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KARAITE LITERARY OPPONENTS

OF SAAD IAH GAON

THE literary campaign that Saadiah , first among the
Rabbanites , started against the Karaites

,
and whose external

history I have on a former occasion attempted to trace 1 ,
found the foe ready to j oin battle . There arose a complete
array of Karaite scholars, who , either in special writings,
or incidentally in the course of their works , repelled the
attacks of Saadiah w ith energy. But they were not

content to remain on the defensive . They speedily
assumed an offensive attitude , and endeavoured

,
w ith

varying degrees of success, to overthrow the arguments
and proofs advanced by Saadiah in support of the Oral
Law. A disagreeable element in the campaign is the
personal abuse into which the controversy often degene

rated : obj ective treatises are marred by regrettable
recrimination . It must

,
however

,
be admitted that in this

respect both parties sinned
,
although perhaps the Karaites

sinned the more deeply.

The controversy initiated by Saadiah ’

s activity did not

cease with his death . It was not confined to the Gaon
alone , but drew W ithin its range the whole of Rabbinism.

Henceforth polemics form a principal feature of Karaite

J. Q. R.
,
X
,
238

—
7 6 . For Addenda and Corrigenda to that es say see

end of th e present dis sertation (pp . 94

B



THE KARAITE L ITERARY OPPONENTS OF

ture : they inspire Karaism w ith fresh life
,
and

stimulate the development of its literature in a very great
measure . In truth

,
the polemical element existed in the

very nature of Karaism . The latter was a product of
opposition and revolt against the principles of Rabbinism ,

and hence its progress depended upon strife . Personal
attacks were not unknown even in its very early days , for
‘

Anan is said to have prescribed the reading on every New

Moon of Psalm lxxiv
,
because

,
in his opinion

,
there was an

allusion
,
especially in verses 4 and 8

,
against th e Rabban

ites 1 . Still
,
polemics play a very small part in the oldest

writings of the Karaites , which ,
‘

by the way, are still
accessible only to a very small extent . It was not till the
advent of Saadiah that their polemics assumed a tone of
bitterness and occupied the most prom inent place in their
literary activity, and in the centre of the controversial
medley was the figure of the Gaon. I now propose giving
a bibliographical survey of this literature down to modern
times . In the first place, i t must be Observed that the
practice of the Karaites to repeat one another consciously,
and often to copy one another verbally

,
is pursued to a still

greater degree in their polemical treatises . The controversy
carried on against the Rabbanites in general and against
Saadiah in particular was for them a necessary of life

,
upon

which they continuously drew as their main resource .

Hence, even at a time when al l spiritual life in their midst
had been stifled

,
they sti ll roused themselves , and brought

forth their rusty weapons to attack the execrated Fayyumite.

A brief survey of the earliest Karaite controversy directed
against Saadiah is given by Sahl b .Masliah in h is polemical
work n5un nnnm2

. We there read : an: was D‘WBDm

Another s tatement of ‘

Anan, reported by Mose s Taku
,
mos t probably

belongs to th e realm of legend .

‘

Anan is said to have w ished that h e
could contain w ithin hims elf al l th e learned Rabbis , s o that by a s ingle
s troke of th e sword h e m ight be able to s lay them al l w ith himse lf. See

R. E”

. J . , XLV,
2 0 1 - 2 .

3 Communicated by Ste inschne ider, Catal . Lugd. , p . 40 3, and Pinsker,
nvnmp ‘mp

‘
7 , p. 37 . Th e variants are un important.
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5m mm: “mm mpu a: By w nnnnwnn swim SS (mayo V1 )

mat: rSp mwn urn
-
v 1: new wn: 161: mwm mm p r :

a: r : M ED 155 : mm wnm was; two were an: w e: 53:man

nm om mm Dr um nmwn M5V mm mm mm 53: mp2:
61: firsts r

'mn wrote: me new no: azm mas on mam

wu ss ion t r mm mm 1: 1mm urn
-
vmmm 3: 13:man 1:

’
1:nnwo ans : ran

-
15m an man: as mm The writings

that Saadiah composed agains t the Karaites did not leave
his possession throughout his life . But one work fell into
the hands of Ben Mashiah , and he replied to it during

Saadiah
’

s lifetime . Similarly Salmon b . Jeroham wrote
against him in Hebrew and refuted his statement , beginning

with the words more ”5m: w 1
. But not until the death

of Saadiah did his writings fall into the hands of the
Karaites in various places , and give rise to a multitude of
convincing arguments in a number of works . Among the
authors of the latter were Abu- l -Tajj ib, known as al -Jebel i,
‘

Al i b . Hasan, B en Mashiah , Ben Jeroham,
known as Ibn

Enheim
,
Abu

‘

Ali Hasan al -Basri , and others . I also have
written a reply against his contentions,

”

&c .

But this list is not complete . We miss, for example, of
Saadiah

’

s contemporaries
,
so important a writer as Qir

qisani ; and even granting that Sahl mentions only those
who composed special polemical treatises against the Gaon ,

we still miss Isaac b .

‘

Ali
,
850 . But what sense is there in

the assertion that Saadiah throughout his life did not

publish his polemical writings against the Karaites ? He

did not compose them for purely literary purposes , but
wished by their means to counteract the increasing propa
ganda of the Karaites. Hence, had be suppressed his
writings his intention would have been quite frustrated .

The statements of Sahl are therefore to be treated with

l A chapter of Salmon
’

s controvers ial work actually begins w ith th e
words (Pin sker, p . mum p: mas nmm rm'

nv Inn rr
'mD mm

firm711mm“mmmm . Perhaps we should read here also “mo mus an: was 59
mmm.
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caution . His order, too, I would rather not follow, but

propose to give in chronological sequence al l the Karaite
literary opponents of Saadiah known to me

,
including also

those who only indulged in o ccasional controversy against
h im . .In any case , this sequence cannot be qu ite exact,
inasmuch as there are no data respecting the lives Ofmany
Karaite authors, or the data extant are much confused and

mutually contradictory, or, finally
,
they are fabricated

intentionally . In order to make this survey clear
,
therefore

,

I shall enumerate these authors according to the centuries
in wh ich they lived .

TENTH CENTURY.

1 . B en Zuta (or Z ita). This otherwise little known
Karaite

,
whose full name was Abu- l -Surri l b. Z. , probably

lived in Egypt , and disputed with Saadiah only by word
of mouth , so that, strictly speaking , he does not belong to
the literary opponents . If he did live in Egypt

,
he must

have disputed w ith Saadiah whilst the latter was still very
young . The substance of h is pol em ical utterances , which
are only known from references in Ibn Ez ra

,
has already

been fully dealt with in my Miscellen fi ber Saadja , 11
2
, to

which the reader may be referred .

2. Ibn Saqaweih i (or Saquj e), one of the oldest Karaite
authors, about whose personal ity we likewise know no

thing . He composed an anti rabbinical work bearing the
title n'idts arms , Book of Shameful Things ”

(i . e . of the
Rabbanites ), which consisted of the following ten sections

1 As Ste inschne ider rightly remarks (Z .f. H . B . , VI,
“lots can only

correspond to th e Arabic B ut then i t mu s t be tran s cribed a l

Surri (and not, as hitherto , al -Sari) , s ee Sujuti, “De nom inibus re lativis

ed. Veth . ,
p . 1 36 : (gill: LS

“d.) l r
o ll) Law“. In J ew.

Encycl . , V, 1 0 5 a, ben z . h as th e forename
“E leaz ar

9 Monatsschrzfi ,
XLI

,
20 3

- 1 2 . Cf. also J. Q. R
,
X

,
2 56 , and R . E. J .,

l oc . cit .,

1 93
-

4.

3 See Ste ins chne ider, Die arab. L iter. d . Juden, pp . 45 and 28 1
,
no . 56

(al so my Zur j fidisch-arabischen Litteratur, Berlin ,
1 90 4, p.
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THE T

( I on the unity of God 1 on a branch of the Sabbath
laws , v iz . the kindling of lights (3) on another branch of
these laws , viz . on presents (or, on irrigation on Sabbath)
(4 ) on the determination of the New Moon ; (5) on the rule
has N5 (hence on the validity of Dehij ot) (6 ) on leap
year ; (7 ) on the prescriptions respecting forbidden fat ;

(8) on forbidden degrees of relationship ; (9) on the pre
s criptions respecting menstruation ; and ( 1 0 ) on pollution

(mp 51m) . This work was preceded , by way of introduc
tion ,

by a polem ic against the
!

M ishna , in which it was
shown that the latter cannot be Of ALXLHL org in. Ibn

Saqaweihi main
—

tam
“

—th erei1f, with regard to the subject
matter of the first four chapters , that the later Rabbis had

erred in equal measure w ith the earlier ones ; and w ith
regard to th e remaining six chapters , he was of opinion that
here the later Rabbis had deviated from the earlier ones ,
and he sought to confirm this by proofs from the Talmud.

The

oldest of its kind)
2
. It is probable , however, that this

work was the result of Saadiah
’

s activity , so that it rightly
belongs to the category of works dealt with in this study.

1 This section mu st be th e s ource of Ibn saqaw eih i
’

s opin ion
,
quoted

by Mos es ibn E z ra in h is fipfi n
‘m fip D ,

that 173 1 in Ps . lxxxi ii. 2 doe s

not mean
“to be s ilent but “to be s im ilar (quoted by Harkavy in h is

Notes to the Rass ian trans lation of Graetz , vo l . VI, p . ci) : v
.

17: mm» !

rrntrn
'm am I'm mat hs am p: m 5ma runs 15 an

‘m writs mm ‘D my iwmi'm

mm mm 15mm 715 am as a: (Jes . lxi i. 7 ) 15 Im w3a 5m p
'm 10 p: n

‘
; 5159

new mafia 5m : ’DEmits n-
‘

m nnps D p vp 0 50 W .

1 Everything po ints to th e pos itive inference that Ibn saqaweih i was

a Karaite and not a sectarian sui generis, as Firk ow its ch ( s ee Gottl ober,
wmpn mu

'
ams mp3 , p . 1 49 ) ass erts . Mo se s ibn E z ra ( s ee Harkavy, ibid. ,

p . c , and cum” DJ Damn , VII, 33) places h im in th e same rank with Hivi
al -B alkhi .
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Expres s testimony to this effect is given by al -Hiti, who
was intimately acquainted with Ibn Stiqaweihi

’

s work, in

the following words 1 : man-a5s 61: in Rs: r‘m nape

r tpntm nnrbm n~5s $m “51mmmm'm Ss $n$n ~n ~m~n$a
team. This is the conclusion al so to be derived

from the fact that Saadiah , in his polemical work (about to
be mentioned) against Ibn Sfiqaweihi, already alludes to his
principal work against the Karaites

,
the NDhSN 3a 3

. It

is , therefore, probable that Ibn SAqaweihi also had before
h im many polemical writings of Saadiah 4, which now

provoked h im to a counter-attack.

Of this polem ical work of Saadiah , which bore the title
napsn 13 s ”51? “last: arena, and of wh ich only a few single

quotations were known hitherto 5 , some extensive fragments
have now been discovered . One of these , belonging to the
early part", contains the information about Ibn SAqaweihi

’

s

work given above , as well as a part of the refutation of
the first chapter, namely, the reproach that the Talmudists
anthropomorphiz ed the Deity 7 . A more extensive frag

1 J. Q. R., IX, 435 . Cf. ib id X, 2 53 , note 3 , and Z . f. H . E ,
II

, 79 .

1 On th e Feas t of W eeks ( i . e . on th e controversy respecting mnm:
man) Ibn saqaweih i h ad no special s ection ,

but h e doubtles s dealt
incidental ly w ith this important theme in another section. Saadiah

’

s

views on this matter were preserved at th e end of h is wants mm . See

J. Q . R. ,
XVI, 1 0 2

- 5 .

3 In th e fragment soon to be ment ioned, ed. H irs chfe ld (J. Q. R. , XVI,

It is thus establ ished anew that th e controvers ial work again s t
Ibn Séqaw eih i formed a s eparate work of Saadiah , and that therefore th e
correction is neces sary in th e words of Moses ibn Ez ra : an: 1mm

cmpmsnmm: 41 517 rnmwmb] 3mm re sp . (in Arab . original) 1m
710 935weird » :3a arms mps o 31

I‘mn’iw’D[1] wants nan: In 1in: r1
'e um ,

see ib id. ,
p . 1 0 0 , note 1 .

1 Above al l h is controvers ial work agains t ‘

Anan, which appeared in
th e year 9 1 5 . See J. Q. R .

,
X , 24 1 .

5 Co l lected by m e
,
ibid.

,
25 2 seq .

Edited by Harkavy from th e St . Pe tersburg L ibrary, ibid .
,
XIII,

662 seq. (partly als o ibid. , xv1 , Cf. also R .E. J . , XL , 88.

7 It can therefore be as sumed w ith Harkavy (p. 66 7 , note 2 ) that th e
quotation from Saadiah in Judah b . B arz il lai

’

s Commentary on Je s ira, p . 2 0
,

is perhaps l ikew ise taken from th e polem ical work against Ibn saqawe ih i
( s o that J. Q. R. ,

X,
2 5 5 should be corrected) .
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ment (consisting of six leaves)
1 contains the refutation of

the sixth chapter (on leap-year ; the beginning is miss ing
of what seems to have been a very complete treatment of
the subject), the seventh (on the fat tail, at e , the use of
which was forbidden by the Karaites , as opposed to the
Rabbanites , s ee S teinschfneider-Festschrift, p . 20 3 , n.

and of the ninth chapter (on menstruation the conclusion
is missing). The refutation of the eighth chapter (on
forbidden degrees of relationship) was thus not included
in the work 1

, probably because Saadiah composed a

separate treatise on this subject 3 . Still another frag
ment 4 , in which the obj ections against the Mishna are

refuted
,
is perhaps likew ise an offshoot of the work against

Ibn Saqaweihi, as the latter (as we saw above) attacked
the Mishna in his own polemical writing , and Saadiah

expressly states that he will follow up the refutation of
the first four chapters with a defence Of the Mishna 5 . In

this fragment Saadiah does not address his words to a

particular person, as in the other two , but speaks of
“ those

people ” s
.

The treatment that Saadiah accorded to Ibn SAqaweihi
in his work was not very generous. He usually calls him

1 Edited by Hirsch fe ld from th e Cambridge Geniz a, J. Q. R.
, XVI ,

1 0 5
- I 2 . That this fragment be longs to th e polemical work agains t

Ibn Saqaweih i is shown by th e contents here presented
,
which corre

spond exactly to th e order of th e sections in th e work of Ibn saqaweih i.

1 Thi s fol lows express ly from Saadiah
’

s words (p . 1 1 0
,
1. 1 5 ) mmm‘

lm

wamp ms Rm: 1431517 tar
-m 1115s ( r. 5 1 1514514) fiv j s

‘m 15s 11: 313 1311514 its

“

1sst 0mm 5117 143014] 5514 mm is
11 1 11 9 run s o warm. On th e

d ivis ion of th e ten sections of Ibn Sfiqaweih i into four and s ix, see above .

1 Ste inschne ider’s doubts ( loc . cit. , p . 49 , no . 8) as to th e exi s tence of

this work seem to me to be unfounded. Cf. my Zur j itd.
-arab. Litter., p. 42 ,

and th e Addenda at th e end of th e pres ent dis sertation , p . 99 .

1 L ikew is e edited by Harkavy, l oc . cit .

, 6 56- 7 .

5 See p. 663 , from bottom : n ew 1514 nin Sup (mps o 11s
1a) 0 1111 .

1514 1s
11 s 15155 1311 1 mm 717 mm ts p

: $1
13 me ats 1517 31110s

mus 1514 mmmm 1113: mums nin ‘D p
‘irn ND 17111135 roams 1 31 mu s

11311313314 fins ‘) 7119 n: mu ND 113 11 149 5114114511 .

See p . 6 56 , l . 7 from bottom 1517 an: 111m
1 1511171 mm

“

15s 71311313511.
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th e ignoramus ”

(511185511 xfin) , or novice (1 51551: or

that fellow 1110 31151:win), applying to him the

vers es Psalm xxxi . 1 9 , Prov . xviii . 3 , and Job xiii . 5 . He

says that he has rightly called his work n'NYD5N Jana
,

because he has revealed in it only his own shame and

con fusion .

Besides being mentioned in the special polemical work,

Ibn Saqaweihi is referred to in another fragment
,
the author

of which
,
according to Harkavy, must also have been

Saadiah . We there read l z 1s : [n11]ps o 1:

s 115s m . Y a 1: WIN 313533 651: 3 1 19 .15 1151, i . e .

“ did not

Ibn Saqaweihi maintain that one who is fasting may drink
sa leanj abin (a sort of syrup prepared from sour wine) , as
i t is to be regarded as medicine ?
3 . Abu Jusuf Ja

‘

qub [b . I saac b . Sh emaja al -Q irq isani

is rightly regarded as one of the foremost Karaite
authorities, but the full extent of his literary impor
tance has only become known in recent times 1 . His
chief work was a complete commentary about the pas
sages of the Pentateuch not bearing on law (1mm: me 1a

f~s 1 s$s 1 11 11 11151: entitled p
1s 1n$s 1 1111151: 3a

Book of Beds and Gardens
,

”

which had as introduction
a complete compendium of law

,
entitled 1 N1JN5N zia

3PR1 D5N1 “ Book of Lights and Watch-towers . In the

former work the date of composition, Rabia
‘ II

, 326 of the

Hegira Adar 1 249 contr. is expressly given 1
;

and the second work , too , which claims our chief interest,
was

.

composed, according to Ibn al -Hiti
,
a year earlier, i . e .

325 of the Hegira Qirqiséni was accordingly

1 Voskhod, January, 1 90 0 , p . 83 .

1 Ste in schne ider details th e l i terature on h im
,
l oc . cit . , 5 43 ( supple

mented in my Zur j itd.
-arab. L itttrl, p . In these places everything

is enumerated that h as hitherto been edited of th e works of Qirq isani.
1 See Neubauer, Med . Jew. Chrom, II, 249 , l . 7 from bottom : MED

1m: 11 17511 130 11: is1i> $130
1514 7111513511 n11n1v‘7s 11 1 “nes ts 130 151

1511 was
1111 1 1 s 1 1 14 ’D 1511 mm) ” R171 qt sn tin 121151 fps .

Cf. als o Firk owits ch , rpm tn ,
p. 2 1 .

1 J. Q . R. , IX, 432 : nnusn 111 1411 11111 111 111~10p1p$1~1my 1: 3791 » 0 51117514 11111511
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I O THE KARAITE L ITERARY OPPONENTS OF

of the world . As is well known, this was the theory of
Saadiah .

In the Kitdb a l -
’

Anwdr , of which I possess several
excerpts in manuscript besides those printed, there are

a few chapters exclusively devoted to the refutation of
Saadiah

, e . g. section xi, chap . 29, on forbidden degrees of
relationship , and section xii, chaps. 1 5— 1 6 , on the us e of the
fat tail (11 1511)

1
. Again, in other passages Saadiah is con

troverted incidentally (Often anonymously), or he is the
chief Obj ect of controversy : e . g. section ii

,
chap. 1 3 , on

Saadiah
’

s theory about the age of the permanent calendar
1
;

ibid .
,
chaps . 1 4- 1 5 (partly edited in Z . III, on the

divinity and the necessity of the oral law ; section x i
,

chap . 30 (edited in the Kaufmann -Gedenkbuch, p . 1 82 ;

reprint, p . x iv), on the prohibition to marry a niece ;
s ection xii , chap . 7 , on the wrenching off of a fow l’s head

ibid.
,
chap . 1 0

, on th e eating of dead fish (Saadiah
’

s

name is not mentioned here , cf. Z.f. H . B .

,
IV , ibid .

