the same R, Jeshus who,im b,
sapbath 153b protested against the eighteen decrmes,statimg that
on that day the Shammaites had overstepped the bounds and had dlot-
ted out the prpper measurse.,nence,wvhat was more natural “han that ,
wnen the nillelites later regained the upper hand, they should try
to obecure the original eighteen and the attendant circumstances,
should imtreduce other,fictitious decrees to make it appear that
the nillelites had taken a part in the proceddings of the syned,
and had agreed to the passage of a second set of eighteen laws di-
rected against the heathens without a quarrel,.ut the same reason
which made the Millelites so loathe to pass the origimal eighteen
decrees against the heathens ,except under compulsion,would have
prevented them from passing the second set which tertiary sources
speak of as having been passed unanimously,.sdd to this the fact that
the original 18 as quoted by Simeon bd.,Jechai were lost track of be-
cause of the additional spurious decrees.,».oabb,l5a speaks or 36
decrees,or two sets of 18,stating that one set was passed unanimous-
ly,3nd that the other set was passed on the -W day after an all=-
day dispute,.The sbsurdity ef this logud.lrf.‘tl 6 from the fact that
it represents the synod as having lasted two days,is manifest,J.Sab.
1,7 states that there were three sets of decrees;one set was dec-
reed without discussionjone set was disagreed upon,but an adjust--
ment took place;and the third set was absolutely disagreed upon..his
third set is inaicative of the attempt of subsequent Talmudical
scnolars to explain away the whole victory of the chammaites by sta-
ting that the ajillelites had had an equal share in the passage of
36 of the laws.The statement concerning the two sets,one which they
decreed with the consent of all and ome about which they differed at
first but subsequently agreed upon seems to be the last link in the
chain ot prepaganda,the object of which was te deprive the Shammaits
party ot the last vestige of glory and victory and to make the
facts of the assembly mere and more obscure,Even Klueger and Zei-
tlin admit that the eighteen which they decreed and the eighteen upa
which they at first differed and them later reached an agreement
are the same and that there were therefore only two sets of decrees
at the most, .

As further proof of the tendency to harmonize the dir-
ficulties or to explain them away eatirely ,cf the verse IONE BT Y |
PP 1AM PN an7 apda ML (28 D) X1 )
Both this statement n& the gl 2apa ;,\ju ora ;2 are impos-
sible and authentic because of the verse Ord A4) 207 AR '
27 12 v ,which proves that the whole assembly took place
on one day,5till further proof of this tendency is nashi'‘s explanaté
ion of the XY ' 3x %X 7]/ to mean a1 RPN a0 d
i.,e, to prevent any one from leaving because they wished/ to take a
vote or 4ll the members.The later rabbis tried to smooth it out by
saying that only nillel was involved and not the school of .uillel,
in the defeat (cf Rashi too tock it im this sense.,b,.Sabb,17a.
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rerhaps this same desire for clouding the events and minimizing the
importange of the .hammaites' victory led those who wrote up the
meeting (Nillelites)to refer to the eighteen decrees in a semi-con-
temptuous manner as the 717 7”,the 18 things,i,e,without the le-
gal force and authority that regularly enacted laws Bave,and that
for this reason another autherity stated that ,although all the
other laws could be annulled under certain conaitions,nobody could
annul the 127 7" ,because they were passed at the risk of peo=
ple's liteor even atfter actual bloodshed,come scholars,e.g.Klue-
ger,take the passage in b,8abb,18a which speaks of two sets of de-
crecs,ar an attempt at compromise on the part of the schools on
that very day,but it is better taken as explained above,since the
authentic eighteen decrees passed by the Bhammaites were sufficient
anfgl they accomplished thereby their complete objective,

sOTR 14, o.seitlin in his excellent essay "Dix-huit -eas-
ures” (Revue des Etudes Jaives) speaks of two sets of eighteen,tne
rirst set epmateting of laws against the pagan food articles,se~-
cial relationships with the pagans,against accepting pagan gitrts,
a law against emigration frem Palestine by declaring the pagan land
unclean,and two or three ritual laws,e.g. 19) 71 ,in all,thire-
teen of the eighteen being identical with thirteen ot the authentic
laws,the other five being culled frem among the great mass of laws
quoted in the amplified subsidiary sources.:he second set of eigh-
teen,he says,consists of laws passed against the ocaducees,who were a
disturving element frem within,The purpose of the measures against
the priests,states .eitlin,was to deprive them of their inceme of
Terumah,and by the decrees of this session the rharisees made it
almost impossiole for the .aduceean priests to eat Tarumah,aad th
was no oppesition from the nillelites in the passage of these anti-
caduceean laws,since the Nillelites hated them as much as aid the
snammaites,sor examples of these anti-Seduceean laws cf M.Zabias V,2
12,2, Tanh IV, 5,Vhat we stated abeve about the nature and purpose of
the asgsembly will surtice to reject this view,That the Shammaites at
a session in a time of religious and political persecutions by the
neathens,a session held primarily to enact retaliatory laws against
the neathens and to forbid all intercourse and interrelation with
them should have concerned themselves with anti-caducean legisla=-
ture seems altogether incomprehensible, vhereas .almud jeruschalmi
states|)\ A 2) '%hw a0 ¥ ITAW 3w 1t is nowhere stated
that decrees agains [} l&lgcon were ssed, . nese so-called cad-
ucean decrees must therefore be relegated to the category of le-
gendary decrees,which originated later and which had no place a-
mong the original eighteen,

