21

61

71

87

113

131

171

191

223

241

267

279

297

0°3°°3y11 1910

NPWS W7D NPND 3707 *2N22 "b0IAIE WA
NAX™) AN (20 271W) 71T

DRI PIR AR 0T N7’ DY

TPDIPA TV 1A 0NN OWRR MTIN?
TIOWKR

A9IRAT ,07%7 NR°E 02197 N2 NIXDDI

017p VDA ,R1AD T NYOY

7902 TN WORT DY 1Ty Man

X1 IXn2

MYyEARa 0°PNAY 113073 071970 121300

Py LOPYI

— PEATYa 77N 20°0pw "ok TR WD

n o YA

Ma%aa 11y :07An070 NIwNA YR PRI 120
2>-v MY 7 P 0°on

DX 072177 NRM 2027 :0°°311% 0°2ND 71w

29% 07217 HX 171972 NRY 0N PRIY
PRI

TOX DOTAN IR 072907 W 17107 DUWIT°D1 NBK
5w 17727 73772 PID 0w *D Y IR 217 %D DY yIon
5”117 *99021 717N O

OoIIXA, 23R W AR 97T

*IPVYIRRA 01T P 0 TIR YW 0n°p? 010nn’ 190
1072727 *1°2 717N° NAPR-N D101 en MIwen
»D77n 0°03 ™ 0°01 WY 150

™2y Pon

927 1N
sl Zmmily

Wb RATY
YAW-RN 'n SR’

2X5nw 'n onan
M0 OFIaR
IR0 ORPN
TR0 2PY?
oYY 2Py
17D’y 237N
TRA% "% P>
722 1 nbw
21773 7%

1712 173
bo™p 07N



317
341
349
371
387

403

11

29

47

83

111

135

147
171

209

251

265

7 N7AM1 9902 N MBRT DR MINMT My
bl

NAMIRAA PRI NN oY

2ID1IXTR? 070 172 PORWPOLIR 27T AT
nD¥3a NI *312m3

TPy MnPw 972 077k 7% 137 w99

MT2IN2 73w D (PNan IRR
(1824-1797) 22w NY1IN

’P02L PIX? MOSTD HW 1HI0ID N
0°212377 717 NIT0Y NNDM3 7710 3w’ 190
MInK 5y [N 73wn 990 YW *N1N0o YR

0”2n7 Sw 0n3%n0 12N 727000

NN NP TAN MR "0 IR YA

0"ann bw

072197 W ML YT nann nynwn®

0”an% 0°onTAn 0°N2°N YW NYLINIRT

20”2771 *190 DY nponni 1N 17aman ¥R n
5y No*w Pwnn Nt 071720 1Y Mon N
mpoIna

1290-1270 ,722pR S 'NMInTIn 1o

PRWITA Y [OTIOWARD WK 05U MPA
X707 100 Dww M Hw

RPN NTAY (M TR T 1w
PWATR-TTAY NPPMna

»7IX7 B0 AT NYR NPWRIA 77101 110N
¥oIm WA 7R 1D MR

25073 70p W

2p0% PR*17

Spi o
wonbn nwn
g712%x 2Py
117D HRIMWw

117 Pon

77207 19
Rniy
11%p onan

P ORY
01M°VHD 27

1OTIT 0N
2372 T

H1971p 0*DR

5TR 1N
T"LWID0 P

7% 15T MW

TP2 0N



927 nho

IPPYM TV R LARD DW N2 AwINNa XNMPD wAm pnn nxn bw At pap
MIRDMI 279K, AT7929%Pw TN NY0NIR WUR L P0NAY PR T3 pIonb
NTM3 12 UNPWY DR 1IRTR K7OWNA IR TYIMD Y0P 1101 A ovyaw b
NP 7Y 9ponaY prve bW 0vyawn AT O (jara Anbab proolw 73 TWOR:
MR LY AT NI NYT 70 KD TYINI NN NAAY 13X00 77 131 ,119195 A
nnn 9en %2197 900 53R unnnw anvn YYon BR nawnn DR XOXIND UwaIw
1A APYIY PIYN MR Y Ny ,anb PN vl 70 103t 900Y T
nIwa ,X"Own X7 ,°PON2w prxe bW INTPIR 0°Yawn NIwa Y0 50 Ny 0wl
AN7°wa5 YR

INPROR DYY 1M %71 193 07AW 0°377 0°AINNT 933 %poaw prve bw 1oyin by
TR :0°27 0°MLY %19 HY 0119 7w YUPIw *yTni 12¥5n 19107 11T TIY NI
PR AoRyn APwYR RO 073020 1A YR Dw *am10n ondiy pna 170 vyna
o%1p ,TPMMAN DRWIIA 07737 DAY 03 ;NI PN PW 0715710 0 NnYa 0oy
1°N0MT M0 MMP YYD TR MDA MYRWA ORI 9ayn DR Xwl
N2°N3 172y ,ANAWNA 9PoNaY B M DR PYon PRI bw oty TN bw
ATWB TPnY 1R 02301 ,0°IMA0 NN D3 ,NPROMM NYpnnn