,

chaps . 20 - 1 (edited loc . cit ., p . 1 84 reprint, p . xvi) on the use
of an embryo

,
&c . Similarly , according to Harkavy , Saadiah

and his polem ical work against ‘

Anan are meant in the

following passage of the Kitdb d l- ‘Afnwdr
,
the section and

chapter of which cannot be ascertained for the present ‘1
:

in 5111511511 11: 0min 151:11 11 113113 1 55 511m no fr: nyr

1511 , i . e .

“A Rabbanite has refuted the view that the
prayers are to consist only of psalms , 81 0 . As a matter

of fact
,
this was a prescription of

‘

Andn , who endeavoured
by this means to annul the hitherto prevalent order of
prayer, because the latter went back upon , tradition 5

.

1 See th e headings of these chapters in S teinschneider-Festschrift, pp . 2 0 1
,

2 0 3 .

1 J. Q. R. ,
XIII

,
66 1 : 711511 1 113 0 11 10 113 11: 1 131751: 31: 5111

1 113 1111511 11111

0 1 12 713 71312 51p
1 hence th e s ame as in th e pas sage jus t mentioned from th e

Pentateuch commentary.

1 See S teinschneider-Fes tschrift, p . 20 3 , note I
, and R. If. J .

,
XLV ,

1 96 - 7 .

1 See Harkavy, S tud. a . Mttt , V,
1 0 7 . Th e con tinuation in h is Otcherkt,

I
, 5 2 , note 3 .

1 See, 0 . g . ,
Gan Eden, fo l . 7 1 a ; Adderet Ettj ahu, 715m my , chap . 5 ( cf.
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There is also a compendium of theKitdba lfA’n'wdf
r (Brit .

Mus . MS Or. 25 25 , Catalogue II, no . 588, cf.Steinschneider
Festschrift, p . 2 1 containing many controversial rej c inders
to Saadiah , which had not yet been discovered in the main

work : e. g. on the science of the calendar
,
where Saadiah ’

s

name is not expressly mentioned (fol . 44 a
,
seqq. ; see

J .Q.R.
, VIII, 686) on incest (fol . 1 0 1 b, similar to section

xi , chap . 29, of the main work ; the passage may perhaps
be taken from Saadiah

’

s treatise on this subj ect, see above,
p . 7 , n. on the idea of 0m 0m (fol. 1 37 b ; of. Z.f.H .R ,

IV
,
1 7 810 .

We thus see that Qirqisani als o touches on all the points
of difference between Rabbanites and Karaites . It must
be observed

,
moreover, that of all the older Karaite authors

Qirqisani is most deeply versed in the Talmudic l iterature ,
and that his polemics are calm in tone and obj ective in
character.

[4 . M enahem b . M ich ael b . J oseph is the author of a
poem with commentary on the laws of slaughtering 1

,
in

which a controversy is directed quite clearly against
a Rabbanite opponent . The superscription of this poem
reads : "

1 51 1: um vmpn 0mm 115W mam ns t

nnvnwm:5nmm:53)mnnwyo . Pinsker identifies the latter
with Saadiah Gaon ,

makes Menahem his contemporary, and
maintains that Menahem indulged in polemics against the

also Harkavy, S tud. u. Mitt , VIII, 1 , In another pas sage Qirqisani
reproaches th e Rabbanites for not taking prayers [exclus ively from th e

Psalms ( s ect. 1
,
chap . 3 ; ed. Harkavy , p . 2 86 : fi1z53 51t itos Tfi 7m

7511 an ma51z 1zwa 1am5rii m5nn 5 130 PD) A s ectarian, Malik al -Raml i
,

pres cribed that Ps . xxix should take th e place of th e E ighteen Benedic
tions , probably in agreement with th e dictum ofHillel , th e s on of Samuel
b. Nahmani

,
in B erachot, 28 b. See Harkavy

,
Voskhod, Jan . ,

1 90 0 , p. 79 .

Similarly Petahia relates of th e heretics in th e land of Kedar : arm

mo rm pron mm 1351: 71501171 nvrma w
'

Hn 0 715 1 9 0 0 31 0mm: 1x51x r55an0

Dn’rm (cf. Harkavy, A liju‘ d. Denkmc
’

iler
,
p . Cf. also th e Responsa of

L ev i b. Habib, no . 7 9 : nupmm mw on mm i 0n5 rs 511mmmmmm
’

m 0 ~

p10m nwm 1m 7125911 53 .

Edited from a Leyden MS . (Cat. Ste inschneider, no . 4 1 by Pinsker,
p . 55 seq .
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Gaon l . But this identification can hardly be considered
correct, because th e language of Menahem po ints clearly
to a Byz antine Karaite , e . g . for “ definition ”

(p . 59 ,

l . my" in the sense of “ i . e . Arab.

u
se ; ibid .

,
l.

expressions that the ancient Karaites in the East do not

know. Consequently our poem cannot
'

have been directed
against Saadiah . Menahem belongs to a much later time,

and is adduced here only for the purpose of showing that
he does not belong to the category of the Karaite authors
dealt w ith here by us . The lifetime of Menahem can , in

any case, be determined with a certain probabi lity . On

the one hand , he is doubtless identical w ith the Karaite
liturgical poet, Menahem b . Michael

,
of whose writings we

pos sess (am ong others) a Zion Ode
2
,
so that he could not

have composed any poetry before Jchuda Halevi . On the

other hand, he i s already cited by Aaron b . Joseph in the

111226d (composed 1 294) on Gen . xxvii . 3 (ed. fol. 50 b) .
We shall therefore no t go wrong if we assume that h e
flourished somewhere in the second half of the twelfth
century. For other proofs of a later date , s ee Geiger

(1 a
“ms

,
IV , 3 1 ) and Schorr (715m ,

VI
,

It is thus estab lished that only three Karaites disputed

w ith Saadiah during his lifetime . The other two , who ,

according to Sahl, likewise refuted the Fayyumite during
h is life

,
certainly developed their main literary activity

after the dem ise of the Gaon . This is als o true of
5 . S alm on b . Jeroham (Arab. Sul ejman b . Ruheim) ,

about the circumstances of whose life we possess hardly

It is superfluou s to enter into th e o ther identification s of Pin sker
( s uch as that of Menahem b . M ichae l w ith Menahem h a-Gisn i

,
as

th e ir impos s ibil ity h as long been proved .

2 B egins 1073 any» on: 1517 7i
‘x (

“Karaite Prayer B ook , ed. W ilna,
1 89 0 , I , 1 34 cf. Landshut, Amude ha-Aboda, p . Other liturgical poem s

o f Menahem are : tw o Kinnot, D‘Du 1 11171 1 133 and ”11 11 3 11 111133121)

0 51711 mp m’xn ( ibid .,
I
,
1 2 7 and and a Sel iba, beginn ing was ”7151!

mnuv 11 13 ( ibid .,
III

, 3 1 6 ; cf. Pin sker, p . 1 39 , no . 2 5 ; lacking in Lu z z atto ,
V1 12) m5m,

in am 1 3 112, 1 884, p .
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any authentic information ‘
. His Hebrew polemical work

against Saadiah , wri tten in wretched rhymes
,
is the only

one that has been preserved from remote times, and this

h as been only partly edited . It was possibly composed

while Saadiah was yet alive
,
about 940 . I have already

analysed its contents thoroughly in another connexion, and

referred there especially to its snarling tone 2. Salmon

wanted to render this work into Arabic too fo r the people ,
but we do not know whether this was carried out . In any

case no Arabic version has been preserved .

Besides this polemical w ork Salmon also composed
a series of Biblical commentaries , which were probably
a l l issued in the sixth decade of the tenth century

(i. e . after Saadiah ’

s death) , and which have been preserved
partly in the original Arabic , partly in a Hebrew trans la

tion . Here , too , aggressive war is waged against Saadiah 3
,

especially in the Commentary on Psalms (MS . in St . Peters
burg). Salmon speaks here of Saadiah as of a com

pletely unknown man 07311351 0 min" “Np mmnswi) ,
and refutes his view that the Psalms m ight be recited
as prayers only in the Temple and only w ith musical
accompaniment 4 . Then he also controverts another view
of Saadiah , that entire psalms are prophecies of David ,
and that the royal minstrel had assigned many of them
to the sons of Moses and to other Levites , to be sung 5 .

See in particu lar Ste in schne ider
,
l oc . cit ., 5 40 (also ibid.

,

p . 340 )
2 J. O. R .

,
VIII

,
684 seq . I have s ince publ ish ed many more pas sages

from it
,
thus ibid .

,
X

,
2 7 1 Z f. H . E ,

III
,
1 72 ; and Kaufmann-Gedenkbuch,

p . 1 86 .

3 Sah l
’

s s tatement
,
quoted above

,
is thus confirmed

,
that Salmon con

ducted h is campaign agains t Saadiah in h is l ifetime as well as after h is
death .

S ee th e pas sage in ques tion in Neubauer, S tudid B iblica, III , 1 8 . It is

not d iffi cult to s ee th at Saadiah w ith th is as s ertion aimed at an o rdinance
of

'

Anan . See above
,
p . 1 0

,
n . 5 .

5 Ibid .

,
p . 1 9 . According to Saadiah

,
e . g ., th e heading 71117735 in Ps . xc

m eans as much as mm 5315 (h e poin ts to Judges i . 3 , where 1mm and 711773 11:

l ikew ise s tand for 711 17? u: and 711773 11:
in ) , th e heading 71735125 in Ps . lxxii ,
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On Psalm c11 .
,
14 there is a rather long excursus on the

reckoning of the year of redemption, where likewise a

vigorous attack is made on Saadiah . I have edited in full and
thoroughly discussed this excursus 1 , which Salmon again
repeats almost verbally on Canticles 11 . 1 1 . On Psalm civ . 1 9
Salmon quotes his ”DM SN "51: 51 51:mm , but it is doubtful
whether he means here the Hebrew or the Arabic work 2

.

In connexion with cxl . 6 is related the often discussed fact
that Saadiah denied that the Talmud speaks of physical
struggles between the followers of Shammai and those of
Hillel . This passage has also been thoroughly examined
by me

3
.

In the commentaries on Echa and Kohelet
,
the only ones

that I saw complete in the original Arabic , I found nothing
polemical against Saadiah and especially nothing obj ec
tionable against the Rabbanites , who are elsewhere so
violently attacked by Salmon 4

. Perhaps
,
therefore ,

Steinschneider is right in doubting their genuineness 5 ,
which has yet, in any case , to be established .

F inally, it may be mentioned that
, according to Ibn

al -Hiti
,
Salmon died in Aleppo during Saadiah

’

s lifetime .

The latter is said to have followed the funeral procession
and to have pronounced a eulogy on the departed. Al l

this naturally belongs to the realm of fiction (from mere
chronological considerations), but still it is possible that
Salmon indeed died in Aleppo 6 . We now know that

Saad iah stayed in th is town, even before his appointment
as Gaon (about but at that time Salmon was just
a new-born babe .

is equal to “
on Solomon

,
810 . Even David ’

s authorship of any psalm is

not to be d isputed .

1 Miscel len tiber Saadja, III
,
Berl in, 1 90 1 (reprint from Monatsschrzfl,

XLIV, 40 0
- 1 6 and 50 8

9 See Pinsker, p . 1 33 .

3 Kaufmann-Gedenkbuch , pp. 1 69 seq . (For a correction s ee my 1115 n5nn,

W ars aw ,
1 90 2 , p. 1 6 ; of. als o Monatsschmft, XLVI,

See J. Q. R. ,
VIII

,
689 ; XIII, 337 .

5 Hebr. B ibliog. ,
XIII , 1 0 3 (of. R .E. J .,

XLI
,

See Z .
,f. H . B . , II, 7 9 .

7 In a letter to h is pupils
,
dated 9 2 2 , on th e dispute about th e Calendar
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6 . H asan (or Husein ) ben Mash iah 1 , according to the
above-cited account of Sahl ,wrote polemics against Saadiah
both in his lifetime and after his death . He is also said to
have tried to hold a dispute with the Gaon verbally, but
the latter roughly repulsed him . He succeeded

,
however,

in obtaining one of Saadiah
’

s anti-Karaite writings (which
the author is said never to have allowed to leave his
possession), and refuted it immediately (in a separate
work 2)

2
. It is , of course, difficult to establish how much

truth is contained in this report, but in any case B en
Mashiah ought to be a contemporary of Saadiah , although
a considerably younger one. According to Ibn al -Hiti ,
who often had good information at his disposal , Ben
Mashiah , who lived in Bagdad, disputed with his fellow
townsman

, the Christian physician ,
Abu

‘

Al i
‘

Isa b . Zar'a.

The latter wrote his polemical work against the Jews in
the year 387 of the Hegira and if we assume that
this disputation took place before the appearance of this
work , that is, about a few years before 997 , and that Ben
Mashiah was already an old man then, he can hardly have
been engaged in literary activity before 940 . Hence
al -Hiti is quite right in coupling him with Salmon b.

Jeroham,
as they were of about the same age

3
.

w ith B en Meir
, Saadiah says : 1 1 51110 0 11 11350 71 0 3 710 111: 1511 1 111 1111 0 111

( Saadyana, ed. Schechter, p. 25 , l . 1 2 ; cf. J. Q. R . , IX, 3 7 , and R.ES L ,

XLVIII , 1 49 , note
For th e l iterature about h im refer to my article in Jew. Encycl., s . v.

(VI, 247 ; where , however, th e determ ination of th e period of h is l ife
must be modified in accordance with th e present conclus ions) , and Zur
jud.

-arab. Litter. , p. 47 .

Pinsker, p. 3 7 : 1 1111: 111: 0 1: 0 11511 (0 11110 0 11 0 11

110 1 0 111 prev: 1 1: 1 1 11 : 1 1 11 10 11: 110 0: 1 :11pm 71 1 van

0 0 12 1 11 111 111 70 511 11 : 1111 0 0 111 1: 0 1113 10 115 an: 1 0 1: 0 11 00 0 1 .
:5m “

75
“

751
15

’
131 1151: 1 111 0 1 71 501 . For continuation see above , p. 3 .

3 See
,
I. Q . R. , IX, 434 : 0 0 11 : 71 710 50 1 0

11130 71 ( s ic) 70 11 51: 7
15111351:

0 11 11 : 711 1 111 11
10 511 111: 0 111 75 1130 0 13s 11 110 13 71

10 110511 10

110 10 7
1111 0 0 [11]r1511 710 5110 1 10 (1. £1311 1) $11 1 0 71 [ 1517] 11 111 . 1511 10

fins-10 511 1151 0 15111 10 1 (1. 1110 111111) 111 1 1 00 1 1 1310 51: 11 1100 0 0 151:

N V (1 30 117150 1: 71511 11111. Th e date 387 is confirmed by Ibn abi Oseibia (ed .

Miil l er, I, 236 , l . 1 0 from bottom) . Ibn Zar
'

a was born in Augus t, 943 ,
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Of Ben Mashiah
’

s polemics against Saadiah , we are

principally acquainted w ith a passage directed against the
Gaon

’

s defence of the antiquity of the p resent calendar
system

,
in which Ben Mashiah refers to “Sadducean writings

(511311851: which are known among the
people . This passage has been preserved in Arabic, in
a commentary on Exodus, of which Sahl or perhaps even
Ben Mashiah h imself is the author, and in Hebrew in

a fragment that originates from B adass i 1. Besides this ,
a MS . has been recently published, in which B en Mashiah
reproduces a complete Hebrew treatise on the calendar
of an otherwise unknown Rabbanite , Joshua b .

‘

Alan 2
, and

which writing perhaps originally formed the constituent
part of a polemical work by Ben Mashiah .

7 .

’

Abu
‘

Anan I saac b .

‘

A li b . I saac was , according to

Ibn al-Hiti , an important Karaite scholar, who in a special

work ,
entitled 5111 051: tilted his controversial pen

against Saadiah among others . I have already compiled

in another place the little that is known about him , and

there shown that he probably flourished about the middle
of the tenth century 3

.

8. Abu-l -‘I
‘
ajj ib al -Jebeli (Hebr. Samuel b . Ash er b .

M ansur)
4 is al so mentioned by Sahl among the Karaites

who wrote polemical works against Saadiah after his death .

According to Ibn al -Hiti
,
he is said to have been a contem

porary of Abu-l-Faraj Harun ; but as the latter flourished

about 1 0 26, al -Jebel i could hardly have been cited by Sahl.

According to a further account of Ibn al -Hiti, al -Jebeli

disputed w ith the head of a school, Menahem , after he

became acquainted with a work of a son of Menahem

and d ied at th e beginn ing of May, 1 0 0 8 s ee Fihrist, I , 264 ; II, 1 2 1 . Cf.
also Ste in schne ider, Polem. u . apolog. Literatur, pp . 1 46—7 .

1 B oth vers ion s are publ ished and discu s s ed by me in R . E. J . ,
XLV ,

1 76
-

7 , where al l particulars may be found.

9 Edited in 111 103 71 , 1 899 , nos . 1 41
- 2

,
and again in 71 10 ,

IV, 75 (cf.

Zur j dd.
-amb. L itter.

,
l .

3 See ibid .
,
pp. 1 5 , 1 6 .

1 See on h im my short article in Jew. Encycl. VII, 1 6 a.
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quoted twice s .v . 0 1 (Pinsker, p . and his interpreta
tion of the verses Gen. i. 1 1 , 1 2 , is refuted . In these verses
the yielding of fruit-bearing trees only is mentioned , no t

of ordinary trees (s ee Nahmanides on the passage) . Now

Saadiah must have explained v er. I I in such a way ,
that

the latter are to be understood by "1 0 w, i. s . trees that are
a fruit of the earth

,
as opposed to fruit-bearing trees

,
which

are “10 new. Ver. 1 2 is shortened
,
and should als o read here

“IE: 00 11 [11 13] w. This explanation of S aadiah
,
which is

combated by David b . Abraham , is , however, in contra
diction to the Gaon’s translation of the particular two verses .

1 1 . Abu Sai d (2) David b . B o az
, the Prince (0 111 511 ,

according to a genealogical list of Solomon the Prince

(Pinsker, p . was in the fifth generation of descent
from ‘

Anan . Hence David would have flourished about

9 1 0 (approximately 5 X 30 :: 1 5o ,years after ‘

Anan) , and

have been a contemporary of Saadiah . On the other hand ,

according to Ibn al -Hiti , David composed his commentary
on Kohelet in the year 383 of the Hegira and was

mentioned even after Levi b . Jefet by the Solomon referred
to 1

, so that David would belong to the last quarter of the
tenth century . This date seems to me also to be the more

correct
,
principally becaus e David

,
so far as is yet known ,

is first quoted by Joseph ai-Basir in the
“

10 0
9

.

Hadas s i a lso mentions h im between Jefet and his s on
3
,

though this may be accidental.
Of David ’

s works Ibn al -Hiti mentions , besides the
commentary on Kohelet

,
still another on the Pentateuch

and a book on the principles of religion (51311511 n11nn)
4

J. Q . R.
,
IX

, 4332 : 11150 55 mm 7110 10 11511 71 0 0 11110 1111 151 1111: 73 1 11 1 1 10 5111

513 11511 3111 31 711 10 511 1 10 011 1

0 51 and ibid. 1151111 1 11 ( 1111a 710 510 111) 711115
1 11 0 11 711511 11 3 1511 11 11 11 0 511 11110 711p511 0 r

‘

1 511111 0 11 7
10 111 0 11 7111

71 113 511 0 0
1511 1111 1511 11 11 0 51 0 511 0 0 11110 1

511 11111 73 .

9 See th e pas sage in Pinsker
,
p. 1 99 (cf. a ls o ibid .

,
p .

3 E shkol
,
9 41 , 0 : [5111] 0 110 3 1 00 31 1 1:1a 1 3 111 1 0 0 : 115 0 11 0 111 0 0

’
11 1 1 111 110 1 ( 1. 731 11110 10 1 11 1 110 11 0 11 0 50 0 .