s0TS 15, ine words Orai iz usually are taken to refer to
the day when R, Elazar b Azarian was appointed in place of the dspo~-
sed vamaliel IL of Jabneh,out here in j,.abb,i,7 the context clear-
ly indicates that they refer to the assemdbly of _hananiah,as n u,
-abb,l,4, b.5abb,18a, 17b,and elsevhere,In other words, ora 1
and HyJ 7 must e taken with reference to the context and can
refer to any great event or to any great day which is under dis-
cussion, although in general it is true that in the majority of ca -
ses ,cf ., :adaim,the words pr2 2 refer to the day of Gamaliel's
deposition,
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vis 16, vonceraing /N7 ,J.Babb,I,7 says: > V' "27 [y
AT pipy Guo ) P '2) pwa Xxm .The meaning of the word 2IN'A /ig
unintelligidble,r s it would be better te read 7//>'2s ,i,.e.a law
passed at-EEmaus in 165 or 166 B.C,B,in the macabbean times.The Am=
eraim in the avove passage,in discussing the time or the prohibie
on ofl, state that Damiel forbade it,i,e oil likewise was ferbidden
during the Maccabean period,since .amiel was writtem at that time,
Tnese third hand fourth century notices can hardly be takea seri-
ously,however.The disputing amoraim are just hasarding guesses or
quoting legends.ihese twe and ether cases,in my opinion,illustrate
the tendency to repres at the present laws as haviag been ebser-
ved in the past,just as the radbis like to picture Abraham as
ooserving the whole ieorah before it was actually given.ur perhaps
it is 8 part or the plan,already referred to,to detract frem the
importance of the Shammaites' victory by representing a large part
of the eighteen measures,e.g.%il,food articles,bread,etc,.as having
veen prohinited prewiously,wheredby it woula appear that what the
cnammaites enacted were not such new laws atter all,

aUTE 17, although [PW,0il,is lacking in KH,Bimeon's
report,it is mentioned in all the other sources,and even in b.Ab-
oda Zara 350 and b.slbb.l'?b‘{””"h [S:J-".Nn v [sp@1 (a3 KA AP DX N
0il is mentioned,The word |/P¢ undoudbtedly wad inadvertently om-
1ttea trom the authentic list,ana an extra spice or fooa article
was inserted in its place,or else A MIN F"Jl are to be re-
ckoned as one,or else the words 1°Ja are superfluous.It is
self-evident that an important article of consumption lixe oil
woula not be exceptea Trom the anti-neatnhen provisions..f.too J,.
~abD, 1,7 PWY A IR P S jIrY .The Amoraim were discus-
sing the sgeparate’items,and oil must have belonged to the original
list,

sOTE 10 .Josephus testifies in the case of o0il too
that in many cases individual .ews or groups of vews rerused to
use the oil ot heatnens,ihe sews of Antioch refused to accept oil
from the Gymmasium leader and insisted on being paid in cash.Jos-
ephus states likewise in Wars,Book II,XXI_,2 that the byrian .ews
did not like to use heatnen o0il it they coula obtain .ewish o0il,
out the passage nevertheless implies that tney did use heathen oil,
Therefore on the whole ,the evidence of Josephus is not sufficient
to prove that some of the eighteen measures were previously obser-
ved,as vraetz would like to believe,

sote 18, .wars 1I,17,2,.1t here states that sleazar,the
son of Amanias,the high priest,persuaded the priests not to accept
the gifts or sacrifices of heathens for the Temple.This is a proof
1or the date of the oynod,since sleazar's act was a precursor to
the decree of tne pnod and must nave taxen place but a little
wnile before it ,hence in the revolutionary period,

NOTE 20, b,.Sabb,13b (ecf.b.Chagiga 13a.).

nOTE 21, The question concerning Ezékiel is not easy
to explain,it appears that at some time arouna 65 the validity ol
tne book ana its right to remain in the oible Canon,in which it had
been for a long time,were questioned because of the numerous con-
tradictions Dbetween it and several of the oiblical books,especi-
ally eviticus and veuteronomy.,.ow it was that these contradictions
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were not discovered long before or were not taken into considerat-
ion previously,or whether or not the whole guestion or the vanon
came up around this time ,cannot be answered derinitely.At all ha-
zards,from M, Jadaim III,5 and Bduyoth V,3,the products of later
times, ,vhere a controversy is mentioned regarding Xeheleth and the
song of oomgs,and where it is stated that an attempt was made to
reject them from the vanon,it seems that at OChananiah's time the
canon had not yet been determined and the statement in Tosefta
Jadaim that Ben Sirach etc.,have no cahonicity no doubt was made
about this time as the result or this activity.,at any rate,it seems
that a certain group at dhat time was in favor of removing BEmekiel
rrom the Canon.,Mence Chananiah (or Chananiah and his school or band
( [A»F"7 ) set about the task of harmonizing the book and the ni-
vle,and succeeded,as witness the extravagant praise bestowed upon
nim by his admiring followers.There seems to be no reason for doubt-
ing the autheanticity or the statement or ,ehudah in the name of
nav,concerning vhananiah's part in the preservation of Esekiel, and
of the statement of the Rabbanim that Chananiah and his band wrote
tne Megillath Taanith,because they liked to endear tneir surrering.
All the toregoing ies evidence that at the time of vhananiah a cane
onization movement took place,