519 ,22°M yavw MR wANwa© OX AN PRIW? 112903 °Ponaw bw IR
20391 0W NPTIAA NPIMIN 7°%00 Dw o Aanan xn nR Ap°pa R0 .Y
T X7 .3% nawn® IR 2NP3 XY 1731 KDY T R 1°19Y3 KNI KD 7°2700mn
NR 721 97 22 Mwn® A2°Rwa ,3%10n YA Apena bxw bw ondiya imannd
92 ,7mTp AR 532 5Xw naan bw anvnn nvv1n by 1m0 umn wrw Py
DOAIPDTY MYAIPRAT MINTAIN NIDYY 9PN Pann R LA PYYA w030
MIpoa ,AMMAD pnna WY DR MINDY RIP RIT 1P1YA 12wn1 XY 0 NT0N
,M1177 o001 53w 012 n 533 — wTInm 0PNy PWRD 0o Ny — Axnn Py e
5y ,0IPnm 1At M12°03 °0% NINANM ,AAWN APY 0210 757 TNXRD 00T 0191
PIWTY 9PN 7°°K92,2°397 Y00 MW °0 Y M7 Nan Yw nbRwn noRY
.TNIMNBNNA 13M290 YW N°113177 ©2°057 N3N DX ,TIRD

NTIPIY WX NYAIPRY 77192 NP39TR NOTYR AN M ,°poNay C1ya
IRDM RYLRA NWRID TAY X LORT OY 13907 (W 7anwn "NPam1 DX 19900
TPXPRILIRT DY ,MITIN YW AnDy N3mna orvwn oonaan bw onaten by
MW 719 173 ,0°85nNnA 7717 TR ©32 071N Ny TG N Tnnm ,27yen
XD 'MIT°0 YW AnPy NIan’ 1202080 0UIRA 1P ,TTI ANvR 9Pty 2% Y3
yowIAn ,57yEn A ROR /07PN NImN XY 0A1 19930 N3N XD 1Ya Ao



"0 N

TMAMA ,ANIWna 73 705N NPNTENN PRI N12IN YW ANTIA AN AT Y TR
09P°¥2 ,0%10 0PI 037X 0°377 1120 .NAMA NPIATIRA LARDAI
AR 17712 0°112 07 DRI TP OR ,NMMAT IR NWTI9NT,NPD00 0P N1IP0on
DX M2an 5w NP1 awTn ArRad

ANINRPA AP .NIMDNDAN 1 IRM 771 P07V YW 1IPNN DR PUORY T1YR Py
70 70T 0°YOPYA NI .OPWIA U, 02PN MR Dwn 1721 1bwn 1A, mMpna
1°71,997% 1°31 207 %2 ,0°5K MDA NN MMPRT DY 013K INYT 3N YN
AT ;0°YIoWNnY ONPYIPRA 079 Non 0%y 1R 9w NP0 2aban 937 o
TP°1 ,I0YT P73 .MPYINm 10 1Y 77T NYwa Wwan miovpn od Yax
LYW DR NRT 932 NYDIPN R TIRD NINAAT ,APWYN WY ,RWIT 3130 ,0m0R
MMYPWOW PR 21931 By ONIR 12 WRII MIPR DR WP L1YP3 121 N7aya
19PN SNAw N¥PAn NXPR 19K Y3 .01WH YW 137 N7 03 0927 21090 Y peyn
2PDTY PrX HY

prxe by 0»a0mn 0v97yn ov10% A ninp X9 ,nnkD minbed xone bax
,0%297 1271505 79T IN70M DR 1PNAW 171132 01 DY 0y ROW M MRy *ponay
NRY ONR 173%Am NRon DR 07PN onmnT 9o Yy nRDI °nban nTpw nX
Y713 0TS PN DR DY 0°7nbnn 90on .0 53 0nY IR NN
DR .17 TN 0 TRbn TRy 11T A7 w0 OR POD (0°TA AN37TIA MITN
077 0°27 ,N"127 MXIR MXP Hon 0°7°ndni 2w IR 1331 %0 annw 19170
15X TADW oM MW 0PN 1 IPRR PWIR ,NONINGY N°IT0PN NN 0 WY1
LOR AT AT MR 7T 13PY PTNPM 297 .00 D3 120K 00K 12 9w neRa
a1 023X PTRDN WY "PoNaY prXe b Innnw anvn avITa anya wyna
NYIYM 17°RdN% 297 NAAR S NMINR AR NYN N0 1A MWD AnRY Cwynan
M Oy 7N 1997 7A12 "2t W Onon® n19Tyn NR AP 039 PR 007N
N 53 o,y Ayaxa by yavw

21933 P09V PRXe DW ANIMT 77371 ,1311 ROW NINR M372Y 1303w Mvynn 53
X921 D3P 9272 K91 7170 9272 RY AN KD 0017 Pty NPNNRE N AR
175X 7777 P07 PIXY YW INRWI NIMPT ANTPLOR DY 17IN0M XOR 73037 9272
,N3% ¥71¥M WOR INTPYWOR 1P NP 7T 02 Dw MTHR Wy 51,moRRn ovyn
T XY M 1D AT 1Y T30 R PRI, DO 11 720 ,ANRTT T TIRN PN
- LYND WA ,ANWNI PMP AP AWORYA 3T ,Anont nTaya bma ,naawn
.MOPA 1AW 1P3yNa vhpaw "» Pow ,awtn N29,77°25 NINDNA 01 TP pRxe
ONOM 1 177 12 KX 1M VIANIRI *Yav 79I N19PM 77 AR KD 1797 ROW 1
Oy IMATIN DT ,0M MIMIXYNA 0Yap %At KI5 %A% 0°MINTRT 1M
,AM2IDM ,A21737 INITR IR 03 2R W’ OR 073w Oy 799 79T 0751 oninT
nPoID NYam APIAYR AT DX ,ARIRA NPPaY nawenn "nban Yax naovnn
XY AR Yo% nyIxim AYIPw w1 MPona ,anaeab ny 933 111 NRY AP0
TART A 771D NWAN PRY Y0 21PH 1O M NN DNYR aTR 1pnY
MR YW 197K DR DHab