Th e compos it ion of such a work al so points rather to a pos t-Saadyanic
Karaite than to a contemporary“
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Of the Pentateuch commentary there have ‘ been preserved
only cons iderable parts in MS .

,
namely

,
on Leviticus and

on the s econd half of Deuteronomy in St. Petersburg ; on

Exod . xxv . I —xxxiii . I 3 in the British Museum (Catalogue
Margoliouth , Vol. I, No . and

,
in addition, on the whole

of Exodus in a modern copy in the Karaite synagogue in
Jerusalem ‘

. According to Harkavy (Z. A. T. W. ,
I
,

David
, in the S t. Petersburg MS .

,
frequently controverted

Saadiah ,
not express ly nam ing h im , however, but only

designating him as 551 51: In the London MS . there
are two such passages (fol. 1 9 a on xxv. 32 and fol . 3 1 b
on xxvn . and in both th e discussion is about the

c ons truction of appurtenances of the tabernacle 2.

Besides this MS . of the British Museum
,
Margoliouth

has been trying to show that some other MSS . of the
same collection also have David as their author

,
but the

demonstration i s not everywhere quite convincing 3
. We

have to consider only two of them here . The one (MS .

Or. 2494
1
; Cat . No . 3 1 8

1
) contains a commentary on the

first pericope of Leviticus (the beginning and end are

m iss ing ), and in two passages (ff. 1 h , 4b) there is a hit
at the 551511 1111 . The second is much more important

(Or. 2495 ; Cat . No . This MS , of which I have
a copy of a few excerpts , contains a very detailed com

mentary on Lev . xi . I —xv. 25 . Of authors mentioned here
besides the Talmudists (des ignated 71511151: and 70 1131 511) and
‘

Anan , only Saadiah is very often cited 4
, sometimes as

"0 110511 , sometimes also as 551511 1111
, his name being

accompanied by the formula 115511 111 . The points on which
Saadiah

’

s views are combated naturally concern the laws
of purity

,
but they are mostly questions of subordinate

1 See Ste ins chne ider
, 3 9 (als o ib id . , p .

2 See th e beginn ing of both passages in Margo l iouth
’

s Catalogue
, where

Saadiah is referred to in th e one as 531 511 ‘

751 , and in th e other as 551 511
In this MS. Dav id is al so called 1171: 111 1 1110 (5311 ( th e entire MS. is
o th erw i se

,
w ithout exception ,

written w i th Arabic letters) .
8 Cf. R.E. J . ,

XLI
, 3 0 5 , 30 6 .

See th e l is t of pas sage s in Margo l iouth
’

s Catalogue .

C 2



2 0 THE
,

KARAITE L ITERARY OPPONENTS OF

importance. Once
v

(fol . 1 81 a
,
on xv. 25 ; see further,

p . 25 ) the prescriptions about menstruous women are

also discussed. The controversy is conducted calmly and

pertinently. Different expres sions are adduced, e . g

151 isnwD5rJ5s 1 ns r
’

o i s (fol. 47
"

ros e s ie s s
-
‘

xm

1 1 1 1s s r: 5D: (fol . 78 a) ; n51p ppms o a~5r sfi '

n (fol. 1 79 b) ;
3 sn35s s 51 '1 fDJ5x nnr

‘

ir s 5 a5s p s r: (fol. 1 82 a), &c .

Thus , unlike the Karaite custom elsewhere observed , only
views but not personalities are combated . In one passage
the author refutes an opinion of Saadiah , which is really
that of the Talmud (viz ., the well-known explanation of
D15 0 1 r: in Deut. xvii. 8, that what is intended here is
a decision respecting the pure and impure blood of a men

s truous woman , see Sifre , ad loc .
, and parallel passages) , and

he refers to his own commentary on this verse (fol . 1 65 a) :

1s : 1511 w my: fir s 5 ( ~m~55s ~s ) n5s p s o imi 1s n5rs

mm: m mm 5upi ;s as s ib rm m mm 0 15 m r: n5ip

pgpn 1
'

s 511: m: npa
~5s isnma 1mo ~5s ms vpn ~1

°

5s

rs sp5s NDJN) am 51 15 151 is
"

r roar/735 1 3 1 n5ip s irsu n:

s 5i car/m in nan rm m 1351 Dus t-15s m s 117 5np~ ~i5s

5s 51 5s 15 1 1 » sun sm5s snmyn ~ ~i5s mm5s mm 5: m1 ~1 3 1

5's s u pms5s s in moan m s ri 1 pi 1 ns u ma n~51 r1 rmar)

i5s
"

nos e N1? ! is
55132. The Karaite author doubtless used

as his source in every case Saadiah
’

s commentary on the

Pentateuch ,
and we should thus possess here important

fragments of this vanished work .

12. Jefet b .

‘

A l i h a-L evi (Arab . Abu
‘

Al i H asan b .

‘

Al i

a l -B asri) must have flourished in the last quarter of the

tenth century 3
. He is the most prolific Karaite exegete of

1 See th e whole pas sage in R. If. J .
,
XLV

, 56 .

Perhaps th e Samaritan Munajja b . Sedaqa als o di spute s with Saad iah
on this po in t ; s ee W res ch ner, Samarit. Trad ttionen, p . 3 3 . Cf. al s o Keter

Tom
,
ad l o c . (fo l . 2 0 b) .

3 H is commentary on Dan ie l , which is apparently one of h is lates t
commentarie s (pe rhaps even th e late s t) , appeared about th e year 1 0 0 0 .

See D. S. Margoliouth
’

s preface to h is edition of this commentary (Oxford,
p. v.
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the Bible , for he has translated the entire twenty-four books
of Scripture into Arabic and commented upon them very
fully, partly at least in two recensions (Pentateuch ,Ps alms 2;

s eeR .E.J XLI
, The commentaries of Jefet , especially

that on the Pentateuch , afford very much valuable material
for the his tory of the older Karaite literature and theology ;
but of the many MSS . extant in St . Petersburg

,
London

,

Oxford
,
Paris

,
Berlin,

&c . unfortunately only a comparatively
small portion has been edited 1 .
According to Sah l

,
Abfi

'

Al iHasan al -Basri , i . e . Jefet
,
like

wise combated Saadiah in a special work
,
which is further

corroborated by Jefet ’s own statements . The composition
o f such a work is promised in the passage on Gen . i . 1 4 .

After Jefet advances controversial arguments about the
calendar against Saadiah in very thorough fashion 2

,
he

adds that he has entered into this dispute only incidentally ,

because his main purpose is to present here an exposition
of Ho ly Writ. But should God vouchsafe him the time

,

then he will refute the views of Saadiah in a special treatise

(as
-mfivn5s 1rps 05 13s 3 s 35s s in 151 1 s p5s 05311 ;s 3511

ns 535s 1 1m1s : s p5 sms 1 111s 1 p5s 1a5s 513 113 1s fi3 1nn5s
‘i1 5s 1 nns 35snn 1111: 11 1 31 mni srpnnm fin5s np5s 3 s : 1a

a55s nos 1s 1 ys ons5s 5mm s 51 1 10 9 11 as h: ms 5 1 s sn5s : s n15y
1a nnnfis s n 111135 151: 1111111 nsn: nsn5s s

‘ m5 111 1 5 1 131151: 15:

nsm 3 s : 5: 151 m15v s o 1nns 1 s n1u1 1 1Ds an5s an: 113 nan:

15s imn55s NW is ) . On the other hand , in the passage
on Exod. xxxv . 3 (published by Pinsker, p . he

quotes this controvers ial treatise as ah '

eady in existence '

n5 11 55s 1a5s nsn35s 1a arr
-m 1511 1 : 111 1 1 sun 1511 .

Jefet
’

s polemical work ,
like many others, is now lost

,

1 A review of th e known and avai lable MSS . and of th e parts edited
s o far is given by Ste ins ch ne ider in Die arab. Liter. d . Juden, 44 (al s o ibid . ,

p . 34 1 , and Zur jud.
-arab. L itton ,

p . 49 ; add th e MS . no . 234 o f th e

l ibrary of th e Al l iance is r. un iv. in Paris , contain ing th e comm . on

Lev . xxvi . 38- xxvii
,
of. R . Ii” . J .

,
XL IX

,
286

,
and th e tran s lation of Gen . vii i .

1 - 2 2
,
and ix. 1 8- 28

, ,
printed in Kahle

,
Die arab. B ibelfibcrsetzungen, pp. 29

2 See J. O. R.
,
X
,
246 .
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and we do not know whether he composed it in Arabic
,

like al l his other works, or in Hebrew , like a work directed

against Jacob b. Samuel, to be mentioned below . But

although Jefet maintains that he w ill not expand his
commentary by a controversy w ith Saadiah or w ith other
opponents of the Karaites , he does nevertheless indulge in
polemics , especially in the Pentateuch commentary, very
often and very thoroughly against the 53 1111351: ram , and

quotes rather long passages both from anti-Karaite works

as well as from the Bible commentaries of Saadiah 1
.

I now proceed to give a s urvey of the passages in question
from Jefet

’

s commentaries , so far as I have them before me

either in printed form or in manuscript excerpts 2. I arrange
them according to subj ect-matter , and must observe that
here especially Jefet very often repeats himself verbally.

1 . On the justification of the Oral Law in general
,
its

divinity and necessity : Exod . xxi . 33 (here Jefet defends
very thoroughly especially the method of analogy, M1 11 ,

Ds ’p, applied by the Karaites) and Dan . x ii . 4 (ed. D . S .

Margoliouth ,
p . Contrary to his usual custom , Jefet

uses , in the last pas sage , very harsh words, and says that

Saadiah and his party ,
in maintaining that one must

,
with

out personal investigation, follow the representatives of the
prophets

,
that is

,
the teachers of the M ishna and Talmud ,

have thereby led Israel into ruin , and so forth 3
. Jefet treats

1 See ibid .
,
2 4 1 seq . , th e pas sages from Saadiah

’

s anti-Karaite writings
preserved by Jefet. Saadiah

’
s commentary on th e Pentateuch

,
e . g. ,

is

expres s ly mentioned by Jefet on Gen i . 1 4 : 113 37511 7111 1 15 5 11 ’D n5pN13:

15s 1 1111 7151571 1
11 1 In5

11nn51 1 5111 mum: 1a Exod. xxi. 33 : 0 11

15s 5117
1 1 113s 15

111mm 113 11113 111 n5s 1 1 1cm 11: 115 s h in s as s 151 1113 ;
xxii i . 1 5 :mmmm s

-
‘

nn sn 0 1111 1 93 1131: 53 11 1a worms 1311 ms 1511 .

15s a51p 111 113 ; xxiv . 4 : 11: 1153 i7r1 7155s nsm 171 3s 11:11:5s sum

15s rpm 111 11 riz11a5s s
-in 1 10 911 ; Lev . xviii . 6 : ri15s s o fi1a wins

i5s mmmoms n1n 1 1cm ”D worms .

2 I use copie s from th e m os t varied l ibrarie s .
1 11:1rn5s 5111: 1 15pm5s ns ns s 5115 1s 5m sms -n

’

on 511sps 5s nine

111
-ms 113 £711 n55s y

ams rpm 1s 1151 0 15 15s p1 1111 sm 5s 1 1v~ -
rs 1

115s nr r

mm: 0 s 35s s usn. 1 1135r15s 1 rmvn5s nsns s 0m s 13 1s 5s 149555 1 15ph 5s 3511 .

15s 115 1 5113512. Cf. also my conclus ion s in R. E. J .,
XLI , 1 83 s eq .
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this subj ect al so in some o ther passages of his commentaries
,

and disputes here w ith the Rabbanites in general . He
clearly hints at Saadiah in the passage on Deut. xxxiii . I 4 ,
and there employs s imilar expressions to those used in the
Daniel passage : crabs Susnfis 1mm: is pm

i5s mm: 1a s nsm fie-15m 511mm: ant i: 0 351 was fin5s w.

2 . Questions of calendar- science : hence the rise and age

of the present calendar, validity of the Delzij ot, fixing of
leap -questions that are known to have been in
the very centre of the controversy between Rabbanites and
Karaites . The chief pas sage is Gen. i. 1 4 (partly edited
J . Q. R.

,
X

,
246 s eq . ; cf. also above), where Saadiah

’

s theory
about the great age of the calendar- system is quoted from
his Kitcib d l-tamj iz and the Pentateuch commentary and

very thoroughly refuted . There further belong to this
section : Gen . viii . 3 (the chronology of the Flood is here
considered, and various questions of calendar - lore are

discussed ; cf. X, xlix. I4 (partly the same

as on i . 1 4 ; cf. ibid .

,
248, n . 2 ; Saadiah

’

s proof from
1 Chron . xii. 33 is chiefly refuted Exod . xii . 2 (s ee
ibid .

,
248, n. 3 , and xxiii. I 5 (on the determination of

the max, hence on the question of the intercalary month ;
in two versions ) ; xxxiv. 1 8 (on the same subj ect ; Jefet

refers here to the second version of his commentary on xii . 2

me am: fi
'ij sSN fijm‘

ps 1a £335 mm mm 15 W5}: s ar i
-
1

“
1m

5mm) ; Lev . xxiii . 3 (partly the same as on Gen . i .

xx iii . 5 (likewise in two versions see J . Q. R.
,
X

, 249 and

Deut . xvi . I (see ibid .
,
250 and xxxiii . 1 8

( likewise on the proof from 1 Chron . xii . and I Sam .

xx . 27 (see ibid.
,

In many of these passages Jefet
affords interesting material also about the history of the
calendar among various sectarians and kindred matter (see
e . g.

,
ibid .

, 265 , n.

Th e same thing is again repeated by Sahl ( in Pinsker, p . 3 7 ; cf. further
infra , p. Levi b. Jofet in h is msnn 1 5 0 ( s ee D12, VIII, Je shua
b . Jeh uda (m1 n‘mmn, MS . Leyden , f. 89 b) , and Aaron b . Elias (rm
f. 4 (E; th e latter two w ithout mention ing Saadiah ) .
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3. The kindling of fire on the Sabbath , a question likewise

o ften discussed in Karaite polemics . The Karaites , as is

well known, not only prohibit the kindling of fire on the

Sabbath , but even the continued burning of anything

a severity derived , as I have shown (R. E. J .
,
XLIV,

1 74 from the expanded meaning ‘ of th e word n3N5D.

Jefet often deals with this subject
,
viz . Exod . iii. 2 ;

x x . 1 0 (Saadiah is mentioned here only cursorily at the

end : s in in mm: ENS: moSs iN‘

ID mm 1a a9nm zrm

0m rm'i am 17195 rpm fas t-15s vi m 11 115s ws mun NB 15

n55s m): nmmfi s ) ; x xxv. 3 (this is the detailed passage to
which Jefet previously refers ; Saadiah

'

s entire proofs are

here adduced and thoroughly refuted ; cf. Pinsker, pp . 1 8,

Lev . xxiii . 3 (completely the same as on Exod. xxxv .

Deut. v . 13 (here Saadiah is adduced only anonymously
13s 1 3y5s 15 smin “webs 15x: qupm is 5i

“mpme
"fix n5 513 fifim this conception of the word in Judges xv . 5

is that of Saadiah) ; xxv . 4 (see J . Q. R .
,
X

,

4 . On the time of sacrificing the Paschal offering : Exod .

xii. 6 . This question is notably linked together with th e
Karaite interpretation of the concept D‘a rs ,

which
deviates essentially from the Rabbinical : s ee my remarks
in R . E. J . , XLV,

1 76 s eq.

5 . The fixing of the time of Pentecos t, i. e . the
.

interpreta

tion ofmenmmm
,
one of the differences that the Karaites

have taken from the Boethusians (s ee Monatsschm
’

ft, XLI,
20 6 , and J . Q. R. , XVI, Lev. xxiii . 1 5 (edited by
Hirschfeld , Arabic Chrestomathy, p . 1 0 9 seq.

,
Jefet ’s most de

tailed passage ou this subj ect ; cf. al so J . Q.R .
,
X

, 250 , n . 2)
Num . xxxiii . 3 (here Jefet refers to the former passage

ism s we 1a nrnnSs 0m 153: i t s 15 0&535s 10 p x3: 1pi

15s nnwn 11mm: 1335 nmem 1a mans -ln nsnfis 15

Deut . xvi . 9 (very detailed ; Saadiah is not expressly

m entioned here , but is designated as 551 511: N‘ m, once also

as 10 10 155 DNJEN Mn) ; Joshua v . 1 1 (here also Saadiah is

cited only anonymously : in noon nflnm: it: jib in 0 5: we
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biblical prohibition can be liable to limitation by another
command (or, in other words , n

’5 mm mm, of. R .E. J .

,

XXXIV , as e . g. the prohibition of Exod . xx . 1 0 by
the command of Num . xxviii . 9

1
.

8. Civil law : Exod . xxi . 24 (published and discussed in
Monatsschrift, XLI , where Jefet upholds the literal
interpretation of th e ju s ta lionis , and at the same time

disputes with Saadiah , without mentioning his name .

9 . Exegetical and miscellaneous matters : Gen. i . 2 (com
municated by Munk

,
N0 157506 su

f
r Abou

’

l Wa lid , p . 40 , n. I

i5s man in 11 11 ps pnws in Saadiah is meant
,

see Ibn Ez ra
,
ad loc .) xv . 9 (a refutation of Saadiah ’

s alle

gorical interpretation of the kinds of beasts mentioned here
,

where the Gaon partly follow s th e Midrash 2
especially

interesting are Jefet ’s concluding words Us
“
! is ) s 15a

153: 551 1 155s yss 1n5s m “
1115: 1s: nms p: mns r

’

: 153: (53 11 1355:

113 1350 7s 35 ms n 511sn5s i5s mns f: in rm5s 51 51:m
fiTJD

‘
JN n

‘ m) x ix. 1 1 (Saadiah is said to have main

tained that 15Js 11 in xviii . 8 referred to Ishmael and the

servants of Abraham ! In the translation there is no trace
of this) ; Exod . iii . 2 (communicated by Pinsker, p . 72 ; on

the explanation of ws 1135)
3 xi . 4 (2see Munk, l . c .

,
p .

xxiv . 4 (according to S aadiah what is related here hap
pened on Sivan 9 , soon after th e Revelation) ; xxx . 1 2 (on
E 1 19 3 Saadiah is quoted here anonymously : 11

'

5s e
1 Th e words of Jefe t in que s tion are : 16951 qr is

“nfinos
'
is 0 5 1 .

”grass m1 1s "Pas may 15: 1m hmm 5151: 0 31113 173953
”iv sms 1 5mm:

"

its 1511: mwn 7
11 1 D‘HN 11 1131 1: r; p1 55s s ine 0 3m: rus e . Thes e

w ords of Jefe t mus t be th e bas i s ofAaron b. E l ias ’ conclus ions
,
which are

in tere sting though t ingedw ith a phi los ophical tendency (Gan Eden, f.
Cf. a ls o Pinsker, p. 66 .

2 This interpre tation of Saadiah is al s o criticiz ed by Dunash b . Labrat

( no . of. Ibn E z ra’

s an; new, no . 7 , and Lippm ann
’

s n o te s on it, as we l l as
Ge iger’

s Wiss . Zeitsclzr.
,
V
, 3 1 1 , and 1 73 11 0 1 3 , V, 1 0 1 . On th e Agadic

in terpre tation of th e Vis ion o f B eas ts espec ial ly s ee Ste in sch ne ider
,
Polem.

u . ap olog. Liter. , p. 2 66 s eq .

,
and on Saadiah

’

s prin c iples in h is al l egories
,
s ee

th e pas sage s quoted Monats schrift, XLI , 2 0 8, n . 3 .