NOTE 22, The Megillath Taanith which was collected and
written down at the time of Jhananiah and by vhananiah must have
Leen difterent from tne one extant today, cee vraetz,vel,iIl-3rd
Ed. Note 1,).The notices about Trajan and Nadrian (XII,2 gnd 8)must
nave been added later . The book itself indicates compositeness and
development,

sVUTE 23, vraetz (veschichte vol, 111 ,00te 26,  cf,t00
PP.369=559 and passim) believes that Chananiah's son Eliezer should
ve credited with all the above-mentioned activities.In brief, he
pases his argument on a passage in cedefl nadoroth wnicn ascribes
tne writing of tne :egillath imanith to xlazar b.Chanania b.Chis-
kian b, Garonm,likewise upon a corrupt passage in Ebel Rabbati (cé6)
wnich he makes read according to his way by smending the text,and
also upon two equivocal passages in - echilta rarasha .ethro 7and
salkut to the Pentateuch 295,where the name of Eliezer b.,Chananiah
0,Chizkiah b, Garon is mentioned-in very unimportant connections,
and likewise upon the statement of .osephus in ware,vol,i11,17,2
that sleazar the son of Amanias the high priest persuaded those who
officiated at the divine service not to ascept gifts.Graetz says
that this sleazar,the leader of the zealots,is identical with x=l-
1ezer,the son of vhananiah b, vhiskiah b.Garon;that he gained sev-
eral victories over the Roman troops;that Chanania (Ananias)belon-
ged to the peace party,that his house was burned down by the si-
carii,the ultra-zealot murderers,and that he was finally killed
by the zealots ina sewer in which he had tried té hide;that El-
eazar himeself gave the impulse to the passage o1 the anti-neatnen
laws ana to the collection and writing down of the calendar of vic-
tory,and that,as an indirect result of the whole affair,the ques-
tion of the canon was discussed and sliezer himself saved the
ook of nzekiel trom being placed among the Apocryphal writings,

Mirsch, in Jeshurun,II Jhrg,5616,p.4248q.,and Weiss,

Geschichte der Juedischen Tradition,I,187,give excellent material
in refutation of Craetz's view,which Graetz himself admits is full
of lacunae and unproven assumptions.It!is not our purpose to refute
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Graete . Ve merely mentioned him in order: to acquaint. the reader with
nis improbable yet interasting theery,as further proof of the ob-
scurity of this subject and the great differences of opiniom and
diverging views prevailing among the scholars.Bacher,too,as is e-
vident from his statement in naggads der Tannaiten,p.22,is in-
clined to ee ' with Gpaet: in many respects,though he states
that Graetz's position has not been firmly proved.We wish here
merely to suggest a few additional arguments in refutation of
urpaetz’'s view,In the first place,our source nowhere states that
Chananiah was & high priest or even & priest ,hence Graetz's iden-
tification of Elsazar the son of Chananiah with atacyhns Eli-
ezer the som of Anania the:-high priest. seems arbitrary and unjust-
ifiable.The passage in Seder Hadoroth is the only one which states
that Eliezer b.,Cheananiah wrote the segillath Taanith,end this may
ve due to & mistake in copying.,All the other passages gquoted by
Graetz state minor and unimportant things in connection with Eli-.
ezer,but none of them mentions the assembly or the other activities
in connoction with him,On the other hand,the & and the two
Talmude 4in all cases and unanimously usctibc t ese three great ac-
tivities to Chananiah,and do not mention his son even once,all of
which illustrates his unimportance,

»OTE 24, j.Sabb,.I1,7,

NOTR 25, The sources state that before Millel and Sham-
mei one Malachic question was the subject of contention( -ﬂhbnn )
i.e.the question of the laying on of the hands (. JX>nAP ) on the
whole offering on holidays ( j.Banh,19e,b.Chag.l6a;:).This strife a-
bout this matter persisted till after the time of Millel and Sham-
mai,and was then decided and made a law,No doubt other Halachic
questions were disputed in the pre-Nillelitic period and werse dou-
ptful then,but the disputes must have been limited in number and
were not and could not have been considered dangerous,