v "27n0ns

NP TP MR NPAY LW WK Sw 1M1 napnn 10 2°%AY 1119 AT 00

2 O°%2PAR OORRNE 0 M2 1 uwnaw 7105 9385 1nmnT oyeb
»n Y 01w 0°3°R2 0717 ,03aT91 O nImIpRY OTRYI TR 0aw 933 0O
MPPY N12°0 BY IR NPYAY L1997 °0 5y TR 2 ,0701m1, w01 M1 11N AR v man
PR% Dw ANIIYN TP YR OIPRYI NYDW NPT .ONTU¥%Y 0PN MTpa 1Ty
NPRWI 02193 P2IRY ,021932 YD IR YW N 1y 0byon XD 1pnna vponay
TRMA YW T 1No3,09192 PR ,02172) ,\NMIn DR 17T NPRYR 2w AW
NIRIT MITIPN ONPIRAT 072709 0OWTN 07911 DX 1In120n 1wbD My
RTP 7197 13797 1R .ANTIAY W nwomni nPaaaaY 17 ARY12a 037 v nsbnnnn
RMY 13931 ROW 1wy M1 NP 1D 0O 1 O ,0°WN 1R 9,103 001277 DX
.OW X7 @R ,ON1912 N137°RR1 N12317A 1NINSY 7w 971N nvan ona orpnnw

UNIATAY 71¥72 UYIY Yan MEp Pon wnny® 2% 39pn A1 MY 0wpan ux
5y 0 0771 13K .01 NN 2 AN 0°127 010957 PR YWY T ADIORA ANnwD
N507W *7M NI 073w @R IRy 05K 197K Dy oYY 20730 A9Wen PNt
ANYDIT MR TIWORY 072537 NITOMP 0°TIA 1K L1771 1371y 25Wwa 172 113 R
571 TP ANWRIDY WRIA AR RV ,INPET DR O M2 VP nYTnnT
2507 DY AT1AYN ATAY (N1 P 1733 IRINRYD '3 01D 1P APawal 0o A
SIRIT NITAI9MT 2P ,ANTIAR TP ANWRIN I

372773 07 9 123001 77132 17 97 AR DAand ,013RM NRXIAY 712 077N UK
TR OYY 20321 53w DA A1 9900 21Xy DY MWW DY AR 272 WS 191
NODTAW TIRM M N1YA? O°NIRI MIIND IRIAY TY WP KDY M3 KDY M
My 0197° ArpNAY ,PWTa VIR ‘230 03 77K INTIN LA 1919 AR
n°ona MY ,0°PwIna PYT 0197 “Pyay ,apon bw ryibn phnn nX niavaoa
0°5w17°2 "5 1ML NPAINY 030 1R NTAR 3TI0 ANPER DY NPYIXPn NInena)
by 0210 1TMy? 5hamy MPom v1Iya ,0°1D 93031 AW YA 1T ayow DY
iy

Tw*Hn RITY R’OWN IR 275w



2709 °2N232 VOB WA
NAT™R RITI (30 27AW) 71T NTYD W nnone

bahyal

RRW™A "an

LY RN DY WK NYXARA 1312 N1 vR1an TN 0 10 0
171 177Y7Y 00197 M2 .an1PY02 02172 Y12 N2 TWRIAN O M WORE
N7 MATA TR 9Pna ,a9%Ra ,XPRE W53 oYY 131t SN onPa ¥o0 bw
1w /O%pn H32 07T WRY YAvRn R0 0PI Nnona DY 00K mypn
TIWRIT 777 XY 72X OX NYT2 AR LKITY 72K OFDAR 191 IR 73w 070K 1R0N
172 1.372yY 9277 IR 01,1 TIPM 71 2023 NXT RYAW IR, 7T N33 3707 DX P NInY
wnwn X7 0w .(2 35 N2w) 52377 TN5Na 1 yavn S 1pnw o1 MR 99 1210
0*IPIMY 9207 KD .77°00% AW XN YR MY AWIRKD 007,770 2290 RN
,0711777 MDA 777 22 5y 100unw N 1awn DY 19 T RN OX 11317 733
IR 2.8°w15 OM*21 12T TROnD ORA 1NN YWORT 1TAYA DX ¥R WINAY R
,Tayn 532 nYon YT DYa ATY R 701D 072 111 RING D oban winenw
W3 %P2 Y XY JARY 190,078 07RO W 1101907 $33 IR ,ManT 53
2y MIAD 19127 iy NP2 HPAAW 111°3,0°97) PRIwR? XD 1NN NP2

073w 713 °38° 7AW 93M03 7T NN AP TIT N wIRA 1Y Dw InTwRY ¢
TX"IPA1,07 bR 0 Nty NN, 170 /AR 90N NI NPy Y TInYY Apbnna
L7112 85 17 2aRY L1390 onTab o515 .abwina DInayY 00 Y *H1D A NDoY
RIS ALY X1PD AR 7100 79 /018 TN