3 For th e original of Saadiah ’

s commentary on this vers e , see Z.A .T.W.

I
,
1 5 2 .

Th e particular pas sage from Saadiah
’

s commentary on this verse in
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i5
’

s fix: 5: 15 N0 1?” no 1511 15 3 an: ;s is ) ; Isa. 111 . 1 3 (pub
lished by Neubauer, The 53rd Chapter of Isa iah, &c . ; on the

Servant of God) ; Jer. xxxvi . 1 (s ee my 1 3 11a “311 1151

13 1135 135n,
p . 3 1 , n . 9 ; the Megillah mentioned here

cannot possibly mean Echa, as Saadiah following the Talmud
maintains) ; Ez ek. xlviii . 1 2 (according to Saadiah the form
.1 11:>11n would point to a duplication) ; and Dan . xii . I 3 (ed.

D . S . Margoliouth , p . 1 5 1 ; on th e calculation of the year
of Redemption ,

s ee my Miscellen
r
oltber Saadj a ,

III
, 1 1

Monatsschmft, XLIV ,

The tone is mostly calm and agreeable ; but the

demons tration is not always fortunate . But it must be
rem embered that the arguments of Saadiah too are very
often superficial. The commentaries of Jefet , however, are
also in this respect of great importance .

Nothing has yet been discovered of Jefet
’

s polemical
work against Saadiah , as has already been observed . On

the other hand , a work of thi s kind in Hebrew
,
directed

against a pupil of the Gaon ,
Jacob b . Samuel, has been

pres erved
l
; and I have expressed the conjecture

, which
s till needs verification ,

that this pupil i s identical with

the Jacob ibn Ephraim mentioned by Qirqisani as h is

interlocutor ( s o that his full name must have been Jacob ben
Samuel ibn Ephraim)

2
. But as the Karaites, and especially

Jefet , repeat themselves very often , and inasmuch as par

ticularly in their anti-rabbinical campaign they almost
always advance with the same arguments

,
it is there

fore more than probable that the polemical work against
Jacob contains much that Jefet als o adduced agains t

German tran s lation : Bacher
,
Die j u

’

d. B ibelexegese, &c. (Treve s ,
p. 1 3 s eq .

Th e h eading here reads : h D’ E521 1 0 311 1 1 1 :s 1115 11 11 1 n5s 1

1:3e 5s 1mv p
1151 1517 11 1: 1n

‘mn See correction s
th ereto in Ge iger, 1 73m 1 s 1s , IV ,

1 9 s eq .

2 See Kaufmann-Gedenkbuch , p . 1 69 s eq . On Jefe t ’s con trovers ial w ork ,
ibid. , p. 1 80 ( reprin t, p. xii) . It is , at any rate

,
remarkabl e th at th e

name of Jacob, as far as hitherto known ,
does not occur even in Jefet ’s

commentarie s .



THE KARAITE L ITERARY OPPONENTS OF

Saadiah . One would therefore be justified in briefly ana

lysing thi s polemical work , more especially a s Saadiah

a ls o is expressly mentioned here , in the second poem
151 1513 111 3 1 1ws

,(i. e . from a: in Egypt) 15 111 mm: mm:

m am: s : mm 131 15 11 515: nnw mar/m
,

19 11

mam-15 71 11 13 1: sm r1 s 5s , (i. e . out of Egypt , cf. Jer. xlvi . 20 )
nr[1]1 y 1: may 11e

,
n11 1e 11 1m: 53n51 tame .

This polem ical work consis ts of three secti ons in doggerel
verses of four members , in which , after the manner of the
Arabic Muwash shah songs, three members of each strophe
rhyme with one another, whilst the fourth members have
one common rhyme . The acrostic in al l three is alpha
betical ] . That they al l three belong together may be in

ferred from the superscription of the third : $ 51:w5ws .

Pos sibly these were originally followed by replies in prose.
Their contents are as follows
In the first section Jefet combats the view that there exists

an Oral Law revealed by God to Moses , and employs the
following four proofs : ( 1 ) Moses commands Joshua (Dent ,
xxxi . in the presence of al l Israel to read the Torah ;
there is no mention of an Oral Law. (2) To a l l questions
that the s on should put to his father, the Torah gives

(Exod . xiii . 8, 1 4 &c .) such answers as can be derived
from itself

,
but not out of any Oral Law existing beside

it. (3) Moses , in his last exhortation (Deut. xxx ii .
enj oins that questions should be asked of th e ancestors ,
the answers to which are contained in the same address
so that here also there is no need of an oral supplement .

(4) God promised the scattered members of his people ,

he would turn to them again when they would abandon

the work of man (of. Isa. xxix . among which are to

be understood M ishna , Talmud , and Agada , which men

invented 2.

l Th e fourth
,
w ith th e acro s tic pm 0 11 1 11 7! 11323773 belongs , as Ge iger, l . c .

,

rightly recogn i z e s
,
to Sebl

’

s po lem ical w o rk .

2 To be sure
,
w e canno t regard th i s point as an argumen t again s t tradition .

In th e las t s trophe th e firs t two members mus t be reversed : mm
’

1 1
3

211
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In section II the same theme is treated , and two proofs
of Jacob b . Samuel for the authenticity of th e Oral Law are

refuted . From Jer. xvii. 2 1 , 2 2 Jacob seems to have urged
that the Pentateuchal law s need a supplementary Oral Law ,

becaus e it does not follow from the Torah that one may not

carry a burden on the Sabbath . as the prophet here insists .
Jefet replies that this prohibition is to be derived from
Num . iv. 1 3, because here the carrying of a burden is called
work (nJN5D mwv5 ; and the sons of Kehat had only parts
of the tabernacle to carry) . Th e second proof

,
which Jacob

repeated after Saadiah ,
was that from 1 Chron . xxiv. 1 9 .

Here the words 11 13 1 12143
, which refer to the twenty -four

priestly divisions , must necessarily refer to the command
of an Oral Law ,

as there is nothing of it contained in the
Written Law . Whereupon Jefet again replies

,
that 1 2 s :

particularly refers to the service of the priests (hence to
Num . xviii . but the twenty- four divisions were indeed
first introduced by David 1 .

In section III various ordinances and institutions are

discussed : on the one hand
,
it is shown that the data of

Scripture for these completely suffice, contrary to the view
of the Rabbis ; and on the other hand again

,
that a part of

them are not of biblical origin, as the Rabbis maintain ,

and hence they cannot have any validity whatsoever. For

example , the Priestly Blessing 2 is expressly enj oined in the
Torah (Num . vi . but its details, as in many similar
commandments

,
are to be derived by means of the thirteen

113 1111: ( i . s . th e Oral Law ) 71111511 1 711 1 113 11 ,
nms n pain; .1 1 1 13 7:

,
1 3111371

( 1 Sam . xii. 2 1 ) 1513 : s 51 1511 11 s 5 0 1513
,
my1r15.

1 Saadiah can only have as serted th at th e prie sts were a lready grouped
in to d ivis ion s in th e tim e of Mo ses , but not into tw enty-four

,
for th i s

number is ascribed to David in th e Talmud al s o (Taanit B abli, 2 7 a ;
“Tos efta

,

”

IV
,
2
,
ed . Zuckermande l , p . Cf. a

‘ls o Commentary on

Chron icles
,
ed . Kirchhe im ,

p. 36 s eq . ; Hai's Re spon sum ”

in 710 517) n
'mp ,

ed .W erth eimer
,
no . 2 0

,
as w e l l as Maimon ide s andNahmanides

,

“Precepts
,

”

n o . 26 . See al s o Zun z , L iteraturg. d. syn . Poes ie, p. 2 0 6 .

Th is and th e fo ll ow ing po ints mus t
,
therefore , h ave been advanced

by Jacob as arguments for th e neces s ity of an Oral Law .
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Rules of Interpretation (which , as i s known, the Karaites
a lso The libation

'

at sacrifices is biblical , but
the water- libation is a capricious addition to the words
o f God (for 2 Sam . xx iii . 1 6

, e . g. has nothing to do w ith
s acrifices) , and hence to be avoided . Again

, the singing
of the Lev ites belongs to the nature of their service , and
had no need to be enj oined ; and if at the offering o f

firs tfruits a hymn of thanksgiving was sung , a sim ilar
hymn with instruments must have accompanied s acrifices .

In Ez ra x . 3 the Rabbis refer mm: to the children , that is
to s ay,

these were also expelled from Judaism . But this
is revolting ; the word rather refers only to the mothers 2.

The different owww were devised by the Talmudists , and
it was particularly the Rabbis rather than the Karaites

(however the latter can determine w ithout an Oral Law
what kinds of work are permitted on the Sabbath and

what forbidden) , who had to ask themselves how it came

about that in this law , which claims to be of Divine origin ,

there should be
‘ so many differences of Opinion . This last

reproach is notably repeated by al l Karaite controversialists .
13 . S ah l b . M asfi ah h a-Koh en (Abu -Surri) is one of

the most prom inent
,
but also of the most fanatical Karaites

of the older period 3 . He is generally considered very

1 Th e th irteen Ru les are al s o u s ed by '

Anan and th e earl ie s t Kara ites
,
see

S teinschneider-Fes tschmfi ,
p. 2 0 8. Cf. als o Harkavy

, Stud . u. M z tt
,
VIII

,
1 , p. xi.

9 Cf. Pin sker
,
p . 2 3 , n . 1 2 , and Ge iger, l . c .

,
2 1 .

3 For th e l iterature on h im s ee Stein s chne ider
,
Ca t. Lugd. ,

p. 2 94 ;

Die hebr. fibers ,
p . 9 64 , n . 3 0 6 ; and Z . f. H . B . ,

VI , 1 84 . Th e short artic le
o n Sahl in th e Jewish Encyclopaedia , s . v . (X,

636 ; by Och ser) , is written
w ithou t any special know ledge of th e subject and is no t w ithou t a com ic
touch , for Sah l is s aid to have been one of th e Rechabite s ! Th e Mas l iah
h a-Kohen (Alph ab. 47 or Mas l iah Abu

’

l -Surri (A lph ab. 6 2 1 ) quoted
tw ice by H adas s i , was perhaps th e s on of Sah l al s o cited by th e author
o f th e Hil luk (cf. Pin s ker, p. 1 0 6 , 1. 1 0 ; Pin sker, p. 87 . n . 2

, cons iders
h im to be th e father of Sahl ) . On th e othe r hand

, th e Mas l iah b . Sah l
h a -Kohen and Sahl b . Salah ( see J. Q. R .

, XVII, m en tioned in a

Pentateuch Codex of th e Karaite Synagogue , m ight have bee n de s cendants
of our Sah l b . Mas l iah . The s e two are brought into conn exion w ith th e
Mas s orete

,
M ishae l b. U z z ie l , wh o probably l ived in th e twelfth century

( s ee S te in s chne ider, Arab. Liter. d. Juden,
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much older than Jefet , but the fact was overlooked that
in the oft -mentioned lis t of Saadiah

’

s disputants he also
m entions AbuAl i Hasan al -Basri

,
i . e . Jefet . On the other

hand
,
Aaron b . Joseph , in h is commentary on Lev . xv. 25 ,

expres s ly states that Jefet combats a view of Sah l (fol. 25 a

name 111
13 2 11 1111 men mmmus e run

-
11 5110 1113

-
1 1a mm

am 1151 111 1 1mm 1111 1151-11-13 m ans
-
1 nSnuw “

111111 513 13111

w hen w 1151» arm 51: ms 111131 11111 1

’

13 1 which indeed occurs in the commentary of
the former, although anonymous (s ee Munk, Notice su

’

r

Abou
’

l Wa lid, p . 6
,
n . In any case , such anonymous

citations are no convincing proofs , for the view represented
by Sah l could be that of a much older Karaite exegete 1 .

But another circumstance must be considered . In his pole
mical work (soon to be mentioned) against Jacob b. Samuel

,

Sahl speaks of letters and various questions which this
Jacob addressed to him (s ee Pinsker, p . 26 : 151: 113 11: "

1111

751) ma m; and p . 36 115111) munmmmwp: 111135 as mm:mm
mm: 3 11: 115 11s mam 1111115 11111 11 1m? 3 10 111313 1115a

and as Jacob was a pupil of Saadiah 2
, Sahl can have

written his w ork at the lates t circa 960 . He was thus
mos t probably a contemporary of Jefet , of the same age

3
,

and wrote about 960 — 1 0 0 0 . In agreement w ith this are

the statements of Ibn al -Hi ti that Sahl in his commentary»

on Leviticus controverted Joseph b . Noah ,
and that h e

was probably his contemporary, and further
,
that Levi

b. Jefet controverted Sahl in his law -book 4
. Joseph b .

1 Thus Munk conc luded ( l . c .

,
p. on th e ground of such anonym ous

quo tations , that Jefet is later than Je shua b. Jeh uda .

9 See above
,
p . 2 7 .

3 In Karaite literature now Sahl
,
now Jefet is put forward . See

,
e . g

Hadas s i
,
1 78 3 and 13

,
2 1 3 5 and to , 236 n (wh ere 115m 7 mm) , 2 4 1 2 5 7

and 1 Aaron b . Jos eph on Num . ,
f. 2 9 b Aaron b . El ias , 1117 p ,

f. 5 2 d ,
1 6 7 c , 1 68 b, 1 7 0 a, and mm on Num .

,
f. 4 5 b, &c. Th e name o f Sah l

doe s not se em to have ye t been found in Jefe t.
J. 0. R.

,
UK

, 433 , l . 2 : 11 11 1
1
111514 1 3 1m: 7113 ( 11 0 5s 11 11 114 ) ms nwps Sm

‘

ps 115
11111 i1zim 12 11511 “0 71:31pm mas m 1: P10 1

1 1 17 17
1
; ibid . , 1. 1 2 11131

(m s . nza~z
'
a1 1517) rus t 11 11 0 5170 511 111121

‘

E (
1517 11 11 0 71713511 ;1 1

11 0 1311 0 59121511 1s )
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Noah flourished (according to Ibn al -Hiti) about 393 of
“

the Hegira and Levi wro te at th e beginning
of the eleventh century 1

. That Sahl speaks of the period
of Saadiah as of that of his predeces sors , agrees with these
facts (s ee Pinsker, p . 36 :

113 13 71113

Sahl also composed a special controversial work against
Saadiah , which h e mentions in the same lis t, and which
is likewise lost. But h e must have disputed violently

with the Gaon in his other works also , of which two ,

both in Arabic , deserve particular consideration . In the

firs t place , there is a commentary on the Pentateuch, of
which a fragment on Deuteronomy is said to exist in a

MS . in St. Petersburg (Z. A. T. W.
,
I
,

The part on

Deuteronomy was also used in an anonymous Karaite
compilation of the year 1 35 1 (MS . Brit . Mus . Or. 2498, Cat .

Margol .
,
I , no . 334 , of. also below No. But another MS .

fragment on Exodus
, at St . Petersburg , is said to belong

perhaps also to Sahl
,
and here there are two passages

against Saadiah . In the one (communicated by Harkavy ,

Stud .
fa . Mitt., V ,

225 ) Saadiah
’

s contention
,
that ‘

Anan

taught that the new month should be fixed by observation

of the moon only in order that the Mahommedans (whose
custom was the same) should appoint him head of the
Jews , is rebutted w ith great indignation . The reproach
is levelled against himself, that in his attempt to succeed
to the leadership he relied upon the Mahommedans and

des ecrated the Sabbath , and that during the strife w ith
David b . Zakkai , his opponents turned to every com

munity with a ban agains t the man who wanted to attain
office in such a manner. In another passage (communi

cated by the same in his edition of Qirqisani, p . 254 , n . 4 ,

and Otcherki , I, 1 1 , n . 3) Saadiah
’

s assumption
,
that the

1 i51~1 711213 1 00 10 (m s .
1511) 711511 711 10 071 1 271511 [71s can on ly

refer to Abu Said, i. e . to Levi s ee Stein s chne ider
, Z . f. H. B . ,

ibid.
,

L 1 9 : 715135 113 1 111 711 1 00 1 10 0 71 113 115 (1. 111111 ) 1111 i
n s 10

1511 71
11 111511 0 105s

10 7110 715 m 115 7111111711313
10 11 0511 11 11 0 51 0 311 51171 1113 .

1 See my Zil r j a ck -mo b. Litter.
,
p . 6 .
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511111 1113 0 11111113 1 15111 1 05 0 711115 0 111115111 5111 3110 11511 1511 51 11

501511 10 711 11113 1171111

Moreover, according to a conj ecture of Harkavy, Sahl is
perhaps the author of an Arabic lampoon against Saadiah ,
in which is included a similar Hebrew lampoon of one of
Saadiah

’

s most ardent opponents , namely, of the GaonAaron

(or Khalaf, cf.R .E.J . ,
XLIX

, 30 0 ) ibn Sarjado , as well as the
libellous document of the deposition of David b. Zakkai

(edited. as far as extant, and completely discussed last, by
Harkavy , S tud. 11 . Mitt , V , 222 In any case Sah l

’

s

authorship is very doubtful , for in the first place the pre
v ious ly mentioned fragment on Exodus , which offers some

parallels to this lampoon , originates rather from Ben Mashiah
than from Sahl ; and in the second place , Harkavy himself
admits that everything seems to point to the Karaite author
of this work having been a contemporary of Saadiah , and
having lived in Iraq. But we know that Sahl probably
wrote in the last third of the tenth century, a nd that he
sojourned in Jerusalem 2

. Besides , as this work is purely
personal , and does not touch on any legal or other points
of difference between Rabbanites and Karaites , it does not

exactly fall within the scope of this dissertation, and it
i s only mentioned here incidentally.

Sahl , like Jefet , composed a polemical work , not only

against Saadiah
,
but also against his pppil , Jacob b .

( s ee Eshkol, ed . Auerbach, II, 47 ) and Hai (Responsa, ed. Lyck, no. is

already found in Saadiah , and was perhaps co ined by h im .

1
' Harkavy wavers between Sahl and Je shua b . Jchuda, but th e author

ship of th e firs t should be more probable s ee h is po lem ical work (s oon
to be mentioned) again s t Jacob b . Samue l ( in Pinsker, p.

11n[1jo 1171

0 11713 111 1113 31113 115711
,
1110 13 11 0 11 7103 0 1 111 111 0 11 13 111 0 110 13 1111 1 1151 0 7111 31

111111 1 1 711 11171 1111 13 711 11
1

11 10 5111 13
,
1110 1 1013 . [It may be remarked, by th e way,

that th e pas sage c ited in (Euvres
,
l . c . ,

from a commen tary on Exodus , is
actually derived from Jefet ’s commen tary, on xxi. 33 ; s ee above , p . 2 2 . ]

This fo llow s n ot on ly from th e preface to th e mz mn ’

D m entioned
above

,
but also from many pas sages of th e po lem ical work again s t Jacob

b . Samuel ; s ee
,
e . g.

,
Pinsker, p. 2 7 be low : 113 1111 1 1711715 111113 111313 1111

11311 , and s o forth 1113 here in th e sense of th e Arabic Q u il l C a d

i . 9 . Jerusalem ) .
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Samuel, which has now been edited from a copy of Elias b .

Baruch Jerushalmi (Pinsker, p . 25 s eq. )
1
. Elias is probably

also the author of the title nSm nnam or nnnnn mm. It
is written in Hebrew , but Sahl also intended to publish

it eventually also in Arabic, so that those ignorant of
Hebrew could also read it (p. 25 : 3a prams 3mm 6um
’m nmm 3l W NEW v3 1: mm) 5mm“112953 run), but
we do not know whether he carried out this project. Sahl ’s

work has more the character of a reply , as it was preceded
by letters of Jacob to Sahl , both in Hebrew and in

Arabic 2. In any case the assertion of a controversialist
so pas sionate and relentless as Sahl was , seems rather
comical , that he took up his pen against Jacob only because
the latter in his polemics indulged in irony and sarcasm

(p . 3 1 own-ma5s 3m:mm s
‘
) mmmm nSnSnm r m 2

The style is lively , but too pathetic and too propagandist 3.
Here and there one also meets various Arabisms 4 .