NOTE 26, b.Sanh,.B88b;)J.8anh,19c;Tosefta Chag,2,9,A11
these sources give 2 clear and concise and graphic picture of the
conditions which permitted of no disputes .In all the large cities
and in Jerusalem there were seth Dins of twenty three members with
the power to decide all doubtful religious questions,The Sanhedrin
of seventy one on the Temple Mount was the court of final appeal
and authority.If information was desired about a law,or if a dif-
terence of opinion existed,the parties concerned came to the near-
est teth Din.The court decided the matter on the ground of its tra-
ditione,.If they were unable to settle it,the case was brought to a
nigher court,and eventually to the Great Banhedrin,If it iteelf had
no traditions on the basis of which to decide the matter,the mem-
pers rose to a vote and according to the vote the law was decided
and declared binding on all lsrael.No disputes were possible be-
cause the Sanhedrin had the power to suppress all refractoriness
of the individual against the majority.This method continued téll
the time of rnillel and Shammai,when great religious disputes broke
out in Israel and could not be settled,because of the disappear=-
anee of the HSeth Din,

NOTE 27, b.Sanh.41la,
HOTE 28, b.Sabb,14b-15a,
mn 29. J.Ch‘gglx.zgd.sm.lg‘.
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MDTE 30. j.Senh.19a. {au 55 [ M 1upd xS
o.Sotah 47b, a0 'mn7 i, ty,arrogant,and therefore .,

#ll-instructed and superficial,
NOTE 31, ¥ . Beracoth 1,3,

NOTR 32, Cf,.j.Jeban,15b,where K.Joshua was afraid to give
an answer to & question disputed by the two schools because the
two great mountains might crush his skull.l am inclined to regard
this as a relic of the time whwnen the disputes were not so seri-
ous,and to " construe this remark as more or less humorous or sar-
castic,

NOT®R 33.b.Beracoth 27b,

NOTE 34, uater authorities (cf.Tos.Bduj.2:4,).5er,1V,1)
explain the vineyard in a figurative manner,i,e,that the assembly
was held in the regular place of meeting and was called vineyard
vecause the scholars were arranged therein in rows ,like the rows
01 a vine in a vineyard.,.ut this is openly a later nidrashic expla-
nation and there is no reason to doubt the literalness of the
word vineyard,If the D7D is to be taken figuratively,there is no
reason why the same simile should not have been applied to alil
tne otnher assemblies in the seth win and only to the assembly o f
Jabneh,

NOTE 35, Tos.Bduj.I,13;b,.8abb,138b,The redding in b,.Sabb,

138b is 51&70'9 AW )N 17'»p whereas the Tosefta has 11 p
770 "Marn N1y ayM»p 07x XMW Py.ihe dirterence in

neaning,however,is ali;nt,&nd both mean essentially the same thing.

»OTE 36,b.*eracoth 28a, Nws  0I'212 Arip.

D¥1 12 ,though,as =tated in wote 1E,generally,referring once
to the assembly in the upper chamber of Chananiah,in the majority
of cases refers to the day of the deposition of vamaliel :1 and
the appointment of slezar b,Azariah,and therefore refers to the day
of the assembly in the vineyard of Jabneh,the nature of which di-
rectly implies that a collection of the then-existing lawe was made
at that sssemdly. p/2 12 1is not to be taken literally,i.e.on one
day,but refers generally to the events of that day and the assembly
that grew out of it,and this assembly extended over a long period
ot time.slueger took the word ANJWJ to mean 're?eated? instead 6
of "taught“ ,and states that on the day of Gamaliel's deposition xxh
the Eduyoth collection,which had been gathered in and redacted in
successive stages for some fifty or sixty years prevédously and on
the day or tne deposition already existed as a complete,ax separate
book or law code ,was repeated,ihis view,however,is untenable in
my opinion |1l).5ecause nlueger is at a loss to explain the reason
why the collection should have been repeated on that day.(2).The
word AJWU generally means "teach"™ in the rishnaic literature,and
not -“repeat-.( 3).'he nature of the assembly demanded that some
collection of laws be made as a future norm and all sources and
scholars state that Eduyoth is that collection,(4).According to
alueger,the nduyoth collection would extend over a period of fifty
or sixty years,whereas the Jabneh assembly lasted,at the longest,
tor about three years.According to Klueger,there would have been
no need tror the assembly of .abneh,and for tne collection of laws
it tney nad already been collected before then and set up as a
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standard,( 5),rhe different stages in the collection of the sduyoth
mentioned by Klueger are correct,in a general way,but instead,var-
ious additions were made to the collecticn after the synod,and not
pefore the synod.ouch is the concensus or opinion among the sche
olars,

s0TE 37, D,Moffman firmly believes in the Mishna Rishe
onah, the arranging of which took place in the days before 70,Ad-
olph Schwarz as firmly doubts the existence or such a collection,
.unner,too,states that the xduyoth colxlection was the first coll=-
ection of the Nalacoth.Mowever,we may pass over this dispute has-
tily,because it concerns our m~in theme very little,

nOTE 38, L.,noffman points out | JAIUR27 Awry)
that the number of all the laws in the A/'7) AJdpp is forty,and
since it is hardly likely that this number is the result of an ac-
cident,it would prove that the A/'14 AJ7FP which we have gives us
only a part of the old collection from which they selected a def-
inite number of chosen laws ( XXM ya2 ).