DRI 10337 5w 717 ,5%303 12 PRIYO TARD 0N 77 IKIN 51 TR PO nowta 1
J. Mann, The Jews in Egypt and Palestine under (377 R®™A W 307 ¥292) 77231 72
H. Malter, Saadia Gaon: ;iR .the Fatimid Caliphs?, II, New York 1970, p. 282
(YT IWITOw 1 Y YN0 WoRA ;His Life and Works, New York 1926, p. 52,n. 85
19705 ONAY TR 777 Y0 1m93, XY 1AK 2737 Sw N2 Mynwnn by Tty
/DPRY NI 199 0ONON AT L 19AY YXINN 930A% R 22 SR 710 01y Y
Sy YIXPR IR KW DRI

,7OWN 2738750 2, 7PN TR NBIPNA PRIWTPIRA 0T MTAIN PR AN 2
70 /ny ,775WN OPWIT7,19T70 ApY°Y 11191 190 /27030 AT 737K KR 575,70 /Y
[341 /1y ,i7awn 0bwIae ,0oman bw onbiyn 5b7an=]



Waw-a°an 2

YaVUPA NX YOW 71 IR ,KIY JIR NIND 3312 KXV YIRPH XL DY 0N, ynwnd Opn
XY .JANI°DY NIMOMA NIYIEPA 533 PRI A°RIM 7% 0w RIDR 070 X001 DY
DIPIWW NRT A°N27 3TN °29% X700 DR NNWAY 00 RI1Y 128 NINOY 1207 DR
D7IM7 DAY MSTA RPNT 2513 TIWRT NP2 1730 NISIR DTy 130
.00 M52 ’DY OPNYTM

1 YRIY° 1127031 N2 MAWR NMINNENT YW XXM NINNa 1Wwan nTpan
533 07717277 "13°2 012747 WRID VYD NIRXIN DY A1 TR Y19°3 1700 DX 0710
37 bW IMNT 12 3N 2w UM L,TIw PR My .ona Dyp mnw ooRwn
PR%? /919D ,3M139M PR Nnon Dw e nYIRpan o3 0v1aTei wRY AT
HRIY N129N2 MAWRR NMANENAR Y3 5y 92y DY 7°PmI A0 vana 9% ,’ponay
T %P 1Y IR WATPR PANRA 07270 WRD DY Rt 1030 1701 .07 e
ARTPY 07737 wRA D IMIwiea

NPYS WI°Ea X707 NO%IW MR TPy NIWYA *NIT 411NKRD "NHnonow nRna
01°2 OWPY XA AwIeY DPMWRR 0°3771Y *1WA 0w NIT RY .(3-2,30 27aw) 1T
MPawIR AT A7PWR W "N9on Wpa? A0 bW we NN onxy 1A
NIy NPORA AR NWAYAY NPIWIST FTRA CIw T N1 v RIY DTN
071277 D133 TR 0TIP PR .APwR DY 0UIWRDT 0°PI0D CIwn 1R Py
TMROPA INNR 197 IMRY L3707 S INIWID 77T Myaan nvbhy mbRw nnda nnox
MIXPOD YW Y1 P17 0N R7IARY ,TT DWW R¥NI 12w MNR DR
JRD 133777 NAen 1w MPRWS DR 11725 1073 A9K 53 700 by Mt
XD 925 AWyl 7 APRWA .07 YW NPawsn 19773 U1 XD NITY 119NN IR
MawI Sw praIm 2%I0 2707 IRINM D3 7772w MR IR S.NwyR v Ty oyn
o%IX ,3707 NIwIs bW 0%197 AR W 9277 1151 .7707M 7°AXD XY OX ,Lwon
MIwID bW ANPI32Y 070D O APKR 7PYR 0RO LY 7397 0730 7 NI
PYIPH 0MPRIY 931 ,BW 0501 071120 OvBwnaw 935 NaYi naTann 100
NIXMT AW 0°NDIXA IR 0779907 D bws 172 9P 1R KT .PITRPTY T A0
,071% WPw LW NYTIN 2K VW 6Py M9an WITHR PPY XD PR DR 100-R77
ypwnn By 1w nDon Oabwn AW 12 wanwn RITY MeRnw 9mb R PR
X7 72w 9777 591,01 nT0nY aMannn by L3700 "w11'ea /i non Sw 7100

,Mymwn 593 NIXT? XY 1K 777 2127 /0737 N21MA 0w AYUXT IT00 0w eD 3
AOR52) /07737 NYw3A DPPIAY A YW NP1V ARTINN DR 03 70N
.26-11 /1y ,(¥awn) 37 ,N¥T /7R3 777¥0 21 YW 73R Py N0y
0DT) 654-649 /1Y M ,NPKIPAT M7V RIRT /NIAWD , 7735y 77y AR *905 01970
,VRwn 0PI X131 %P5 (DT RIPRT MWD L[779Y] 4033073 v 1IN wInn
‘Between Literal Interpretation and Exegetical Freedom: *1R12 T 7871 ;(19-16 1Y
With 2122 goana® 1°nyn ,Comparative Observations on Saadya’s Method’
MR DIPRA TN W 19IRA °AYR NX 030Y ANPR YIR .Reverence for the Word
TR 929957 I3 3700 TN INIRY 6