The polemical work in its existing condition is not a

uniform composition. At the beginning there is a poem
w ith the acrostic pm raw-Inn mm mm 3a n~5m 33

1 Corrections and variants in Geiger, mm 1 3m ,
IV, 2 2 s eq. Cf. also

Kauflnann-Gedenkbuch , pp. 1 80
,
1 8 1 .

Cf. above , p . 3 1 , then th e pas sage (in Pinsker, p. mm “m nan: ‘J

bsmw’

rats .

3 Many expres s ions are verbal ly repeated here and in th e above
mentioned Hebrew preface to th e mxnn ’

D,
thus

,
6 . g., N5 71132 9 1151 1? cm

5mm ma 7mm n
'
rn jam: (r

‘mn, co l . 639 , l . 34, and Pinsker, p . 43 , l .
11mm 31v rmn‘n 5m ppm

’n mum
,
ursu r

'mmm 1 e mus t » ( ibid .

,

from bottom ; Pinsker ,p . 3 1 , l. Pinsker
,
p. 1 s eq .

, is a compl ete

Kinna. Sahl could no t free hims e lf, to o, from Talmudical turn s of ex

pres s ion
,
s ee Pinsker

,
24, l . 3 from bottom 113 3 175 71511: Th us“ ( from

th e B oraita min rap) . Als o intere s ting is th e phras e (p . 2 6
,
l . wmmm

0 53 1113 73 7! *
pn 13530 , which rem inds one of th e well-known mvwn 530 .

Thus 1:31pm! nu for Jeru salem ( s ee p. 34, n . then th e expres s ion
D’fi nn mam: ( =rww35s gm ? s ee follow ing note) , &c.

Divided in Pinsker bym is take into two ( pp . 26 and and th e other
half ascribed to Jefet

,
see Ge iger

,
l . o . ,

p . 2 0 . That th e poem form s

a roun ded-ofi
'

W h o le is shown by th e conclus ion (p . on th e o ther
hand, in th e poem as wel l as in th e epis tle and in th e actual polemical
w ork, one and th e same phrase of Jacob b . Samue l , in which th e word
mm occurs , is alluded to : s ee p . 24, l . 4 from bottom ; p . 2 7 , l . 1 6 , and
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in which it is particularly and emphatically shown that
the Oral Law cannot be of divine origin , as the teachers
of the Mishna themselves were of divided opinion on many
questions . Probably to this poem was attached an epistle ,
the beginning of which is missing 1 , and in which gram

matical and even orthographical errors of Jacob are pointed
out , Sahl remarking that he found nearly sixty such
errors in the letters of his opponent (p . 72 : amp run

"

1m

Tnfi m: mam nunwmics/5) . But as a matter of fact
,
the

errors branded by Sahl (Where, e . g .
“Wm , 715mm, n

‘

l‘p, &c .
,

are written p lane) are no t errors at al l
,
for this mode of

writing was usual in the time of the Geonim in order

to facilitate the reading of words without vowels.
The actual controversy begins with the words (p . 27)

my 703 mx ‘

i
‘nms ms : W‘

lpbn W3 73 "JR
, and is addressed to

Jacob b . Samuel ; but it is really directed principally
against the Rabbanites

,
as it is more in the nature of an

admonitory and m issionary pamphlet
,
in which Sahl

appeals incessantly to the followers of the Talmud to
abandon their former conduct and to walk in the only
right way, the way of the Karaites : “Have mercy

,
O

Israelites,
”

h e exclaims in one passage (p .

“
upon your

souls and your children ! Behold , the light is burning,
and the sun shines forth (i . e . Karaism). Choose for your
s elves the good path , where there is living water, and walk
not in a waste and waterless land (i . e . 8m.

“Brethren ! ” he exclaims in another passage (p .

p . 30 ,
l . 1 4 from bottom . By Di 'nn Sahl unders tands h is rather s trict co

religion is ts , see p. 36 , l . 1 7 : D‘Tmfl fi rmmS‘J 1 110 N57! 1mm71m? ( cf. also
p . 26 , 1. 1 : 0

1p mum»: i
'
flp

‘
a ‘J mm »: or 13mm wn‘m ma ”3

1 This fo llows from th e open ing words (p . 2 7 , l . mm: mm 1m

Th e piece
,
p . 2 5 , l . 2 6— p . 26 , l . 5 , seem s to be th e continuation of

p . 2 7 , l . 3 from bottom ( if th e w ords of Elias Jerush alm i
,
p . l . 24, refer

to it : pxr‘m m: run an: mam nm was mam: nuuvn 15 m s and

here als o th e conclus ion shows that this epis tle form s an independen t
who le . According to Elias (p . 25 , l . Sah l is s aid to have w ritten
bes ides this epis tle ten further repl ies ( i . 9 . letters mos t likely) to Jacob.

But is this based on reality
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hearken not unto those who say that the Karaites (
133

NflpD) wish you evi l . God forbid ! Verily we pray unto

God, that he should have mercy upon his people, the
remnant of Israel , and be m indful of the love for our

'

forefathers . We write al l this only out of love for you
circumcise the foreskin of your heart, for the time has

come to awake from the sleep of the exile.

”
In a similar

strain he goes on reproving the Rabbanites repeatedly for
their numerous“sins, and accuses them of transgressing

many prescriptions of the law respecting diet
,
purity,

marriage , and the Sabbath (pp . 28—30 , 32)
1
,
of being

devoted to superstition (p . 32)
2

,
&c . And if many of the

Rabbanites of Palestine have entered upon a better course
,

that is due to the influence of the Karaites (p . whose

ascetic mode of life Sahl describes in eloquent words

(p . The allegorical allusions of many verses are also
interesting , as , e . g. Canticles i . 8 (p . and iii . 7 (p . 36 ;

of. Geiger, l . c .
,
p . Zech . x i . 1 2 (ibid.) and 14 (p .

In the last verse he makes the staff um symboliz e the

empire of the heathen nations, which is styled “grace,
”

because these nations have not destroyed the religion of
Israel ; by the staff {P53 11 is meant the yoke of the two

w omen (Zech . v. i . e . of the two Jeshiboth in Sura and

Pumbaditha ,which by means of Talmud and Agada “have
destroyed the vineyard of the Lord (many

’
n m:

This staffwill now be broken ,
i . e . the traditional writings

1 Th ey are mo s tly such pres criptions in which th e Kara ites d iffer from
th e Rabban ite s , and are incl ined to th e s everer view th u s

,
w ith regard

to th e enjoym ent of an embryo ( ‘r'nv or map) and of th e fat tai l th e

adoption of a m inimum (1311 117111) in th e m ixing of c l ean and uncl ean food
,

th e marrying of a s tep- s is ter ( 114 mm m ) and a ch ildles s s is ter- in -law

(may ) ,&c . Almo st al lKaraite s , fromQirq isani and Salm on to Firkowits ch

are n ot tired of repeating the s e complaints .

2 Th is pas s age is of e special interes t for th e his tory o f culture Tm
0 11731 11 1 0 1 13 3: 0

1351 0 11 3171 0 11 11311 5mm» nspn 7
13 711 1 711 1317

“
12137 131 1 1 11311a

0 7
11 3 71 mp 517 nmn 0 71

151 0 1 urmn insm 1515171 10 11
“
1 0 11mm 0 1mm 514

nunm 0 23 5” up 535 79
11 3 11

“
av 1 13m 517 1311 7717 0

11mmwarm 51> nwnpm
'
131 U N ) ” O’

p
‘u n 3117 (uj o

s

w

s g) (partly repeated in Hadas s i
,
Alph ab.

i 0 4 ; cf. als o B acher, Agada d . Tann.
,
I“

, 354, n .
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w ill be given over to destruction , and thus their declaration

(mm: in the
'

s ense of 111m, Job xv. wi ll be suppressed 1 .

As can be seen, there is hardly anything of a personal
controversy here w ith Jacob b . Samuel , but the attack is

al l the more violent against his teacher, Saadiah , whose

name is accompanied by abusive epithets (p . 40 : puma

11 1 1: [SR
-
110 1] or 111: 1111 131 mom nvnbm nmnn mm

wppmwm 11111
,
also : [pun on 1131111511 ] wppn 113 111 15111 firms ) .

Besides the passage already quoted in this dis sertation,
where

Sahl relates that Saadiah avoided disputing with Karaites ,
and did not publish his anti-Karaite writings during his
lifetime, whereupon there follows a list of the Karaite
controversialists (Pinsker, p . it is also related of the
Fayyumite that in consequence of his persuasive arts 2

dispute about the festivals broke out between the Pales
tineans and the Babylonians, so that they observed the
festivals on different days, and hurled the ban against one

another. I have shown (J . Q. R .
,
X

,
1 54) that what is meant

here is Saadiah ’

s campaign against Ben Meir, in the year

92 1 , which is now pretty well explained, and that Sah l
’

s

statements rest upon facts throughout .
Much more detailed is a complete excursus in which

Saadiah
’

s well-known theory of the great age of the
calculation of the calendar is refuted (Pinsker, 7

from bottom—
p. Only one of the Gaon

’

s
proofs is there combated, namely

,
that from 1 Chron .

. 33 : 5a1 o 1 mm”
11 13 111115 0 111115 mm 1111 11

Jefet interpre ts this word s im i larly in Cant. i i i . 2 (ed. Barges , p .

although h e gives a differen t allegorical explanation to th e entire
verse . In h is MS. commentary

,
ad loc . ,

h e refers to th e v is ion of th e two

w omen to th e Talmudic colleges of both countries , Pale s tine and B abylon
(pmr

‘
as n 11 5125111 0 11113511: fi1ns 151~1 111511 7

1111 11351: 1rm u1
1m 0 11

-
111: mm and

further : 1 1135115111 71311113514: 7
151137511 1

111111351: 115 11 0 111 0 1111: 0 111111 1412111

1451712514 1771111111512
1a worm) . Cf. also Hadas s i

,
f. 1 o a infra ( letters 1D and n) .

Pin sker , p . 28 : 0 1v 71m: 1 1m 113 111 1271 am 13951 , a play on w ords .

3 This excursus is no t free from errors and repetitions , which cann o t
we ll be removed here . W hether Saadiah is meant by the (p . 28, l .
as Geiger ( l. c ., p. 23) presumes, is uncertain .
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The sons of Issachar had, according to Gaon, under
standing of th e times (i . e . of the principles of the calendar),
and let Israel know when they should make ,

” i . e . obs erve ,
the festivals . The verb is also used of the observance
of festivals

,
s ee Deut. xvi . 1

,
1 0

,
I 3 . Sahl replies

,
not

without humour
,
that the sons of Issachar fixed only the

time of the paschal offering (for Deut. xvi . 1 refers only to
this) , of Pentecost, and of Tabernacles , but not that of the
remaining festivals , in connexion w ith which that verb is
not used . On the other hand , they must have taught the
order of the festival offerings , the recurrence of the Sabbath

,

&c .
,
because here 11411111 (Num . xx ix . 39) and 111v (Deut . v .

1 5) are used respectively . In the same way the counsellors
of Ahasuerus must have calculated the calendar, because
they are called 0 1111111 1111 11 (Esther i . Finally,

Saadiah

contradicts himself, as he elsewhere maintains that the
fixing of the calendar lay in the hands of the Sanhedrim ,

and he contradicts the Talmud, which speaks of torches
used as signals on the determination of the new month , and

of w itnesses who were questioned about the new moon
,
and

who , on that account , m ight desecrate th e Sabbath (s ee
M ishna, Rosh ha -Shanah

,
II)

1
. Indeed, Sahl continues, the

command for the observation of the calendar follows from
Gen . i . 1 4 , Ps . lxxxix. 38 and civ. 1 9 , and calculation is
strictly forbidden according to Deut . xviii . 1 0 2

. Sahl also

1 These objections are repeated, partly in th e same words , by Jefet and
h is son Levi

,
then by Je shua b. Jchuda and Aaron b. El ias , s ee above

,

p. 23 . Th e words of th e las t but one (MS . Leyden , 4 1
1
,
f. 89 b) are as

fo llow s : 111111 11 11 11111 111111 11; yarn
-
1 1 11111 0 111115 1111: 1111 11 1 31111111 1130 1 113 11 0 110 1

5111 1111 11111 511 111 11 51 0 1 11 11 531 1 3 11 0 111110 11 0 11: Venn 0 1
11 1111 1 0 11 1

1
111 : 111111 1 11 511 1: 0 110 1110 1111 11110 111 0 11 1 1111111 1111 0 111511 0 13111 0 53

[f. go a] 11 111 115 m 13 (cf. XLIV
,
1 83 , n . 4 ) 1 15,7 11

'm 171 W11 1

1 11111 0 11 13 301 110 11 50 1 11111115 1
111 11 0 511 1: 51 11 110 11 1 11111 511

1 13 1:
'

1 1 1 1 31111111 1110 1 1111 310 1 11311
“
111 111111 3 111151 71111111 11 511

0 111117 1131: 1111 11 110 1 0 11 0 11 0 111 1111 0 1 111 5 111 11 (2 Ch r. ii . 1 2 ) 0 1 111 $511 1 0 11

111111 11113 0 1: 21 1 1 ( i . s . null ) 51511 1110 1 .1 1 [13 0 1] 1 1 11111 1 111111 1 0 11 1 111s

0 111 11111 110 11 1 11111 11 1
111 1 (Es ther i . 1 3) 0 1111111 1111 11 0

10 3115 150 11 1 13 11
1 1

0 11111 1111 3p 0 51111 0 5: 1111111 11 11511 111111110 5 1 11 1 0 110111 .

2 That is to say, th e calculation of th e calendar sys tem is to be regarded
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does not miss the opportunity of dealing a blow at the

Talmud. H e says that Saadiah ’

s strange interpretation of
the verse in question is not to be wondered at , as he only
follows his teachers (1. e . the Talmudists), who have made
assertions that are not less comical , e . g . when they deduce
the commandment about Kiddush on Sabbath and festivals
from Exod . xx . 81 or when they order the trumpet to be
blown to confound Satan (see Rash ha-Skanah

,
1 6 b supra) ,

&c . Finally
,
in support of the statement that the Talmudists

also speak of an observation of the moon,
Sahl (p. 4 1 , l. 1 9

s eq.) quotes a story that is said to be derived from the
Talmud

,
but which has quite the character of the biblical

stories of the Koran. Here also are truth and fiction inter
woven ,

and the most diverse passages of the Talmud are

welded together 2. But it is not impossible that Sahl had
before h im some apocryphal B oraithoth . Hadass i, who

as s orcery and as tro logy . This s trange as s ertion is firs t found in Danie l
al -Qumis i ( 9 th and mus t have been advanced already by ‘

Anan
,
see

Harkavy, S tud . 11. Mitt , VIII, 1 , 1 89 : 1 10 11 1111110 1 00 10 1
0 0 1 75511 511131 51711

0 113 11131 133 1 133 0
'

73 113 0 1 115 311133 0 10 0 1730 7130 0 1111 310 0 51 0 11 15 135
’

131 0 10 0 11 310 1 0 10 0 1730 7130 11 3 111 3 10 1 111 10 10 11111 15 135 1 0 10 7
1111 0 10 1 3 .

1 P. 40 , 1. 2 6 : 0 0 30 1 1131
'

71 1 3 15
1 1 10 5110 13 11111311 11 13 0 30 0 3 115111 5111

0 11 1111 1 131 7331 130 10 1 735 1130 0 0 11 0 11 1 131 711 111
1
3 11 0 11 731 0

133 111 3 1 1113 11

70 0 110 53 130 0 71130 53 ) 1110 1333 7
1 111 53 10 1 3 1

30 111113 0 11 1111 1 310 730 5 7
130 1113 0 0 311 1 1130 11511 15 7

1111

730 11131 0 311 [11111 3 1 111 0 0 1) 0 11 110 3 111 10 1 33
1

3 111 311 7
130 1113 130 0

0 11177 11130 0 311 3 1 7530 1 1
10 511 ’

0 11 0
11 0 11 3 0 7

1
1 113) 0 11 3 0 3 111 111 1 33 13 111 311

.0 10 1 113 30
'

75 0 0 30 11130 0 30 0 15 1
10 0 1

'
131 15 77

1330 71330 (1. 3 11131

13 111 311 1 131 7110 0 1131 331 1111 153 3 11 131 1 5 1

7
11 3 110 11

1

71 3 (1. 1 31 0 1 ) 1 310 1

0 50113 0 0 ) 1130 5 1130 0 (1. 73
10511) 13511 11113 10 10 111 0 131113 0 10 3 0

’

3

'

131 0 130 53 1 0 11 ( 10 53 ) 1711 0 130 53 1 . Thi s B o raith a agrees ne ither
w ith th e pas sage in th e Mekhi l ta

,
ad l oc ., nor w ith Pesahim

,
1 0 6 a

,
bu t is

taken from th e Halakhot Gedolot, beginn ing of 111350 , cf. als o
3 11 1 1 111, II , no . 2 5 .

9 Cf. e . g . Rash Ila-Shana , 2 5 a, Manakot, 2 9 a, Shebuot
, 3 1 a, B emkhot,

6 3 b , &c . In con sequence of th e conflict that broke ou t between Gam l ie l II
and Joshua b . Hanan ia

,
th e form er

, in conjunction w ithAk iba and Tarfon
,

i s said t o have in troduced th e n ineteen-year cyc le
,
and to have abo lished

th e obs ervation of th e m o on ( 7101 13
'

1 1 113 1773
’

1 1 511150 3 731 131131

( l . ’
3 , i . e .

’

3 0 1 1 0
’

3 1 11110 10 3 1 0 335 7130 11 130 0 1
’

131 0 11111 11 11 11 150 31 7
11 133

'

1 10 3 10 11 3 .
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687 Jefet b.

'

Al i on Exod. xxi. 33 (see ibid . n . 6 , and

above , p . 85 0 . It may here
“

be observed that both ,
Qirqisani and Jefet , make verbal quotations from Saadiah

on the questions dealt with here, and it is therefore possible
that both used the Arabic commentary on the “i5m WED.

1 5 . L evi b . Jefet h a-L evi , a son of the famous B ible
exegete

,
is also designated

“the teacher (135170 519
’

Abfi Said l .
”

Th e name Abu Hashim , on the other hand, is based on

a confusion with a Mahommedan philosopher of the same

name , W hose father was also called Abu
'

Al i [al -Jubbai] .
Levi has composed in Arabic commentaries on the B ible ,
which ,

unlike those of his father, were m erely short
glosses

,
and hence bear the name nan. There remains

of them a part on Genesis (MS . at St. Petersburg), but
Levi ’s authorship is doubtful (see Z. A . T. W.,

I
,
I and

the BritishMuseum possesses fragments on Joshua (Cat .Mar

goliouth , I , no . 30 8
1
and 330

1 1
)
2
,
Judges (no . and per

haps also on Psalms (no . 336
' I have also already expressed

the conj ecture (R.E. J XLI, that the "15 " i, quoted by
Ibn Ezra in three passages (Gen . i . I 1

,
long commentary

,
ed .

Friedlander, p . 28 Ps . vii . 1 0 and XXXV J perhaps ours .

More important than this commentary is a Book of

Precepts, mmm
"

15 0 , composed by Levi , which contains the
date of composition (Pinsker, p . 90 ) 397 of the Hegira

(= I OO6 Fragments of the Arabic original are also
extant in the BritishMuseum (Cat , no . 30 9

2
and probably also

o s
’m'as mmum sm run e s mo

in mm umm'm 34: mm Spas»: Fm»: pa

mafi a
‘

i
'

r spn
'
as “as may m '

nss is p: mum: m mam 1371 my }: ammo»

1 173511 pi ni5m p: m m: iii": ims ‘m‘m 1m rump mm: mv
‘

b
’

m
"mrijm m: nounmy mii p: Tfi win my fiSfi'm 3&1s i s

“

(Sis Nimbus nipn

15s mmxv.