nOTE 39, b,oeracoth 27a,

a1 4u, b,srudbin 150,

oUTE 41,.1ipid; j.~eracoth 1,3b;j.5etah 19a,

NOTE 42, b.Chullin 44a,

NOTE 43. b.Erubin 13db,

NOTE 44.b,Rosh Mash,l4b,

NOTE 45, cf.b.Jebanm,15b;Elazar b,%adok,though a sham-
maite,tollowed nillel in all respects in practice,it was chammai-

tes of this type who decided to abandon the dangerous struggle
and assist in fixing the law according to the nillelites,

NOTE 46,:he passage “u w7 D10 A A7 232 &S Kom
is a later interpretation trom the standpoint of the later scholars
after the Millelites and Shammaites were no more and only the ©0'AJn
were known,iaturally only two parties were at the synod of .abneh, |
the nillelites and the chammaites,and the 0'N)>7 were not known at
this time,Ve are given to understand that the whole Nalacha was
fixed according to Millel,Accordingly even had the O'PIN1 existea,
tnis woula be a contradiction ir we really velieve that certain of
the laws were fixed according to thed'Adr ,as we are told in this
later passage.Only later,when the chamaite party had disappeared,
did the nillelites become the 0O'n1>7 ,and only then could the 0'ni,y
ce spoken of ,Dunner kikewise thinks that this passage is a later
interpolation.although for a different reason,

2015 47, v, veutsch “nistory of the .ews”,p.24,

NOTE 48,).Taanith 674,

NOTE 49.b.Bera,.28a: Aan [Py AP ‘.5 J"SM "7
‘W 0P IJM ME 15K UNA

—
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sOTE B0, Many other important guestions were decided at the
synod,according to tradition,on that day,s.g.the gquestion whether
or not a heathen of Ammonite descent conid become a proselyte,which
question was answered in the attirmative (M,Jadaim 2i=4);and
likewise the gquestion whether or not Koheleth and ahir Hashirim
were to be admitted to the canon,and this question too seems to
have been answered in the affirmative.At any rate,we may b. sur
that any important question about which a dispute existed( ufa .Jg]/)
was discussed at that assembly,

n0TE 51, wur.vacod s.uLsuterbach,in his excellent vewish
sncyclopedia article on "The Mishna" ,states that as a result of the
development of the Mishna of R Meir and of that of n.,Akiba on the
ocasis ot the sduyoth collection every Tanna at the head of a school
nad his own Mishna collection in which the Naldcoth of the preced-
ing teachers as well as their controversies were dirrerently expoun -
aed,ans a result or thnis,the author states,the uniformity of teach-
ing which the redactors of the collection had desired and had al-
most attained was lost again because there were as many teachings
all different one from the other,as there were Misghna collections,
In order to restore the uniformity of teaching,Judah nanasi collec-
ted the present asishna,:et this danger can in no wise be compared
to the great pre-Jabneh synod danger,.It was checked through the
roresight of Judah Nanasi and never led to a synod,although it
might have irf it had been given a chance to develope, further.,At
any rate it illustrates the fact that the work of the synod of vab-
neh needed constant aementing and reintorcing in the future,

»«OTE 52, b,.Babb,138b;cf ,Toselfta Eduyoth I,1. The eriginal
words A wwS .h'mur was mitigated by the following
rabbis intMOThe words  A\1\> UwS Ay, J.Chag.ll,2,

NOTE B83.,cf .,b Brubin 6b;b,Chullin 43b-44a;n . Bduy.vIII 7;
b.srubin 130,and elsewhere,:he latter passage,which asks why the I=m
law was fixed according to Nillel if both were the words of the
living ued gives the naive answer that it was because the nillelite
were always willing to take insults and would quote the Shammaites'
words first and then their own wordes,It is plainly an attempt on
the part ot some later rabboi who misunderstood the whole situa-
tion to explain the hard problem of how the Nillelites became
preponderant,.In M, Eduy.vIII,7the additional naive statement is
made that slijah would come to settle the differences of opinion
regarding religious questions,

NOTE 54, Tos.Beracoth II, 14,
NOTE 55, b.banh,74a;)j.0anh,.210;).chebiith 1v,35a,

40TE 56,1hat the assembly was held before 135 is proven
oy the passage in b,Kiddushin 40b,which states that Akiba partic-
ipated in tne discussion one of the two most 1n?ortant questions
at the assembly of Lydda.Akiba suffered a martyr's death in 138,
nence the date of 132 (the revolution and persecution began in
this year) or the early part of 133 ¢s practically certain,¥With
reference to the part played by Akiba in the assembly ,c.f.the no-
tice in los.oera,i1,14 that he was hindered at the time of danger
from reciting the Shema because of & quaestor who was lurking a-
round him and his disciples,
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NOTE 57, That this assembly was held and the decree
passed in a critical time or persecution is illuminated by a core
rupt and yet preductive passage in the Pisikta{c,.13):