3 X079 °2n51 °LOUNID WA

7.9MR DIPRA VI1°D2 °NIT ,NPTIATNTAYA WD ,1977 °0 By ANIX PXIm 2 Dovn
03 2N XM ,7AN5553 DU1RAT MIwIDA AwynbY 307 MIwI9a AN 2w 1
oren Ywbnwni ,AMIwan YW A0 1P NT0 YIR WPan AT RN XD NI Iy
,APPNYA NP2 9217W 2 ,0°° 00 072 593 7773 omai 1P RV ,2Am wTaR
Y0 MIRIAY [0IR .NPUOIAIDA AWITA PV 2NIND 10777 M2 N21TAY P
npx5 75 07YoUINID WIBNTP 0°AN7IN 071N ORI WUW 0P 07N whnwn
Moo NPRY H3 .20°0 W23M SoIIDT IDXNDY A7°3° N°1ana wInn onw
MNTIT NPYIDD TN DR WD YR NMWTT NUXIM OXA (10 DRYD 1w

o5 7370 72 XX MbRYN

553 9IX°N 17917 NS 300 WD

127 8. YW WD IR ,MNW WY W10 R TMT NWD WA REAI 1AW M0N0
Y5 W7D 17X 2N 1907 WIEN PPN R M9, 0% NYW w107 nool Y
MIMPRA NTYINET MW WY NN 19w ,7IPR 11K 0°7 N7 NN RP1MT MY
PP 2w NIPWR N .00 NYWD wHTAN NNnpa p1vTa kNYTona NRYMI ,0%30
535 X7 12 WANWR YOI "WITAN PR ;RNPINIW 1P P77 ARORNM 13K 3707
NITD PRY MPWR TRan DY Ty 200 PaR 10.001wn Y NTANa v AR

MW NTION TN /WITM R D00 WD NPIATNTWITAN MIS0T RBwTA N 7
n127n7 PN 192RR S nwewn ATPYN P737) 073020 T b nTTAPaTN2yn Mana
R. Brody, MW ;69-33 /ny ,07wn 1A nn 11T /71 XD 2 N3 (NPTIPNTNAYn
The Geonim of Babylonia and the Shaping of Medieval Jewish Culture, New
Haven 1998, pp. 312-315

YW WIT°91 2191 12 PRIMW 277 1R WD [0NW RO NAK XX ORAVITANARY 8
.327-320 ,314-313 /By ,(”AWN-YAWN) RO ,790 NP /MW T° AN33 IR 7°7Y0 270

1% DWmINA PR PoRY $23pn 770 01037 13 .nnw 90 bw PwRa phnb prr a9
Y 990 5w 23w PPN AW AIWRI TwNEn oW Y 0°ny? XIp1 Onn TR v ,0vpbn
2377 Mynwn ,0°wewnd w11 AN3 P1Y0W AYYTY ORI KD 00O Nwie1 Ynnn
D°YVP ANATPRA WNDNRA X700 IMIRY 253, NN Dw 23w PYRY RN WIEAY NP 101
H. Hirschfeld, ‘Fragments of Sa‘adyah’s X9 nwmw Sw »1wn pbn> nnIpnnn
Arabic Pentateuch Commentary,” JOR, n.s., 6 (1915-1916), pp. 365-371 (=Engl.
DOWIY, 7N Y 1IR3 A7TY0 13°37 "D ,NERP IR (7293) "3y 0N ;374-382)
707 "D Hw 77219111957 NPRWA 0PI 021D ORI AT PR DP9 /Ay ,37own
5w WIEN 1TIWY 0K DOYLR OAP% W ,ATINT PYUP P33 i7n1 MXpa P MmN
NRIRAROR ARN2Y RY P7Y2,0°NR 0 N2°05 77300 O PR ,NIRW S 1wRD PonD o0
,371305 VPO TNV TIRM TV YUP) 3w PoNY WD 13 PRY 71, (MY MIMKRT)
.933 »MX 2N31 79 ORI 77X N7397 NP 12w ,(RNL Yevr.-Arab. 1:129 1m0

1172 P72 DUapnn MW MW 11T 197,190 AN Y 0RO IRT nmyR 10
SMARMA AR 777230 22 5Y (73 70733 WEK) XN DX 797 KT TOyR ,KN7ona



CONTENTS

ENGLISH SECTION

Carmi Horowrtz: A Bibliography of the Works of Professor
Isadore Twersky

WARREN ZEV HARVEY: The Mishnebh Torah as a Key to the
Secrets of the Guide

MEenAcHEM KELLNER: The Literary Character of the
Mishneb Torah: On the Art of Writing in Maimonides’
Halakhic Works

JoeL L. KraEMER: Naturalism and Universalism in Maimonides’
Political and Religious Thought

BERNARD SEPTIMUS: What Did Maimonides Mean by Madda‘?

HEeRrBERT A. Davipson: The Authenticity of Works Attributed to
Maimonides

Davip BErGER: How Did Nahmanides Propose to Resolve the
Maimonidean Controversy?