1 See on h im final ly Ste in schneider, Die arab. Liter. d . Juden, 46 , also
my Zur j iid.

-arab. Lil ian
, p. 49 , and Jew. Encycl. , s. v. (VIII ,

3 The fi rst of these two MSS . originally contained Levi ’ s commen tary
on al l the earlier prophets, as is evident from the superscfiription given
in the Catalogue.
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no . A Hebrew translation is at Oxford (Cat . Neub.

Leyden (Cat . Steinschneider, and St . Petersburg

(Firk . 6 1 3 , and in the Asiatic Museum, cf. Z . f. H . B . ,

X
,

and many passages from it have been communi

cated by Schorr (1 73mm3 , VIII , Pinsker (pp. 89

and Harkavy (Stud. u . Mitt , VIII, 1 , 1 32 It is
from this work that the various quotations among the
later Karaites must be derived, and it is evident from

them that L
'

evi was inclined to mitigation and was

also in other respects of a gentle nature 1 . Of. the quotations

in B adassi (Eshkol , 1 87 20 1 73 , 24 1 D, and 257 1 ) Aaron b .

Jo seph (Miblaa
f
r on Exod .

,
fol. 1 7 b, and on Lev. , fo l . 1 5 b ; he

calls him both times awn 1m) ; Aaron b . Elias (rm11 , fol. 7 b ,
1 7 a , 1 8 b, 3 1 b and c , 33 d, 39 a , 49 a, 6 7 c, 1 1 3 a, 1 1 4 a ,

1 23 b

and c , 1 48 c [where na‘ in] , 1 63 d , 1 6 7 c, 1 69 a
,
and 1 78 b ;

mm “mm, on Exod . fol . 7 1 b and 72 a , and on Num . fol . 26 b)
Elias Bashiatchi (Adderet preface ; warmwmp rm c . 5 ,

1 5 , 34 , and 37 ; me
’

v pref. and c . 4 , 7 , 1 2 , 1 7 , 1 9 , and 20 ;

mm an
’

p c . 2 , 6 ; mwun m ’

v pref. and c . 3 , 6 , and 9

man mmn ’

y c . 5 ; nnmw
’

y c . 7 , 1 3 ; mum menu ’

p c. 1 0
,

1 9 ; nvwn awn c . 3 ; am
" n: c . 1

, 5 ; rum
-
v

’

o c . 2, 3) and
Caleb Afendopolo (additions to Adderet, 53m new ’

v c. 6
,

1 3 , 1 5 , 1 7 and 1 8 ; man: m5:
’

v c . 2 ; mm m5: ’

v c . 2 and

6 ; mm: «5: ’

y c: 3 ; nmnw
’

v c . 5 , 6 , 7 , and

Levi did not compose any special work against Saadiah ,

as he expressly states in his “B ook of Precepts ( see Stein
schneider

,
Cat. B 0dl ., 2 1 64 , and, Pinsker, p . me: am

am: 53 1 npnvnn 5p crewman mm: WSH ) mum: 5: 5p army
“mam as cBwas: mampa in v5» . Hence he indulges in

pretty frequent polemics against the Gaon in the book
mentioned , and touches upon most of the usual points of
dispute 2. He naturally deals mo st frequently and most
circumstantially with the quest ions referring to the

1 Cf. also P. Frank l
’
s article, Karaitem

,
in Ers ch u . Gruber

,
II

, 33 ,

p . 2 0 , n . 56 .

B esides the excerpts printed, I have also at my disposal copies ofmany
passages from the Oxfo rd MS .
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calendar, but he only repeats the arguments of his pre
deces sors . Thus, he too refutes Saadiah ’

s proof of the
great age of the calendar-system,

derived from 1 Chron .

x ii . 33 , almost with the"1 same arguments as Sahl used
before him and Jeshua after him (

“
non ma

,
l . o.

,
and MS .

B odl ., fol. 4 a). He likewise tries to invalidate Saadiah ’

s

assertion, that the observation of the moon cannot have
been commanded by God as a precept , as its fulfilment
cannot always be carried out , in consequence of the moon
not being always visible (MS. , fol . 6 b ; in Gan Eden ,

fo l . 6 a, cited as 1111113 1 romp and refuted) . He also combats
Saadiah

’

s view , that 11m in Gen . i . 14 refers to day and

n ight (J . Q.R . , XVII, and, with particular violence , the
Gaon

’

s rather strange interpretation , that those passages of
the Talmud testifying against the validity of the Delmlj ot.
are to be conceived figuratively (MS . , fol . 1 3 b)

1
. In

another passage again (Pinsker, p . 20 ; MS . , fol . 18 a), he
mentions that Saadiah reproachfully asked the Karaites ,
whence they knew that 3 13K means “

ripe corn ”

and not

the name of the month , just as there is a place was 511

(Ezra iii . Levi does not nam e Saadiah here expressly ,

but designates him rather remarkably as one of the modern

Rabbanites (mmmm nun 11: ans 11: but we know
from Aaron b . Elias (fol . 1 6 d) , that Saadiah is meant. by
this (cf. also B adassi

,
Alphab. ,

1 90 D seq. ,who likewise quotes

Saadiah only anonymously). In addition to questions of

1
CW

“

! awn: 0 3’s m s 13 113 1 1 0 11 9 11371 519 1: 0 7111 3173 nap m 1m: 1 131:

52119 0 1111 11 73 5! non 1
’

1n 0m 71mm? ! 51> 11mm armDmN 137711 313

m s 1 11m ( see Tos . Sukka , III, 1 ) [19 10 1 111 1371 1n
5
nnn] mumns 711

-
111 3515

Ts mm mm 0 11 15 rm 331 719
11 1 11 1 51> ma 511 mm

1: 113 11
-
115 71

’
131 mm 1 3111: mrrn 0mm 15 1 73 1s 71 1711 7111317111: 3 1 111 . All the Karaites attack
this w eak pos ition of Saadiah ,

wh ich they storm w ith success, selecting
th eir w eapons from the Talmudic arsenal , especially Salmon (cap . iv—vi
cf. J . Q . R.

,
X

,
Hadas s i (Alph ab. and Aaron b . Elias (Gan Eden,

11m m romp
'

r, cap . v) . L evi also return s to the subject in ano ther passage
( see Pinsker, p . 1 137 , n . I ) . Saadiah

’

s contentions in the matter, wh ich
w ere hitherto known on ly from Abraham b .Hija’ s "

113m 1 9 0 (ed.Fil ipow sk i
,

pp . 59 , are now partly also accessib le in the form of fragments from
the Gaon’

s original writings . See J . Q. R .

,
l . c .

, p. 263 .
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calendar- science , Levi also deals particularly w ith the Oral
Law (MS . , fo l . 1 4 a) , cites the passage from J eru sha lmi

B erakkot (was run mm: 1 1135113 “mm; mm) on the attitude
towards the differences of the Shammaites and Hil lel ites

(Jer . ed . Venice , fol . 3b, 1. 6 from bottom), and mentions
Saadiah

’

s objection to the application of the method of

analogy (ans 1:
1: npnvnn nun nae

-m

mama on 131mm 1: nwpnn an new N5 111
-
1mm 1: 113111 1511

Emma 13 11
1 mama 313 nfi pwn nwpwn “ms

'
131 810 .

Other points touched on by Levi are : the burning of

fire on the Sabbath (Pinsker , p . where Saadiah
’

s

attack upon the proof from Jud. xv. 5 , advanced by all
Karaites since Salmon b . Jeroh am , is refuted l ; the mean

ing of men mum: (see Pinsker, p . the enjoyment of

an embryo (MS .,
fol. 80 a), where Saadiah

’

s argum ent from

Lev. xxvii . 32 is controverted anonymously (firmnwm

nenn 0 1mm nnn 1 5 cm manna p: 111511 1s 11e
'

13 1 » as
’
13 1

“mm N5 {31a N5 5 1mmm’m : cf.Kaufmann -Gedenk

buck, p . 1 7 8, n . as well as the enj oyment of the fat tail
forbidden by the Karaites (11 15s , MS . , fo l . 88 b). Here also
Levi disputes the views of Saadiah anonymously , and

contrary to his usual custom employs an insulting ex

pression : as 1:
"

IDN 1113 13 wpnw mum rm

133 151: 3mm 5m m run/53 napa me mum on mmman nms

5mm »
31295: 3 5 15 s aw n15sn 1: 135113 ar m 1131s was W 115

’13 1 ; o f. Bashiatchi
’

s Adderet, name my, c . 1 8 : mm

In this verse the first 1171 11 means “to kindle, and the other “to cause
to be consumed ,” because in both the subject i s Samson : hence the
kindl ing and the maintain ing of fire on th e Sabbath are forbidden from
11 37111 515. Salmon h as this argument first (in his po lemical work

,
cap. xii ) ,

and most of the Karaites repeat it ( see Hadas s i
,
Alph ab. 1 45 3 ; Aaron

b. Elias’ Gan Eden
,
f. 29 b , Our L evi espe cial ly, wh o elsewhere

ho lds al l Karaite arguments for the prohibition of fire -burn ing on the
Sabbath as not sound enough

,
adm its the validity of this one alone see

Adderet, mu: 3
1m, 1 8 : 114 1171111 11113 1 11 53111 115 13131 0 31171 m1: 1 1 1 To

11111 11; 1 17311 1111331111 man man s ums wmn E511 m5m 371 np51n 1 15 11:

map 1171 .
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am m y 1125: 1311 1111 1
1s 1 13m 113 1111511 nnpn

'

11: we new
’

131 111511 n~nn5 3 11 1111 . man nnnnn) .

16 . Jo s eph b . Abraham h a-Kohen, known under the
name of nnnn (Arab . al-B as ir ), is the most important
Karaite philosopher of the older period 1

. He was confused
quite early with Qirqisani, and was regarded as older
than the latter ; but it is now established that he belongs
to the firs t half of the eleventh century, as he already
disputes w ith Samuel b. Hofni. Of his numerous philo
sophical and religio - legal works , which have only been
partly preserved, chief cons ideration is here due to his
Book of Precepts ,

”

ns snnns5x nn11n (composed 428 of the
Al -Basir probably controverts Saadiah

often here , but so far only a single passage from a com

pendium of this work (MS . in St. Petersburg) is known , in

which the Mekhilta on XII, 2 a is used against Saadiah

[and Samuel b . Hofni] to s how that the present calendar
cannot be so old 3

. One section of the d l-Istibsdr on the

Festivals (1311 1111351: n5xpn)
4 was translated by Tobias b.

Moses as a separate work under the title 0 11mm "

1210 (also
MS . in St . Petersburg) , and here also , at the very beginning ,
is mentioned that Saadiah ’

s view , that can also signify
the name of the month (and not ripe corn ), has already
been suffi ciently refuted by earlier Karaites : ms :

smn ms mo 51: (mm mm 5119) 1mm nm 11 1: m an nan:

1 See on h im Steinschneider
,
l .c .

, 5 0 (also my Zur j ild.
-arab. Litten

, p . 5 0

and Go ldz ih er, R. 115. J . ,
XLIX

,
According to Firk owits ch ( rpm 111 ,

p . 2 1 ) he was not a Kohen.

3 See Ibn al -H iti (J . Q .R. , IX , 434, l . 715 “
1133 3 710 52514 113

’11
: min

FM nJD ”D 71511 1211 . Cf. also Firkowitsch ,
l . c . , p . 2 2 . One section of the

a l-Is tibfdr on the law of inheritance (MS . B rit . Mus. Catalogue ,
,Vo l . II , n o . is dated Dh u -l -Qa

'da 40 9 of the H egira=March , 1 0 19 .

(Another fragment of the al -B asir o n the 'Omer, contained in the MS .

B rit . Mus . 2 5 70 , Cat .,
no . 596 , is probably also taken from the al -Istz

‘

bsdr,

o f. R. E. J .,
LI

,

3 Publ ished by Harkavy
,
S tud. u. Mitt

,
III

,
11 . 1 2 0 . Another passage,

g iven there also
,
on Gen . i. 1 4 , is perhaps also d irected again st Saadiah .

This section is c ited under this title by al -Bas ir in Mut tawi, see
Frank] , Beitr. z . Literaturgesch . d. Karc

‘

ierr, p. 7 .
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11 191 111 513 111 1 1133 R13 1 m 13 woven 1 131 111111 13111 new 1111s

1311 15113 131133 11 1151: 11 3 1 1me 11: 11 1111 1 rmn 3 13 1: 5111

15 m
"

(i . e. Samuel b. Hofni) 51mm 1 131 13 11 13 1 11151
'
13 1 11111: unnwm 11 13 1 511 15 1111 1 .

From the Kitab a l-I stibsdr must also have come certain
chapters that are extant in an Oxford MS . (MS . Heb. f. 1 2 ,
fols . 9 b—44b; Cat . , Vol . II, no . and from which I have
already published many things (J . Q. R. ,

VIII, 7 0 1
This MS . is dated Sivan 5344 g ives the impression of

a commonplace book, and also contains something by Joseph
al -Bas ir , including polemical remarks against Saadiah . In

the first place (fo l . 9 a), there is a piece taken
,
not direct

from al -Bas ir, but from a controversial work of Natan

(b . Jehuda] against Saadiah
2
. Here some of Saadiah ’

s

proofs for the great age of the calendar- system are refuted ,
e . g. ,

that based on theTalmudic sayings (Rash Il a -Shana ,

1 9 b) : 1 311113 5151: 1111113 115 151111 R1 11: 11113 113 and 1113 111 1 1 1:

1 0 11 051135 10 135. Then Saadiah ’

s assertion that 111 1 in Gen .

i . 1 4 refers not to the luminaries of heaven but to day and

night— a point that often recurs in Karaite polemics 3 .

Saadiah is further controverted in a section on nnwn 111 11 1313

(fol. 1 7 a), and especially is his attack on the Karaite
argument from Josh. v. 1 1 rebutted 4

, and his inter

pretation of Ezek. xlvi . 1 2 overthrown. From this verse

Saadiah wanted to deduce that 113 2 can also sign ify
Festival

,
as on Sabbath one may not bring any peace

offerings which are here in question (hence 111 111313
113e can also signify on the morrow of the Festival

1 Cf. this passage al so in Pin sker
, p. wh o did not recogni z e wh o is

meant h ere by th is Samuel
, and th erefore deduced fal se conclusions .

2 In this MS . th ere is anoth er piece given from this Natan b. Judah ,,
which I have also (I. c .

, p. 7 0 3 ) publish ed , on ly I overlook ed the fact that
th is piece [and similarly the passage ’

131 0 13115135 1 131 an 1111 11113 1 13 11]
are also quoted in Moses Misorudi’s 7111113 1113 13 (written 1 6 0 2 ) see
Steinschneider

,
Cat. Lugd. , p. 2 46 . Cf. al so below ,

No . 35 .

3 Cf. th e text
,
I. c . , p. 7 0 2 , w ith the necessary explanation s there.

B en Zuta al so did this already see Monatss chrzft, XLI, 20 5 seq.
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Joseph al -Basir replies that one may not bring any private
offering, either whole burnt-offering or peace - offering , on

the Festival day also
,
and that hence 113211 D1”: neww as

refers most probably to the opening of the gate (see xlvi . 1 )
1

or to burnt-offerings ; but that 113W never signifies a
Festival day.

Whether al -Basir controverted Saadiah in his philosophi
cal writings too

,
I do not know. I should only like to

call attention to the fact
,
that he too was of a gentle nature

and inclined to leniency. Thu s notably
,
he successfully

combated the well -known B ikha t theory in the Karaite
marriage laws

, wh ich made it almost impossible for the
Karaites to marry among themselves.
1 7 . Jeshua b . J ehuda (Arab . Abu -l -Faraj Furqan b .

’Asad, abbreviated as) was a pupil of the preceding writer
,

and probably lived in Jerusalem 2
. According to al -Hiti

(J . Q. R . , IX , 433 , he was also a pupil of Levi b . Jefet

and Abu-l -Faraj Harun. Jeshua developed a very fruitful
literary activity . and wrote works of exegetic

,
religio-legal ,

and philosophical character
,
which we shall deal with in

order.

As a Bible exegete Jeshua was very important ; hence
he is mentioned by Ibn Ezra (Introd . to Commentary on

the Pentateuch) as a representative of Karaite B ible
exegesis

,
together with

‘

Anan
,
B enjamin al-Nahawendi, and

ben Mashiah. He composed an Arabic translation of the
Pentateuch , together w ith a detailed and a shorter com

mentary (the second composed later). I pass over the trans
lation (MS . Brit . Mus ,

Cat .
,
Vol. I , no . 93) which is uni

important for our purpose, and come first of al l to the short
commentary, the compilati on of which

,
according to Ibn

al-Hiti
, was begun Rabi

‘

I
, 446 of the Hegira (=June, 1 0 54)

1 Jefet al ready disputes w ith Saadiah in his Commentary, ad l oc.
, see

p. 25 . It is remarkable that Rashi also refers the w ords of the text
t o the opening of the gate .

2 Cf. on h im finally Steinschneider
, 5 1 (also my Zur j iid.

-arab. Lilter.,

pp- so , 5 rl
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Much more interesting than the short commentary is the
detailed one

,
of which a fragment on Lev . xi . 37—44 has

likewise been preserved in the British Museum (no . 3 1 8
2
,

fol . 3 1 and of which I have already edited many pas
sages (see J . Q. R .

,
VIII

,
682 seq . R. E. J . , XLV , 54

Here also occurs (fol . 75 b) the date, the 5 Rajab , 442 of the
Hegira (=Nov. 23 , so that G. Margo liouth

’

s view
that Jeshua is the author also agrees chrono logically, apart
from various internal grounds 1 (cf. al so Harkavy

, Stud . 11 .

Mitt , VIII, 1 , 1 92 , n. I ). In this fragment polemics are

several times indulged in against Saadiah , whether under
the name of 1131151511 or 55151: 112111 (once, fol. 59 a , also as
0511111351: 11111

,
and another time , fol. 59 b, as 111 0 31151: rein) ,

v iz . on x i . 37 (fol . 35 b—36 a ; unfortunately I do not possess
this passage), 38 (fol . 44 a-

47 a) , 40 (fo l . 53 a—6 0 b), and 43
(fol . 70 a—77 b). In all these passages there is a discussion
about the explanation of the verses in question

,
hence

about various questions from the province of the purity
laws . Jeshua quotes the views of Saadiah from his com

mentary on thes e verses (see fol . 7 2 b : 11311551: 1 15 1 .

s in 1 1135 11 13 mm N‘W 511111151: 151: 3 1111 anyb

whereat he abridged the words of the Gaon (see

fol. 44 a : 111215153 R5 11311351: 515 15 1 31113 1111351: 11111 1 113 1 .

1
1
111135151: 551111 1 13 1111111 11: 1 1111 53 fol . 4 6 a : 1 1111513 s in

111111351: 1s n1o1153 ; fol . 55 b : nn1 1 1151: 1 13 on,

As the abbreviated statement of Saadiah occupies sufficient

commentary on Leviticus, nor can 1 1311 1 1 3 11: be regarded as one

book ( s o B acher, Monats schrz
‘

ft, XL , 1 2 2 , n . as the 1mm 1 3 112 is a work of

Tobias ( see below No. and Alph ab. 98, 1 is separately men tioned .

511 111 would therefore form an analogy to the 1231 111111111 3 soon to be
mention ed .