RNV CERRLY 1:515.11*3.1 1 uea :D':szl 1M 0Ty Jan

o NIANO D vyl DD X1 A BI azz

It is the unplullt;‘“’ Israel rlnohio An hcn %tr D‘.;Jt v'ﬁic: gx the
ascemdly protesting against the injustice of it all,that the Jews
must suffer while the others are at ease,Daspite its difficulty,
the verse may be freely translated as follows.* Why are the perse-
cutors (assassins (prebably 0°>J is & corruption of D '2r ))gath-
ered against me,In the garret of the nouse of sitzah in uydda they
said,'When I (israel) am surtering pain and persecution,they ( the
nations) resjoice and gather together to war against me' ",

NOTE 58, mid,chir nabah to 2,14;bkiddushin 40 b,
sOTE 59, b,.Sanh,74a.,
NOTE 60.b,.8abb,29b,
NOTE 61, b.5&nh,.74a,

NOTE 62, Ibid,;Sifra 'WA ,c.13,.The phrase A'777J 2 5292
is a later amplification,

s0TE 63,1he various clauses in b,ocanh,74a;j.oanh,III,21b
J.Shebiith IV,38a,which impose more restrictions and differences
upon this tolerant decree ,i,e.tne difference between openly and
secretly,between force on the part of the state and on the part of
the individual,the difference batween after the decree of perse-
cution and betore or at the time of the decree,all these are ampli-
ricl.tio:l and explanations from secondary sources and were added
much later,

sUTE 64, b,aiddushin 4 b3 j.chagiga I,76¢ ;j.Pesachin

III,30b;Mid,.Shir Rabah to 2,14,The reading of j.Chag.I,76c A'L A-{y2

0')x and that of the oifri 7/7” A'2 and of jJ.resa,iii,ub DX 42
as well as of j.Shebiith IV, 35a 7132 AM2O A2 and of Mid,to Cant,
to 2,14; 732 (A’ A" )Ny Mazjall these are unquestionably
corruptions ot the original T2 ArAJ AL A")L ,as we have
it in so many places,i,e,b . XKidd,.40b;b,5anh,.74a;b,.0abb 290;).canh,
111,210;108,08bb,11,5; resikta c,13,00w 7n) 2aé was corrupted to 172°
aes in j.Sheb,IV,38a,can be easily seen;Rhe others are more diffi-
cult to explain,but they undoubtedly refer to the same assembly,

NOTE 65, b,Sabb,.29b;Tos.Sabb,II,5;Tes Brubin 9(6)2, /"n-:u :
NOTE 66, Comm,.to b . K. A,.19a,

NOTE 67.J08t| uveschnichte des .udentums und oeiner oekt
en) states that Lydda was the place of secret meetings where no
douot new teachers were appointed thro the )7 to take the
place of those who had suffered a martyr's death,

NOTE 68, b,Babb.29b,This anecdote is repeated in a
rather corrupt reading in :0s,oabb.2,5,

wuuTs 69.108,.51T00.9,2, 7;)1 13) N2 1is undoubtedly a
corruption of IPHJ A1
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SOTE 70.8hir Rabah to 2,5.The words Iy wur
at the end of the uadrianic persecution,definitely determine the
time of the assembly (see Note 73, and see note "4a below,)

NOTE 71. sany scholars doubt that usha was in walilee.
see the refutation of this claim in Neubauer®*Geographie du Talmud®
PP.199-200 ,Neubauer places Usha in Lower valilee,n view which is
eminently correct,

auUls ”.h.HJ.SI;b.M.ub.

NOTE 73.The date of this assembly can be determined def-
initely,a fact which is not the case with the majority of the other
assemblies,The terminus a quo is the HNadrianic persecution,which
resulted in the frequent change of the seat of the oanhedrin (b,
Henn,31).,The terminus ad quem is indicated by the fact that Shefar-
am,the later residence of vudah . ,is mentioned as the next seat of
tne canhedrin after Usha. Mence,in the reign of Antoninus Pius,after
the repeal of the anti-yewish laws,the .alilean council took place,
that tne assembly absolutely presupposes the repsal of Madrian's
aecree is proven by the fact that,whereas . udah b, Baba had to
sutter a martyr's death for his ordination,undoubtedly in the reign
ot Madrian,and whereas the Lydda assembly,which took place during
the reign of aadrian ,had to meet secretly,the Usha assembly was at-
tended by large numbers of people and was marked by special cere-
monies and met unhindered,

NOTE 74 ., Cf . Luncz, )/AYAJ ,where it states that even af-
ter the death of nadrian the rabbis feared the guards set up in the
various places,and for this reason the radbbis changed places so of-
ten in order to conceal it from them,usha,the nearest town to the
northern border of Palestine,and the furthest from the center of
Palestine,the seat of tne :oman prefect,was therefore chosen as
the meeting place of the assembly.luncz amd useubauer place usha
in Lower valilee;uraetz and the cewish ancyclopedia place it in Up-
per Galilee,