ErHrAIM KANARFOGEL: Medieval Rabbinic Conceptions of the
Messianic Age: The View of the Tosafists

MosHE IperL: The Kabbalah’s “Window of Opportunities’,
1270-1290

Marc SAPERSTEIN: Exile in Amsterdam: The Evidence of the
Sermons of Saul Levi Morteira

Sib Z. LemmaN: When a Rabbi is Accused of Heresy: The
Stance of the Gaon of Vilna in the Emden-Eibeschuetz
Controversy

Jay R. BerkoviTz: Authority and Innovation at the Threshold
of Modernity: The Me’orei Or of Rabbi Aaron Worms

HeBrREW SECTION

PREFACE

HaGGA1 BEN-SHAMAL: Prognostic Midrash in the Works of
Se‘adya Gaon as Exemplified in his Introduction to the
Commentary on the Song of David (2Sam. 22)

Ezra FLEiscHER: An Early Siddur of the Erez Israel Rite

11

29

47
83

111

135

147

171

209

251

265

21



IsraAFL M. Ta-SHMA: Toward a History of the Cultural Links
Between Byzantine and Ashkenazic Jewry

MENACHEM SCHMELZER: Miracles Juxtaposed: Creation, Exodus
and Redemption in an Ancient Piyyut

AvraHAM GrossMmaN: Changes in the Status of Jewish Women in
Eleventh-Century Spain

Marachr Berr-Arie: How Scribes Disclosed their Names by
Means of their Copied Text

Yaakov SussMANN: Rabad on Shekalim? A Bibliographical and
Historical Riddle

GERrRALD BLIDSTEIN: Residence in the Land of Israel in Maimonidean
Law: A Study of Hilkhot Melakhim 5:9-12

MorpecHAI A. FRiIEDMAN: Two Maimonidean Letters: From
Maimonides to R. Samuel the Sage; To Maimonides on
his Marriage

Y. Tzvi LANGERMANN: On Some Passages Attributed to
Maimonides

SHromo Z. HaviuiN: Establishing Correct Manuscript Readings:
Quantity or Quality?

Tsvi GRONER: Legal Decisions of Rishonim, and their Attitudes
Towards their Predecessors

Jeremy CoHeN: Raimundus Martini’s Capistrum Judaeorum

Hamv KreiseL: Philosophical-Allegorical Interpretation of the
Torah in the Middle Ages: Ma‘aseh Nissim by R. Nissim
of Marseilles

SArRAH KLEIN-BrAsLAVY: The Opinions that Give Rise to the
Apories in Gersonides’ Wars of the Lord

DANIEL LASKER: Jerusalem in Later Karaite Thought

JoserH HAckER: Local Patriotism of Spanish Exiles in Sixteenth-
Century Ottoman Empire

MosHe HarLamisH: Exploring Kabbalistic Regulations in Safed

Jacos ELBaumM: Abraham ‘Akrah’s Rules for the Study of Midrash
Rabba

SHMUEL FEINER: Out of Berlin: The Second Phase of the Haskalah
Movement

61

71

87

113

131

171

191

223

241

267

279

297

317
341

349
371

387

403



The Mishneb Torah as a Key
to the Secrets of the Guide

WARREN ZEV HARVEY

Perplexed by its perplexities, students of Maimonides’ Guide of the
Perplexed often find themselves wondering how to go about unraveling
its mysteries and solving its puzzles. What keys are available for
unlocking its secrets?

Maimonides, as we all know, says that he will sometimes contradict
himself in the Guide for the purpose of hiding his true views from the
vulgar reader. Such contradictions are what he calls contradictions due
to the Seventh Cause.! Now, suppose we come across contradictory
propositions in the Guide. How are we to know which proposition rep-
resents Maimonides’ true view?

One simple answer is that the more subversive of the two views is
Maimonides’ true view, for why would he hide the more conservative
view? This answer has much to recommend it. Unfortunately, it is not
always easy to distinguish prima facie the subversive view from the con-
servative one.

A better answer to the question of how to tell which of two contra-
dictory propositions in the Guide represents Maimonides’ true view is
that the true view is argued logically, while the vulgar one is stated
rhetorically. To be sure, it is sometimes tricky to distinguish between

* This essay is based on a guest lecture given in Professor Twersky’s graduate seminar
at Harvard University, Fall 1987.

' The Guide of the Perplexed, 1, trans. S. Pines, Chicago 1963, introduction,
pp- 18, 20.
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logic and rhetoric. But that is just Maimonides’ point. Readers who
cannot distinguish between them are, in his view, better off not under-
standing the secrets of the Guide.

There are yet other answers. In a series of important essays, Abraham
Nuriel showed that careful examination of Maimonides’ use of key
words can clarify his true position.? Similarly, Maimonides’ true posi-
tion may sometimes be discovered by piecing together apparently
unconnected chapters in which are quoted the same biblical verses, rab-
binic dicta, or philosophic texts.

In my following remarks, I wish to suggest that the Mishneh Torabh is
a reliable key for unlocking the secrets of the Guide. Moreover, I believe
that Maimonides intended readers of the Guide to use the Mishneh To-
rab as such a key.

This view may sound bizarre to some, especially to those who hold
the mistaken opinion that the Mishneh Torah was written for the vulgar
masses while the Guide was written for the elite. The Guide, of course,
was indeed written for the elite, but the Mishneh Torah was written for
everyone, the elite as well as the masses. But taking the Mishneh Torah
seriously as a key to Maimonides’ true doctrines should not surprise
anyone today. Studies by Isadore (Yizhak) Twersky and others have
made clear beyond a doubt the profound religious and intellectual seri-
ousness of the nonhalakhic aspects of the Mishnebh Torah.?