See J . Q. R. XI , 20 9 ‘seq. Another argument of Margo l iouth for the
au thorship of Jeshua

, namely, the citing of a fi1 1Dn - J1 5o13 , is, however,
of no importance . In th e first place , the t itle of a work is hardly to be
understood by it, and secondly, that portion of the L eyden MS . in

which is also cited a 711 1 9113 71511111 (see S teinschneider, Cat. I/ugd . , p.

belongs not to Jeshua but to Jo seph al -B asir or Tobias . See Frank] ,
B ettr. z . Literaturgesch . d. Karc

'

ier
, p. 7 Steinschneider, Hel 'r. Ubersetz .

, p. 454.
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space
,
it follows that his detailed commentary was used

here 1 . The refutation of Jeshua is also fairly circum

s tantial , but w ithout any passion. He twice quotes the
explanation of the St

'

frd in extenso 2 (fol . 53 a 53mm

ns pnpaj man: 1153: mm 3151s 5s Ssp 51 nnSnm

rm: swummun as m: 5:11s n rm nyt z n 1113 : mm, see

S zfrd, ed .Weiss , fol . 5 7 a ; then fol . 70 a : 51! rmwnrwwn

[r ub] nape us no s n n~o~5nnw ns sunnS rws n

Ems : stasm ns , see and explains it, adds the

explanation of the Saadiah based on that of the Scfrd, and
shows that the Gaon does not follow the 1875d correctly .

He likewise reproaches Saadiah with the habit of accusing
‘

Anan of ignorance and the lack of insight (fol. 46 b : m1
fi
‘
pp

15s mom s
‘ms i m

‘

Sou n$$s ffi zs ssy 35m" 1s m wsw
“

15s 5Dy
l
2s )

3
. In connexion with the explanation of verse 43

(fol . 75 h) , general canons of B ible exegesis are also discussed,
and Saadiah

’

s principles are combated. But here Jeshua
already borders on the province of dogmatics .

ThisMS .may thus a lso contribute to the know ledge of this lost oommen
tary of Saadiah . I should like to cal l particular attention to a specially
interesting passage on v . 40 (fo l . Here Saadiah tries to show th at man:
very often means al l beasts, hence birds also . This is the case also in
Exod . xx . I O

,
whence it is forbidden to send forth carrier pigeons on the

Sabbath :mo an
-

1mm 11 19 p m
“

pmrms swa 51,7 735s nn c nrfiw sumo

moss 0 11 nsm'
as n o snnts fifim hmmTfi

‘
n s nip r sn

'
vs 5151 713

“

in s S mm.

3 In both these places the Sifrd is not named, but the opin ion contained
in it is designated as that of the z151s 5s . On th e other hand

,
w e read in

another passage (fol . 73 a) : nmJi sn q
’
as i r ( ”DVDSN 1s ) ms s hp

1"15s

i5s o 1w: mm .

3 In anoth er passage (fo l . 55 a) Jeshua relates h ow Saadiah drives to an

absurdity ‘Anan ’s opin ion th at a new -born an im al causes impurity only
after its eighth birthday (of. R. E. J . ,

XLV , 5 7 and asserts that the
founder of Karaism probab ly m isunderstood th e words of the Talmudists
(S zfrd, ad l oc . ; Sabbath , 1 36 a) , which he thought to turn into the opposite
~e rr

'm it s 2 1 m fiat
-
15s vs mom sm s s ns v

‘

50 1 pr min (worms 1s ) 1311 ch

w: Ssp oh ns ~s wis p s w‘
ar 1am 1s

15s Dir s S w ar
t
s fiwnn’as 1 51 p: n51p

omnn‘
as 1713: ms 1m s in s i ns 1m mobs 1‘1

'
7s m s ts 1s uons 1 nm sni s 1m

p s ~3 1n5 Ssp m care us ~s fiusnh 31s 11 s 1 s 13a m 0 511-19 rump 3: sun
'
;

i5s 0 10 1 11 mm : p
15s 11 3 77 sms 0 a 0 51 " 0 51 713mm.

E 2
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A part - of this long commentary of Jeshua consists

p erhaps of the work s n‘
l niwswn, known only in Hebrew

translation
,
the beginning of which (on the pericope

Beresh it and beginning of Noah) has been preserved in
a Leyden MS . In any case, this MS . has more
the character of philosophical and theological homilies
on the peri copes mentioned than that of a commentary.

The philosophic-dogmatic part has been thoroughly
analysed by Schreiner (Studies . uber J eschua b. Jekada ,

B erlin, 1 90 0 , pp . 25 and here Saadiah is not men ~

tioned. On the other hand , in those passages in which

Jeshua treats of the calendar (especially fols .
,

86-

92) the
Gaon is often controverted . Thus

,
the Karaite proof for

the duty of the observation of the moon
,
from Gen . i . 1 4 ,

is especially treated at length, and then Saadiah
’

s V iew ,

repeatedly quoted here too , that 11m in this verse refers to
“ day and night,

” is refuted on four grounds (fol . 88 a, b) .
On fol . 89 b, Saadiah

’

s proof for the great age of the
calendar system, derived from 1 Chron . xii . 33, is likewise
refuted on various grounds (see the text, sup ra ,

p . 39 , n .

In a section on the Molad (fol . 90 a : [was as N
’

s WW)

who: ’ms n ommnp Dun n m 1 msn) is quoted Saadiah
’

s

assertion that the permanent calendar comes quite near
to the Molad

,
but does no t quite agree with it (u51m

w51m 51:mas s was 151m amp muwn 2 am p:
“ms mmmm) .

Further, several proofs for the great age of the calendar are
quoted anonymously , and combated (fol. 9 1 a) . But they
are all derived from Saadiah , e .g . the proof from 1 Sam . xx . 1 8

(mm m1p 1: 0 111 11 nnrn 51:ms w'm “mp mat-n mns mm
mm,

cf. Gan Eden ,
fo l . 5 c) , then the obj ection why God

did not expressly command the observation of the moon

(mm: mrsS3mrmm1: n
”

:1pnums my 15s mns runs

mu hymn 1a ’

p s 1
’wsn

, cf. ibid . 6 a), &c.

Not less important than as a B ible exegete and dog
matic philosopher is Jeshua as a teacher of the law . B ut

the only thing preserved is the Hebrew translation of
a work on incest, 111mm

"

15 0 (MS . in Leyden,
Cod.Warner 4 1

1 6
,
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and in St. Petersburg) which , according to Steinschneider ,
probably forms part of a comprehensive work on all the
precepts , bearing the title

“
15 0 . It is most likely

the sam e work that Jeshua himself quotes in his short
commentary (MS . Brit . Mus . 2544 , Cat . ,

no . 3 1 0 ,
fol. 1 65 a ;

of. J .Q.R . ,
XI

,
1 97) as (read n111r5s ) 1111

-
1151: 1a 5~s op5s nsnsu

’

,

andwhich Samuel al -Magribi (see Neubauer,Au s d . Petersb.

B ibl , p . 1 1 4) quotes as ns 3 s 1i5s 1 51s op5s 3 113 131351: ’
11: 1 . In

this "

15 0 there is quoted a rather long passage from
Saadiah , perhaps out of his treatise on the same subj ect

(see supra , p . 7 , n . 3 , edited by Steinschneider in

mm” III
, 76 , and partly in Cat. B odt 2 1 63 ; then by

Muller in Saadiah
’

s E ur/res , IX , but without any

polemics . This passage bears the superscription fins
"

11129

11111119 , and is introduced by the words : m “ms 15 nswi '

13 3 1

1:1a mar: 119 111mmnuns: ar r/1.1 wswsmro 1n1s ms wws '

113 15

1113 13 1
13 1
-
15arm

'

11111 own mar/s unran: 111 11 111111 mm 111
-
norm

urn
-m s up

11: 1: pwvm s 5 111511 1111s s 5 fiws z
. If

these words emanate from Jeshua himself (and not from
the translator) they would show that he also knew how

to treat his opponents with esteem. In other places also
Jeshua

’

s mode of expression in his polemics, apart from
a few exceptions , is free from animosity and personality.

18. S ahl b . F adl al -Tus tari (or al -Du s tari , Heb . Jashar b

Hesed) is a fertile Karaite author, who has hitherto been
little known. He is quoted

,
so far as we are at present

1 Cf. on the 111111771 ’
0 , Steinschneider, Cat. Lugd.

, pp . 1 90 seq. and Die

arab. L iter. d. Jude’n, pp. 9 2 , 93 , as well as Schreiner, l . c .

, pp . 68 seq . The
latter h as also edited the introduction to th e 11111 1771

'

0 (after Cod. Leyden )
a s an appendix to his work. Other excerpts have been publ ished by
Harkavy, S tud. u . Mitt

,
VIII, 1 , 9 0 seq.

,
and a full ed ition appeared by

Markon . Th e fragment
,
MS . B rit. Mus . Or. 2 49 7

3

,
which , according to

Margol iouth (J . Q.R . XI, 2 13 seq . ; Cat . I, no . sh ou ld form a part of.
th e Arabic original of Je sh ua’

s work , is actual ly a remnant of So lomon

h a-Nas i ’s 11111 37514 i sm . See my Zurj u
’

d .
-arab. L itter.

, pp . 5 1 seq.

2 The e xcerpt from Saadiah form s the conclusion of such a one from
another Rabban ite w ork in Hebrew,

which
,
according to Neubauer

(Israel. Letterbode , IV, 5 5 is taken from the 1m n135n.
‘
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aware , by Melammed Fadil in his Siddur as 5s
“
10 11 3 2“

~3non5s “W 13 , and by the author of the 133 3
-
13 1 131mmp15n

as '

a 13
“W" (see Monatsschmfl,

XLI
,

His period
cannot easily be determined

, but , according to Steinschneider

(Arab. Lit. d. Judeu ,
69 ; also ibid .,

p . his place of
birth (Tustar in and the contents of his works ,
soon to be mentioned

,
appear to show that he belongs to

the older Karaites . This is confirmed by the statement of
al -Hiti,wh o fol lows Jasharw ith Solomon b .Mubarak b .Sagir

,

the author of a lexicon 3 113 111151: '
3 (MS . in St. Petersburg,

see Z . A. T. W.
,
I
, and the latter with

c

Ali b . Sulejman

(J .Q.R .

,
IX

, 435 :mm:1s m3 s 1t 3 1111:13 T13 13 13 n135w
‘

11w5s on

3 111131351: 113 1s 5s 3ns s n135w 13 1511 112251: 1313 As the
last named probably flourished at the beginning of the
twelfth century 2

,
Sahl must have written about the middle

of the eleventh century, and have been a contemporary of
Jeshua . Of his writings there have been preserved frag
ments of a commentary on the Pentateuch in St . Petersburg

(see Z . A . T. W., l. and extracts of two philosophical

works— 51p5s 1 "

111111151: 151: 111151151: (Glosses on monotheism

and justice) and 1113 1351: "

113 s ro 113 moms 3 sn35 '

11
-
1nn5s

(Critical remodelling of the Metaphysics of Aristotle)— in a
B rit. Mus . MS . (Or. According to Ibn al -Hiti (l . c .)
Jashar b . Hesed also composed other works , and wrote

polemics against Saadiah : 13 113 151: w » 13
“
13 11 13 um ‘

pw5s 1

ns535s 13511 13 111151151: 3 1013 1151 3 s 335s s p5p5s 113 as M

5s 3nvs 5s 13 3 sn3 n51 srs 11311351: 151: nnrns 3 3 1 omi s a5s 13

Our Jashar b . Hesed is probab ly al so meant by the ai-Dus tari wh o is
c ited in an Arabic compilation on Deu teronomy of the year 1 35 1 ( see
below

,
No . 38, and Semitic S tudies in Memory of Dr. Kohut, p . 436 , n .

3 According to S tein schneider ( l . c .
,

Al i hardly l ived before the
m iddle of the twelfth century . On the o ther hand, it must be observed
th at in his comm entary on th e Pen tateuch (ofwhich there are fragmen ts on
Numbers and Deuteronomy in MS . B rit . Mu s .,

Cat .
,
no . he compil es

on ly from Karaite authors of the ten th and eleven th centuries. Hence
he m ost probably belongs to the end of the eleventh and beginning of the
twelfth century.
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531 1351: np35s 113 111 1113 3 113 1 1 . At any rate, it cannot be

c learly ascertained from these words whether the contro
versy w ith Saadiah was contained in 111 51151: ’

3 or in a

separate work . Should the former be the case (and perhaps
the extracts in the British Museum could confirm this), then
Sahl would have combated Saadiah ’

s philosophical views .

With Jeshua (and possibly Jashar b . Hesed) there closes
the specific Arabic period of the older Karaite literature

,

and I therefore here append a few anonymous authors who
wrote in Arabic, and whose period cannot be determined
w ithout difficulty ,

owing to the fragmentary character of
the pieces preserved . But they probably all belong to the
first half of the eleventh century, which does not exclude
the possibility of many being identical with those already
mentioned . These anonyma are as follows
19 . The Ceniza-fragment , Saadyana , ed. Schechter

,
No . X

,

forms a remnant of a Karaite p olemic treatise against

S aadiah It deals w ith the observation of the
moon and the calculation of the calendar ; and from facts
that have been handed down in the Talmud (B osh ha -S/zauah

,

2 1 b : 1 353 11 1m5111 113 11 511 s 51s z155urs 111511) 1111 111 ) and in the

Tosefta (ibid .
,
II

,
1 13 1 3 new n3 3 1n5s 13 15s p 11a 1511 .

’
13 1 it is shown that they cannot possibly be regarded
as purely theoretical cases, as Saadiah asserts 2. Similarly

,

the Gaon ’s well-known statement is combated that the
observation of the moon was introduced only with the
advent of Sadok and Boethos , in order to fortify the calcu
lation that generally prevailed hitherto . This statement

,

he declares
,
has no basis whatever in the writings of the

Rabbis (fol . 1 v
°

,
l . 6 : 3 113 1 1s r: 13 n5 51 s 115 sms a

1 These titles are difficult to iden tify exactly, see Steinschneider, p . 342 ,

and on n’1
'
7n5s and 5s 1nrs 5s my Zur j iid .

-arab. L itter. , pp. 1 5 and 59 infra .

2 S aadyana, p . 35 , fo l . 1. 7 : 711511313 ms 113 513 3 1 nns nwmmime

hp
, m 519 3 1PD $25 IND

” Q? 1 1 5 711111713 11 15 SRP‘ ND INS

11 1512313 1 10 514511 n
‘m 1s . As a matter of fact , in the discussion of such cases

Saadiah uses the expression fii
‘
asm . See J . Q . R.

,
X

,
2 63 , 2 7 1 .
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1
11s 3 15s ; fol. 2 1. 9 :

13 1ni5s s
‘m1 111 s 5ms 5 313 1 33 s 1n1

51 s .1 5 113 1 1s 5133 s in 151: 1 r3s 5s 1s 3 s 1s 1 111s 3 1 5s 3 113 1 1s 3 ) .

20 . A C eniza- fragment in Cambridge, belonging to the
Taylor-Schechter Collection (Ar . T—S . six leaves 1

,

1 8 x 1 3 cm .
,
contains a remnant of an o l d Karaite L aw

book . The book was apparently divided up into sections

(ns 5s pn), and each section into chapters The

s uperscription of such a chapter has been preserved

(fol . 2 r
°
: 111112

1
11 .1 5s 11s 1 15s n51p 13 1 15 11 1313 s 35s 51 35s

and then the follow ing sections are incidentally

quoted : on the Sabbath (113051: n5s p13 ; fol . 3 v
°
, 5 on

the ripening of spring (3 13 1151: 55111 3 , fol . 3 and on [the
enj oyment of] hens (5115151: 5151115 13 , fol . 5 v

°

)
2
. In addition ,

th e author cites his work 113 15251: 3 s 113 (fol. 4 which is
otherwise also unknown. In another passage (fol . 6
‘

Anan
’s views (known from another source too) about the

characteristics of perm itted fowls, which differ entirely
from those given in the Talmud (Hu lliu ,

6 1 a) , is cited .

Our author states that Saadiah combated this view of
'

Anan
,
and remarks that the refutation of the Fayyumite is

directed against him personally, i . e . against the Rabbanite

characteristics : fi5s n 11 513 11 511 (111Js 3 15s fi5s 11 1s ) nnn5sn 1s 51

11133 1131135s 111511 11 52“ s r3 11 1 .1 s t35s 1s 111 13 1111

1151 s 5 n1s 1 5135s 15s 1151 1 3335111 515s 13 1s 115111 11 1 115 111113 s 5

i5s 111 133 15s 1111 1 s 5s p5i3r35s 1113 s5v 113 1 1s . I reserve
a full cons ideration of the subj ect-matter treated of here
till I have an opportunity of publishing the whole frag

ment
,
but cf. Harkavy , l . c . , 1 54 .

21 . Another fragment of the same collection (so far
w ithout any press-mark), two small leaves

,
paper

,
deals

with qu estions o f calendar-s cience , holding that if the

1 There is a gap between leaves 3 and 4 .

2 ‘Anan is known to have forbidden their enjoyment, maintain ing that
the h en is iden tical with the bib lical 11111311 ( see Harkavy, S tud. u. Mitt ,
VIII

,
1
,
1 45 , n . In our fragmen t (fol . 3 v

°

) this view of
'Anan is also

quoted and l ikewise that of the sectarian Mal ik al -Raml i ( see
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the various Karaite views in Aaron b . Elias ,
’

Gan Eden ,
fol . 1 1 4 b seq. ; cf. also supra ,

p .

23 . Another MS . of the same library (MS . Bodl . Heb .

d 44 , fols . 6 0 —
3 ; Cat. , Vol . II, no . contains the

fragment of a c omm entary on pas sag es from L ev . i . 1 5
xi i . 3 . This comm entary belongs in any case to the older
period of Karaite literature, as the Karaite author Abu
Sa lejman [David] al -Qumisi is quoted here, wh o is otherw ise
almost quite unknown ,and is only mentioned by Jefet besides

(see J . Q.R ., VIII , 68 1 , u . 1 ; cf. also R .E
'

. J .
,
XLV

,
1 78, 1 79 ,

and J ew. En cycl ., IV , 465)
1
. On iii . 9 (fol . 6 0 b) Saadiah

’

s

interpretation of the words n15sn 13511 is cited and thoroughly

refuted : n15s 5s 1 n15s n1 135mmm: n15s .1 135nn51p5s p 1n11n5s 1

1 s 11s s umwus mv ms s 15 is 5s p1 cmsm 1 13 s 5s D151 35n5s 1 11

i5s .1 15s .1 1 13511 ms s mm15sn 135mn51p1513 3 fin535s os 1 151:11 s 53 .

The enj oyment of the fat tail is known to be forbidden by
Karaite law ,

and Saadiah
’

s explanation
,
taken from his

commentary on the passage 2, is mentioned by many other

Karaites
,
e . g. by Tobias b . Moses (1 pm 1 11s , MS . Bodl . 290 ,

fol. 9 1 a), B adassi (Alphab. 233, p ; Saadiah
’

s name is not
mentioned here), Jacob Tamani (Pinsker, p . Aaron b .

Joseph (Mibkar , fol . 5 b ; here also Saadiah
’

s name is no t

mentioned ; of. further, infra ,
Nos . 36 and Aaron b . Elias

(Gan Eden , fo l . 96 0 ; cf. also his Kefer Torah , on Leviticus,
fo l . 8 a), and Elias Bashiatchi (Adderet, nwnw 3111) c . 1 8

here the presentation of reasons and counter-reasons is
especially the most complete).
24 . MS . Brit . Mus . 2580

2

(Cat . II, no . 587
2

) contains
a fragment of an o l d Karaite B o ok o f Prec epts (written
throughout in Arabic characters) . In one passage (fol . 1 3 a)
is quoted an obj ection of Saadiah against

‘

Anan and

Benjamin al -Nahawendi with regard to the prescriptions

1 I have pub l ished and translated another passage from this commen tary
on X

,
1 9 (fol . 6 2 a) in J . Q. R. ,

VIII
,
6 95 , 6 96 .