NOTE 74a..f too widrash J'77 ,Perashan 'J D7 _ .ere
#iXx names are mentioned,the name of R, Eleazar b.Jacodb having been
omitted,probably through an oversignt.,-nother member o: the usha
assendly was R,Ishuael,the onission of whos® name is probably due
to an oversight;see wote 77,

suis 78, .otice that all the meeting-places of the San-
nedrin mentioned in b RN ,.31la ,after Usha,were in valilee,i.e,
shetaram,B8eth chearim,ocepphoris,and .iberias,a fact which proves
that even for many & year after Usha Palestine was avoided as a
seat of tne assembly or the canhedrin,and that the abode of a great
majority of rabbis was outside of Palestine proper,in ualilee,cr,.
+udah i at chefaram,

sUTE 76,50ome,e.g.Atlas ( 2370/ ,Warsaw,1887;p.288sq.)take
the view that the words A@ix *3/1 mwan ,not those who went to ta
the assenbly ,but those who went with the Sanhedrin from Jabneh to
Ushe and thence to shefaram and the other places,out if this is so,
why are not those who went with the Sanhedrin to Jabneh and to
Shefaram called DAY A = I DT ,ete,it is evident that
AWIX D)/ refers to a definite time and to an important event,
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and this statement is berm out by Shir Rabah,2,5,where it states
expressly the number of miles traveled by each member in coming
to Usha,a distance of from ten to forty miles:

DIVS K Yp MIWs po2 W XIE s DAL S 1PARY gy OAN
A M7 ApYS 10 DRV i Dwlyd W
NOTE 77. b.Saba oasra 28a,
aVis 78,.sgyptians,
nUTE 79, wxark A,23,

NOTR:80, of , Matthew XIX,21j3Luke X,35,and b, Erubin 86a
2w DIIN A RWwI AT "2 XA')H 37 ,a passage which seems
to be directly 4n opposition to the stian dectrine that thexxix
rich man is a sinner and will never inherit the fusure world,

»OTE 81,This decree has been misundersteod by certain
scholars. It is evident that it was intended to check the indiscrinme
inate wasting of preperty.Aad yet some authorities state that the
law means that one is obliged to give one fifth or his income to
charity,as statement which can not be derived from the text of oab-
1i.As another illustration of how the real meaning of the law was
misunderstood,cf.j.Peah, lBb, where it is taken to mean that one
should use one fifth of his fortune for Challah and tithes,but no
more than one fifth, Because of this wrong interpretation,the .al-
nud . eruschalmi was forced to harmonize,in view of the fact that
within five years the whole of the property would have been given
away.It therefore stated that the first year,one fifth of the
principal should be given,and that thereatter only one fifth of the

interest on the principal;. 1365 15y 1*30 ;/2)5 JI0AR e

»OTE 82, Cf.the story of R, Yishbav in b ,Kesuboth 50a,who
tried to squander all his property but was prevented by other rab-
bis.This story illustrates Neote 84,for R,Akiba was not alive at the
time of usha,it indicates that before Usha there was & general ag-—
reement against it on the part of the individual rabbis.ihe words

[yan 13 m9 ¥ are proof of this,

NOTE 83,cf.b.saba BEasra lla,the story of kumbaz,the son
of Queen anelen,

nvis 84,).r0ah,rerek 1,a.in my opinion there is no rease

son for rejecting this belief in an unofficial earlier decree
against 0'7.0 P2rias unhistorical,it indicates a natural process,
With the first advent of Christianity and its doctrine or Plara

n'p>) ,the several rabbis unofficially countered it with a law
against i{t,which law,however,was disregarded or did not have legal
gorce or which the rabbis could not force the people to obDey.:n
usha,when the danger had assumed alarming proportions,due to the
constantly increasing power of cvhristianity,it was confirmed and °’
invested with absolute legal authority,

b NOTE 85, Matthew AIX,30.cf.too =ark a,29-3u.uuke avill,
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aUTE 86, D..esud,.49a,
svis 87,3.Beracoth 284,
~OTE 88, b.Kesub,78b,
NOTE 689, Mark X, 14,

NOTE 90, Cf.Rashi,ad locum,who interprets Ins s 10
to mean that the father can,if he wishes,subdue his sen with the
strap and by starving him,

wUin 9l,:1hese five decrees are all found in b,.esub-
oth 49b=50a,The other four are found in different places,i,e,n,
.eoed ~aton 17a;b.n.n,15a;0,0abb,15b; j .oeraceth 284,

FOTE 92, As a matter of fact,this decree was the sub-
ject of dispute in temple times,since various sources state that
this law had been decreed before unofficially,torgotten,and then
established at the synod of Usha,All this ,hewever,throws no lignt
on the puzzling question why the decree should have been passed at
Usha in the year 140, 9.9;;7"' . C/_r’g;f-"...-‘/. r S-j,,