Scholars have more than once been impressed by the bold intellectual
frankness of the Mishneh Torah, as contrasted with the elusive equivo-
cations of the Guide. Over a hundred years ago, Karl Pearson, a theorist
of the Freethought movement in Britain, lauded the Mishneh Torabh in
the History section of his Ethic of Freethought. In the Mishneh Torabh,
Pearson maintained, Maimonides set down his daring philosophical
views, while in the Guide he occupied himself primarily with theology.*

2 E.g., A. Nuriel, ‘Hiddush ha-‘Olam o kadmuto ‘al pi ha-Rambam’, Tarbiz, 33 (1964),
pp- 372-387; ‘Ha-Razon ha-Elohi be-Moreh Nevukhim’, Tarbiz, 39 (1970), pp. 39-61;
‘Remarks on Maimonides’ Epistemology’, S. Pines and Y. Yovel (eds.), Maimonides and
Philosophy, Dordrecht 1986, pp. 36-51; reprinted in A. Nuriel, Galuy ve-Samuy
ba-Filosofia ha-Yehudit, Jerusalem 2000, pp. 25-63, 119-130.

3 E.g., I. Twersky, Introduction to the Code of Maimonides, New Haven 1980.

4 K. Pearson ‘Maimonides and Spinoza’, Mind (1883), pp. 338-353; reprinted in The
Ethic of Freethought, London 1888, 1901, pp. 125-142. [The aim of the Guide is] to
explain...the many obscure passages of Scripture and apparently irrational rites instituted
by Moses... . [I]t is only concerned in the second place with philosophical ethics’ (p. 339;
p. 126). ‘I should not be surprised to hear that the More was held more “orthodox” than

the Yad. The latter...contains the germs of a truly grand philosophical system’ (p. 352;
p. 141).



Authority and Innovation at the Threshold of
Modernity: The Me’orei Or of Rabbi Aaron Worms

Jay R. BErRkoOVITZ

The powerful forces that so thoroughly transformed the profile of
western Jewry as it entered the modern world have, overwhelmingly,
monopolized the attention of historians. However, while the impact of
the French Revolution and of modernization in the areas of political
status, social and economic history, religious reform and communal
organi-zation have been carefully studied, we know comparatively little
of the rich cultural traditions, religious and liturgical rites, and patterns
of Torah study that still suffused communal life in Alsace-Lorraine at
the dawn of modernity. The voluminous rabbinic scholarship of the
region, most of which is still in manuscript, has been entirely ignored,
while the relatively few works that were published have escaped critical
examination. In an effort to redress this imbalance, we shall examine
Me’orei Or (Metz 1789-1831), a work of traditional rabbinic scholarship
that offers a glimpse of the inner world of French Jewry in an era of
social, political, and intellectual upheaval.

Published in Metz over the course of four decades, the seven-volume
Me’orei Or consists of highly original and learned interpretations of
talmudic and halakhic texts. Its author, Rabbi Aaron Worms (1754-

* The present study is a very modest token of my deep appreciation and gratitude to
Professor Twersky 91 for the generosity, kindness, and encouragement he extended to me
over the course of many years, and for which I shall forever remain in his debt. I am also
pleased to acknowledge Professors Michael A. Meyer, Robert Rothstein, Michael Swartz,
and Eric Zimmer for their helpful comments on an earlier draft of this article.
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1836), was arguably the foremost rabbinic scholar in Alsace-Lorraine in
the era of emancipation, although he failed to gain a reputation compa-
rable to that of his more senior colleague, R. David Sintzheim. Insofar
as his life spanned the transition from the old order to the new, he was
able not only to observe but also to help shape important events and
developments that were crucial to the transformation of his
coreligionists in France and beyond. In Metz he served first as an in-
structor in the yeshivah, later dayyan and posek, and finally as
consistorial grand rabbi, a position he was denied for most of his life
because of his reported inability to speak French, although he was long
recognized as the community’s supreme halakhic authority.! His efforts
on behalf of the founding of the first Jewish public school in Metz, as
well as his encouragement of vocational training, reveal his commitment
to socio-economic modernization; at the Assembly of Jewish Notables
and the Paris Sanhedrin (1806-1807), Worms assumed a leading role in
the area of Jewish law. The halakhic discourse which he delivered there
on the subject of Jewish-gentile relations, though never included in the
official Sanhedrin transactions, served as the cornerstone for the del-
egates’ declarations of loyalty to France and its citizens.? Combining
public service with intensive scholarship, Worms was firmly anchored
in the conceptual framework of classical talmudic learning while fully

I The seven volumes of Me’orei Or were published under the following titles: Me’orei
Or, I-1II, Metz 1790-1793; Be’er Sheva‘, Metz 1819; ‘Od la-Mo‘ed, Metz 1822; Bin
Nun, Metz 1827; Kan Tahor, Metz 1831. On Worms’s biography and scholarly career,
see: N. Brill, ‘Ner la-Ma’or’, Ozar ha-Sifrut, 1 (1887), pp. 20-31; M. Catane, ‘R.
Aharon Worms ve-Talmido Eliakim Carmoly’, Areshet, 2 (1960), pp. 190-198; J. R.
Berkovitz, ‘Rabbinic Scholarship in Revolutionary France: The Me’orei Or of Rabbi
Aaron Worms’, Proceedings of the Tenth World Congress of Jewish Studies, Jerusalem
1990, II, Division B, pp. 251-258; idem, ‘Law and Custom in the Writings of Rabbi
Aaron Worms’, Proceedings of the Eleventh World Congress of Jewish Studies, Jerusalem
1994, 1, Division C, pp. 65-72. Some fragmentary details of Worms’s life and genealogy
are noted in Bin Nun 186a-b and Kan Tahor 146b. He was born in the village of
Geislautern near Sarrelouis. His father, R. Abraham Aberle Worms, was the author of
Pundaka d’Avrabam, an unpublished volume of responsa. He was the great-grandson of
R. Eliah Belin, av beit din of the community of Worms, and of the renowned R. Gershon
Ashkenazi. On his maternal side he was the great-grandson of R. Eliezer Liebermann
Renz, and the grandson of R. Samuel Phalsbourg. Worms studied in Alsace and later in
the Metz yeshivah during the years when the renowned R. Aryeh Loeb Giinzberg headed
the institution; however, his relationship to Giinzberg is unclear. According to some
accounts, he was a disciple of the renowned talmudist, and was named to his first
rabbinic position (Créhange, 1784) with Giinzberg’s help. However, in the entire Me’orei
Or there are no more than a handful of references to either Glinzberg or his works.