HOTE 93, b.Sabb,18b,
NOTE 94.b.R.H,18a,

NOTE 95,1he exact number of the decrees of usha cannet
ope determined with accuracy.l have accepted all nine as authentie,
gince . see a ‘ustification fer all of them with the pessibls ex-
ception of two.and yet in b.aesuboth 5 a we are contronted with a
passage which seems to imply that the original laws of .sha num-
bered,net nine ,but tharee.i.e.after quoting the first three laws
about Do) ° 7?54 #an> ,and 71T ,the i1almud states

1A (AN 0UR,S  320n'P1  MINA Noppan (130 AwiDwl
"And these reports are diltﬁi ing ,and their mnemonic sign is Obgyi

I7A72/ jaxd “,i.e.it implies that all the laws of Usha had al-
ready been quoted,for the mnemonic sign quoted only three,and yet
more laws were quoted.Despite this difficulty which 1 am unable to
solve,l believe that tne laws of usha numbered at least seven,with
the possible exception of the laws AMYIP WY o z’)M M 12pp7
and A2X .And even these laws I have accepted at face value, /
since . do not know the reason for their enactment.They may have
been very essential according to the conditions of the times;their
meaning may hase become obscured in the course of time,ihey may
have been traditional amplifications such as we have seen in the
case of the eighteen measures of .hananiah ,.he likelihood is that
not only were all these nine bona fide Usha laws,but that also many
minor and less iumportant laws were enacted at Usha and have failed
to come down to us ,.ut thie is an immaterial point which is not
very vital to the pregper understanding of the assembly.what i:
strangs ie that the xidrash to Shir Rabah does not mention a single
enactment out concerns itself solely with the sermons and speeches
delivered at the synod on the last day.

avis 96, jJ JMoed naton 1i1,l,:his decree has been ap-
plified and embellished in this place,



81

avis 97.0,..0era,.63b; cabb, 33b,un the ground eof these
passages which quote Jabneh as the seat of the assembly ,of the
sermons,and the attendant circumstances,due to a transmitter's
mistake ( %Ju'd X7)0W ) in quoting .abneh instead of usha,since
vaoneh is the place most fregquently gquoted,Zacharias ¥rankel ad-
vances hés view that there may have been twe different assemblies
at which the same rabbis were present,one at .abneh and one at ushs
vraetz too,en these same passages,bases his view that the enact-
ments of ueha belong to the beginning of the ) reign of Ladrian
while the synod itself took place in the reign of antoninus :ius,
~ut the revolt and the turbulent conditions would have prevented
the holding of the synod before the death of Aadrian,and .raetz hi-
nimself states that not till after the death of Gamaliel( 130-)did
the »anhedrin move to usha.sest authorities agree’'that the two
above-mentioned passages erroneously read +abneh in place of Usha,
and thet the institutions must have been enacted at the council eof
Usha,not before or elsewhere.,Other authorities besides Graetz state
that the indications seem to point to more than one synod or assem-
ply at Usha,but this does not concern us now.The sdurces are meagre
and 1 regard the report or assumption that more than one assembly
was held at Usha as an amplification of the authentic record,

NOTE 98, e.g.b.Eeeub.49b:: l'x 1K MM ,135.1-;_;*!\3,7 AUIRL
_ WA T
ANiaxz XMPA 7510 ,i.e.,no legal suthority to force him,
only & reprimand,

mrl 99,: .cw - v“.

NOTE 100.It cannot be determined whether they all
were living in the same place in exile and traveled homeward te-
gether or whether they were dwelling in different places and met by
appointment in the valley of Rimmon,

NOTE 101.,8ix of these scholars mentioned in J.Chag.
784 correspond to six of the Usha synod mentioned in Shir Rabah to
2,5, The seventh differe,for j.reads Jechanan Nasandler while Shir
Rabah reade R.Eliezer the son of Jése Nagelilee, It is quite possible
that the former proceded to Usha with the others but his name
was inadvertently omitted from the list.Mowever,the discrepancy in
the one name és immaterial,

NOTE 102, Buccah 2,7.

NOTE 103.1It is interesting to note that only this
assembly and that of Chananiah are mentioned in the Mishna,

FOTE 104.j.Chag.lI,78a.

NOTE 105.Jewish Encyclopedia sub vece,
NOTE 106.b,8abb,16b=17b,
NOTE 107.e.g.8.Zeitlin, M, Lerner,and others,

FOTE 108. (a).Mechilta,Parashah /1)Ul ,Chap.5;(b),
Tosefta Beracoth ,Perek 1IV,614-18,




NOTE 109.There are essential differences between these
two reports:(a)alone mentions Jabnehj(a) does not tell the day and
the time of the day at which the meeting took place,while (b) does.
(a) states thas T n and the elders were there while (b) states
that the pupils of Tarphon were there.Both passages refer to prac-
tically the same discussions,but the Tesefta contains the completer
account.(a) is indefinite as to the order of precedure of question=-
eeking,while (b) states explicitly that the order was as follows:
Tarphon asked : JywA ,(I wish to ask a question;i,e,the introduc-
tion of a story).The pupils answered: (22 {Jyn5 ,and forth-
with Rabbi Tarphon proceeded with his narration.Both passages refer
to the same occurrences because of the almost absolute identity of
the matters treated,

FINIS,
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