2 Worms’ Sanhedrin address was reproduced twenty-five years later in the final volume
of Me’orei Or; see Kan Tahor 10b—11b; also see Bin Nun 106a, 111a.
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same critical methodology to Lurianic rites as he did in the realm of
Halakhah.

V. Conclusion

In the two areas forming the central focus of Me’orei Or — minhag and
Halakhah - Aaron Worms displayed the rudiments of a critical
approach to tradition. Whether this was a reflection of the major
political and intellectual changes around him is impossible to determine
with certainty. Nevertheless, despite the absence of any direct reference
to the French Revolution, Me’orei Or ought to be understood as a
product of its time. The cumulative impact of rationalism, skepticism,
and modern methods of textual criticism may be observed in the
emergence of a reassessment of the religious and cultural legacies that
the new world had inherited from the past. Worms’s clear preference for
the authority of talmudic and midrashic sources over medieval rabbinic
writings mirrored the preeminence of classical antiquity in
Enlightenment thought, and it provided the central criterion by which
accretions to the halakhic tradition could be judged. In objecting to the
invention of rites and the introduction of Lurianic customs, Worms
could argue that they not only violated the standards of reason, but that
‘matters such as th[ese] have no foundation in the Talmud and
midrashinm’. Equally significant in the crystallization of his thinking vis-
a-vis the Jewish tradition was the importance of a centralized halakhic
authority. In this respect, his views were consistent with one of the
dominant forces of the revolutionary period. Concerned that a host of
changes that had begun to transform the face of early modern Jewry
threatened to undermine the faithful transmission of the halakhic
tradition through ritual fragmentation and decentralization, Worms
endeavored to reconstitute the authority of the Shulban ‘Arukh as an
agent of unity for communities across the continent. Although minhagim
were viewed as an expression of legitimate cultural variegation that was
resistant to the demand for halakhic uniformity, they too were
threatened by the historical ruptures, shifts, and transformations that

103 See, for example, Be’er Sheva“ 21a-21b where Worms ascribed Luria’s opposition
to saying Ve’ata yigdal na koabh, wherever it is forbidden to interrupt prayer, to the fact
that it does not appear in the Tikkunei ha-Zohar. Luria’s view appears in Sefer
ha-Kavvanot 10b.
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eroded the authority of Halakhah during the two centuries preceding
the Revolution. Serving as a crucial repository of memories and values
that were specific to a community or region, minhagim were a matter of
communal pride and identity. They also represented continuity with past
generations, which was of particular importance at a time of rampant
social, cultural, and political transformation. For these reasons,
minhagim demanded vigorous efforts to ensure precision. It is
noteworthy that Worms’s theory of minhag reflected the centrality of
the textual tradition. Text, not practice, was what authenticated minhag.

While virtually every aspect of this criticism had its roots in the vast
halakhic literature of the medieval and early modern periods, the fact
that they were all assembled together in Me’orei Or in the revolutionary
era is proof that Worms constructed — whether consciously or uncon-
sciously — an enlightened traditionalism grounded in the intellectual
underpinnings of his day. A close reading of Me’orei Or suggests, then,
that the image of Worms conceived by the Haskalah, while certainly
incomplete, was not entirely inaccurate. Although Worms’s world -
both in terms of learning and practice — was clearly circumscribed within
the “four cubits of Halakhah’, it appears that several key elements of his
outlook constituted a reversion to a rational, enlightened traditionalism
that may have been rare among his contemporaries. Qualities such as
his independence of mind, his refusal to follow tradition uncritically,
and his insistence that customs with no textual basis nor rational foun-
dation be discarded, all corresponded closely to the religious ideology of
the French Haskalah and contain faint echoes of the new critical spirit of
the Enlightenment. What the maskilim apparently failed to understand
was that Me’orei Or was representative of the longstanding dialectic of
tradition and innovation, and that its critical views were counterbalanced
by a cautious conservatism and an unflinching commitment to the fun-
damentals of the Jewish faith. Limited by its own exegetical style, the
work remained wedded to the texts it sought to elucidate, and cannot be
regarded as having produced a new conceptual approach to the
problematics of tradition. Nevertheless, in Me’orei Or we have an indi-
cation that the concerns voiced by contemporary maskilim and reformers
were not only judged to be compelling by halakhic authorities, but that
the manner in which the latter had begun to understand the halakhic and
kabbalistic traditions reveals an appreciation for the process of historical
development. These were only the very first steps anticipating the begin-
ning of critical rabbinic scholarship in the modern era.