3 Th is fo llow s explic itly from Tobias ’ words to be mentioned further on .

In the section in question of the polem ical w ork again st Ibn saqawe ih i
(J . Q. R. ,

XVI 1 1 0
,

this expl anation is no t to be found.
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about menstruating women
,
which reads a s follows 1

ad (1. BJ1? ) Mi l J‘s) W 13 1
, u lslc a

xis
d fi
m u l r

ls l
,

(1 113111) 151111 1415 11j s

(
J ha le c

m

, (Lev . xv . 25) 11111 1 1111 1153 s
)
;

5
” mm 11 11 N53 obl l “,q dc . The question here dis

cussed is that , according to the Talmudists , 1313 1 0 113 1 in this
verse mean “ three days

,

”

and they refer this verse to the
11 1 35 11 1 3 1

13 15) 1311 s
”
1 (see Sifrd, ad loc . , and Nidola ,

But
‘

Anan explains the verse thus if a woman , whether within
or without the period of menstruation , has a flow of blood
more than seven days she must then (in contradistinction
to a menstruating woman) count another seven days after
h er purification

,
see his words in the original by Harkavy,

S tud . 21 . Mitt ,
VIII

,
1
, 42 : 11113 1 1113 1113 13 13 s 1rs 11 1s

1313 1 13 113 1 1113 1 3 11 3 111 13 mm 3 1113 1 1113 1 1 1n3 11 113 1) 1 3 13135 13 11113

(1. 113 13 ) 113 13 nns 13 113 3 11 13 1 53 11n1 1 511 3 1111 13 1s 11n1 1 1111 1153

.1 1 11 11111113 11111 1 1111 s 53 1313 1 13 113 1 s r3 s s p [sm] 11s 1313 1111 11 11111 1

111 1s5 13 13 1 11113 1 1111 1 1 1111 1153 131 s 13s s p 111 1113 113 1 11113 111 115 1113 13

nvw 111 13 13 113 11 111 s 1r1 13113 1 11113w13 13 13 s 11s 11 13 1131 11111 1 1111 s53 1
’
13 1 (cf. also Miblzar andHeter Tom , ad That Saadiah

(probably in the Commentary) combats this view of
‘

Anan,

we also see from the commentary [of David b . B oaz 2] on
the passage in question (MS . Brit . Mus . Or. 2495 , Cat .

,

no . 30 6 , fol . 1 81 13113 1 1
11s 3 1 5s 15s p 13131 13113 1 5s p1

o5s 51} 13 15s 113 51p5s 11111 1s
113 11115s 5s p1 11 111519 13 13 1

15sp s 133 s i 1 .1 135s 1 113 11111 1 11111 5 1313 1 11113 1 1s 11s 1s

a1 15s 1s 1111 111 s 3 r1 111s t35i1s 1 11115 111 1 113 111 1311 1 1211 1 11s

15s 11 3 11s 1 115 ms 113 1 1 113 1 113 s 111 111 131 s 1
’

s .

25 . MS . Brit. Mus . Or. 2573 and 2574 (Cat. II, nos . 589 ,

590 ) contains
i

a w ork on th e di fferences and agreement s in
th e exp os ition o f th e law s between Abu

‘

Ali and Abu- l

1 I owe the communication of this passage to the k indness of th e

Rev . G. Margo l iouth . The Hebrew words are here transcribed in square
letters.
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Surri , i. e . between Jefet b .

(

Ali and Sahl b . Mas liah
°

113 113 11111 a55s 11 o5s 13 s 1 151 13 s 11j
1a5s 113 11113 11

1
11 11 111 3 s r13

111511 s pans s 131 11111135s 111 1535s . Here also , according to
Margo l iouth (Cat. , II, p . 1 80 a), Saadiah is rather often
cited, but I have not a s ingle passage before me

1
.

26 . I srael b . Danie l 2, according to Firk owits ch , composed
in 1 0 6 2, at the age of twenty- six

,
a Book of Precepts

,

11 113 13 11 1 5 0 (Arab . or Heb . which was preserved in the
Karaite synagogue in Damascus . He is mentioned w ithout
any further epithet by Jefet b . Sagir on the other hand ,
in an alleged book- list of the synagogue named (see
Pinsker

,
p. 1 74 ; of. also p . 94 , n . I ), he i s designated as.

5s 111 11 1 13 11 s 11 1111 11 5s 1w1
’

1
,
and is said to have

1 It should , however, be observed that a leaf of this work, which is
added to the Catalogue as a facsim ile (Plate V) , contains a passage that
seems to have been d irected against Saadiah . Here the argument derived
from 1 Chron . xii. 33 for the antiqu ity of the calculation of the calendar
is combated ; the same argumen t is ci ted and refuted by many Karaite
authors ( see above , p . 2 3 , n . I ) , but in the presen t instance the Gaon is not
expressly named but referred to as belonging to the “men of calculation
( 1 1110 11 514 z s ns s ) . I give the passage here , as far as i t i s contained in the
facsim ile page of the MS . (fol . 7 a) , whi le adding the diacritical po ints
and other signs

11111115 11113 1111 11 1 3 1111 1 113 131 S ta l l 9 1g 1 3,

L,
1
, 5111 11

1
,
111111, u1 11,

111,
(
4 31 11

J E
ss a g . ,xJamU

K11
, 11 1

11 as
r
’wa

s

J,111 L,1 131 1 31
V
11

(11 11 d‘ was L,1 1 1
,

11
, Ju a n11a ,

s 1 14,

1 11351151: S is a l
c,

» a x 9 13 A! ub111mm13:a, 0
4 11

,
s 1,

Q11 1 1 wg L,
1 a s : an “,

131133 115 1513 1 1 13 s 11
up“.

6
55 ” J

KLM N
I H

B

1111 11

See on h im Steinschneider, Die arab. L iter. d. Juden
, 5 7 0 (also ibid . ,

p. 342 )
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lived in Hebron . Moses Bashiatchi calls him 13 5s 1w1
"
1

(read 1 11 0 11) 11 1 11 0 11
1133 1113 10 13 15 11 5111111

’
13 1 , and quotes his B ook

of Precepts under the title 11 1 3
’
11 1111113 (Steinschneider, Oa t.

Lugd .
,
p . He thus regards h im as a son of Daniel al

Qumis i (who wrote in the ninth century), and assigns his
dom icile to Tustar (where Jashar b . Hesed also had his
home). But al l these statements , especially that of his
home

, are very doubtful , and those of Firkowits ch seem to
have been specially concocted 1

. If Israel b . Daniel
flourished in the second half of the eleventh century , then
he m ight be identical w ith an Israel b . Daniel al -Ramli ,
who is mentioned in an anti-Karaite w ork (composed
or copied 1 1 1 2) as a contemporary (see the pas sage in

question , J .Q.R .

,
VIII, 70 0 :

15131 5s £17 171 5s 111 13

At the t0p of the Firk owitsch MS . (now in St . Petersburg)
of David b . Abraham al -Pasi ’s Lexicon there are a few
poems w ith the superscription V111 1111 11

’
3 1 1

which may havebeen composed by Israel b . Daniel (cf. Pin
sker, pp . I 74 seq. Firk owitsch , W1 113

, p . 3 , and Harkavy,
Stud . u . Mitt

,
III

,
notes 94 and The first of these

poems is directed against Saadiah
,
the erring Fayyumite

(1.131n1e1r1 and Samuel b . Io fni (
115111 1 51 5s 113w) , who

thought to uproot the creed of the Karaites . From the
clumsy form of the poems we might assume an earlier
writer ; but it is also possible that they originate from
Israel ha-Maarabi,who is also called 3111 11 (see further infra ,

No .

27 . Tobias b M oses
,
called 1 3 11111 ,

1
133 11 , and also 11

1111113 11,

the translator
,
as his chief importance consists in his

1 The commun ication from the catalogue of books in Damascus seems to
have undergone various changes

,
for th e statements that Israel b.Daniel was

twenty-six years o ld at th e time the l ist was made
,
and that he sojourned

in Hebron ,
o ccur on ly in the 113 , p . 4, but not in Pinsker [h ere

al so there have been added th e dates 2 0 2 of the Hegira and 7 45 (of the
Creation which , how ever, do not agree w ith the year 1 3 73 , Era of

Contracts ]. In Ibn al -Hiti (J . Q. R.

, IX, 43 2 , l . 4 from bottom ) it seem s that
we must real ly read 511 111 instead of 512111 13 5141 111

1

, see ibid ., p. 438, n . I .
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numerous translations from the Arabic of works by co

religionists 1 . He is said to have been a pupil of Jeshua b .

Jehuda
,
and lived in the second half of the eleventh century

in Constantinople, where the fir st traces of Karaite literature
show themselves in his time . B esides the translations,
which he partly curtailed and revised , Tobias also com

piled complete works from earlier authors . For example
,

there is a sort of commentary on the Pentateuch
,
entitled

1 13 111 1 s 1s
2
, which is compiled chiefly from David b . Boaz

( 1111141111 ) and Jefet b . Al i and to which Tobias made
some additions , especially in the form of questions . Al l

that has been preserved, in a Bodleian MS . (Cat . Neub.

is the part on Leviticus i—X , from which I have
communicated several small and long passages (see J . Q.R .

,

VIII
,
6 97 ; R .E. J . , XXXIV ,

XLIV
,

In the “
113 111 1 111s Saadiah is controverted pretty often ,

and the name of the Gaon, who is mostly called 11311115111
,

is accompanied with nasty expressions (of. Steinschneider,
Cat. B odt. , e . g. 1 13 3 (MS . fol . 1 4 b), 1 111 (90 b , 1 0 1 b) ,

11511 ( 1 0 1 b) , 3 1111111 (90 a), 1131113111 3 1111111 (9 1 b) , 11 1113 1 1 1111 (90 b ,

93 b), a
1s r1 111 (=5115s 11111, 95 b) , &c . The questions on

which Tobias disputes w ith Saadiah in the portion pre

served are naturally such as are connected with explana
tions and prescriptions of the Third B ook 3

, but in one

place (fol . 96 a) there is a controversy especially about the
Oral Law, where Saadiah

’

s commentary on Exod . xxiv . 1 2

i s cited : 1 113511111 11 11213 1 1511s s 1.1 .1 111s 1 13 111 1 1zz s 111111 1111 .

15s 11511 11 1113
'

1 113 3 1[11]1 3 1 1 as 3 11115
’

1311 111 11 113 1 11 11 3 13 113 11115111
'
13 1 ow 111111 111 11 11 (cf. J . Q. R . , X, 257 , n . The whole of the

passage is of a personal character throughout, and we read

1 See on h im lastly Steinschneider, Die hebr. Ubersetz . , pp. 454 seq .
,

9 40 seq. ,
and Jew. Encycl q s . v . (XII ,

1 That this work extended to th e en tire Pe ntateuch I gather from the
W ords of Tobias : s i111 1 13mm 1 s 1s 11 13 0 13

’

s 14111111 1 13m 111 1113113 11s

’
131 1 1 0 .

3 The polem ical passages also Tobias doubtl ess took for the most part
from his sources , but unfortunately th e sources bearing on this particu lar
part of Leviticus are not acces sibl e to me.
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here : “ If thou (Saadiah ) and thy followers maintain that
Mishna and Talmud were dictated word by word by God to

Moses , then do I say that thou liest and denies t what is

manifest (cv
-
131 5 mam men 53: we s aint: nns wpwmm in

”NW1 an
'

ws raw
-mam Di ‘ ism), as these works contain the dicta

of individual s and events from the time of the second
temple and still later.

”

In the province o f ritual law, Tobias discusses very often
and very thoroughly two questions especially. In the first
place

,
that on the operation of (ff. 6 a—7 b and 37 a

39 b)
1
; according to Saadiah this took place before th e

slaying of the sacrificial bird, and its process does not rest
upon scriptural demonstrations, but upon continuous state
ments of eye-witnesses (fol . 7 a : 1: ~mm~an nfi vD

’

Dm

mix-vanmm: ’mm nwnwn D
'

hPmy: 1a mm» nwyn np~5m
’

nnnan wzm firm at 51:mm rs fir matwas ’

exw
’

13 1 nwpnn373 awry: iswwm: nuumnwaonnmnpnvnnTwo ;

similarly fol . 37 b) . Tobias then proves from Sifra on i . I 5
(fol . 37 b : nzmon 5s 7a 13 1

-
1pmmna: nun: ’m: ’

ns nun
-mt :

’

13 1mm[1. 3m] pan up5n~ see ed .Weiss, fol . 8 d) and
from Tos efta, Zebahim , cap.VI (ibid .

”W mp1 5:
’

DN 1:
’3

new was: pmnvm wimp mom: nnwmn cannon in, see
ed . Zuckermandel, p . 489 , where our passage is VII, that
the Talmudists seek a support in the Scriptures for their
Opinion

,
and that Saadiah deviates from them and contra

dicts them. In any case, the argument of the Talmudists
is also not valid . Tobias also cites ou this occasion
Saadiah

’

s commentary on Leviticus (fol . 38 a : mums m
’

Dm
mmwas : 1511) 1mm an was min-ipm~p5nm’

in pSnn).
The second question is that on the enj oyment of the fat

tail (WSN), which forms a constant theme in Karaite
polemics . Tobias also devotes much space to it (if. 90 a

94 a , 95 b, and 99 a
—
99 b). Saadiah

’

s reasons and the
counter-reasons of the Karaites are the same here as in the

: 1 For t he various Karaite opinions on this subject
, see the passages

quoted in R. E. J .,
XLV,

1 96 , 19 7 .
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other sources hitherto known elsewhere (see above , No .

but expressed much more passionately and often more
thoroughly . It is interesting to es tablish that al l Saadiah ’

s

reasons and obj ections are taken from his commentary on

Leviticus
,
and that here also is mentioned the explanation

of 11 15111 13511 mentioned above (fo l . 90 a : mpu 311 1111313 1 1319
'ws 1111 13 11 m:

’

05 111-man [11Js 1 1 5s 13113 Dun n

1 16 1: n15s n 1:
’
13 1: 1: mm nr 111 11 : 0 11mm ’

spn 1351: RWD

1113 13111111 1 131113 111 n51s 13111 113111 1an
'
13 1: [L nn51z s ] 1311513 1:

115 19 1 n13 ~1311 n15sn 1zi5n n1 13 s n1 1nn 1: 11 13 111 um

13511 ’
nsw 1111n5 13 111 un5

’

Jw ’wmn nun
’
3 13 111313 0111135 11513 1

[1]n1111 1311n 11111113
’ws 5 ms 115 6 111: 1113 113 11 n15sn1 13511 n15sn

. 1n111131 m s nu ms 113111 113: 115: 11 3 111 1: mpn
’

111

'
13 1

’

1s 1 11111 01 1: then fol. 95 b : [551 5s s
-inz ] 1mm mm111 1 .

11ws 1nman 111 115 : 111111: man 1
p5n[13] 1

”
1n 135113

’
11

'
13 1

’ 1
p5n

’

1 na11w5 11113 1 pn n5u 1 1m: wnw Tobias
also quotes from Saadiah the well-known opinion of
Meswi al -Okbari, that only the fat of offerings was for
bidden , and he spurns in indignant and abusive terms the
insinuation of the “frivolous Fayyumite (1511 113 11115 11 m), as
if the Karaites also follow the opinion of Meswi (ff. 1 0 1 b

1 0 2 a)
1
.

Finally
,
Tobias controverts the following explanations of

Saadiah of s ingle passages in Leviticus ( I ) on ii . I

(fol . 8 b), on the amount of oi l to be used w ith a meat
offering ; (2) on ii . 1 4 (fol . 1 4 b) . The offering of firstfruits

mentioned here is not the obligatory offering of barley
sheaves

, but a private and free-will offering that everybody

can bring from the firs tfruits of his field products . Tobias
cites here Saadiah ’

s interpretation, and the refutation in the

name of Jefet : 1111 133 1111113 11111 1 13513n 115 1
’

13 s 1

1 Cf
.
detailed treatment in R. E. J .,

XXXIV
,
1 64. Saadiah does not give

the nam e ofMesw i here, but say s 0 11 11113 7113 111 1 11113 0 1111314 13 131113 1111

11113a n
‘
am 11113 13

’

mx nnnnn 113 151! 53s ‘
13

’
13 1: 1i11

'

1‘ iii 1:
’

13 s 1 111 11 1 0 1:15nn

“s 1111 11114 1 1 w1p13n111 11311 m1 131 11 13 s 1 1 1

’

131 111111
’

um 11511
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Jeshua and Tobias also 1 . It is also not impossible that t he
above date (and the Greek words too) was simply taken from
some older source, and

- thus our compilation is possibly
of later origin . Saadiah is cited here a few times and

controverted , and among other well-known questions

(e. g . on as 1135 in Exod . iii . 2 , see above , p . 26 ; on

the rej ection of the see above
,
p . 22) are mentioned

also such explanations of Saadiah as are not known from
other sources

,
e . g. that on Exod . xix . 2 (see Pinsker, p . 72 ,

l . then that a s in-offering must be brought for all
involuntary transgressions for which extermination is

threatened (ibid. , p . 73 , l . 1 0 : 1111 13 3 11110 1 31 113110 1 13 1: 13

’

131 am 13 1151 11110 11 111111113 mm A Karaite opinion is
falsely given as that of Saadiah

,
namely

,
that it is for

bidden to enj oy meat in the Diaspora (Pinsker, p . 74 , l. 1 9 ;
Harkavy

,
p. 1 38, l . 1 6 : 1 11n5 5111 0 1 511 3 1111 1 1311 10 110 135

'

131 0111 13 11 511 11 1111111 r13pn m1 1 11 111111 1 p: 1 113 11513 1113 ;
of. my remarks in Monatsschwlft, XXXIX, 443, and

11, 96 , 97 )

TWELETH CENTURY.

29 . Jacob b . R euben is the author of a Hebrew com

pilation on the B ible , entitled 1 221111 1 0 0 , which exists in

manuscript in several libraries (Leyden, Paris, St. Peters
burg) , and a part of which (from Jeremiah to the end,

excluding Psalms) is also in print (Eupatoria, He
lived in Byzantium , and as he already uses ‘

Ali b. Sulejman

For parallels to Jeshua see Pinsker, pp . 76 seq. (wh o , however,wrongly
concluded that Jeshua was the author ; cf. also Ste inschne ider, Polem. u .

ap olog. L iter. , p. From Tobias, e . g. , is taken the passage on

(p. where the compiler h as combined conclusions found in two

w idely-separated passages in Tobias ( 1 1311 3 1 11114 ,
ff. 7 a and 3 7 a) .

3 In Pinsker, p . 75 , l. 6 : 0 11 1 1 11113 13 1 1 1 1 53: 1
111111 13 1

111 13 113 1113 1 13 111

’
131 711 1113 0 11 141113 , but in the Leyden MS., f. 343 (Steinschneider, p. 8)
'
131 533 0 11 13 113110 1 13 111 .
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(see Harkavy in Jcw. Encycl . ,VII, 442 b supra), he probably
belongs to the first half of the twelfth century 1

. Jacob’s
chief source wa s the commentary of Jefet b .

‘

Ali
,
whom

he reproduces mostly in a very abbreviated form ,
and the

passages having reference to Saadiah must have been
taken for the most part from this commentary. All these
passages (w ith the exception of a single one) occur only
in the portion on the Pentateuch , and have been com

municated by Pinsker (pp . 83 seq.) and Steinschneider (Cat.
Lugd .

,
p . They are ( 1 ) Gen. i . 1 : n~ws 1 3 11311113 1 11511

K11
"

! 13 N51 55 13 this agrees with Saadiah
’

s translation

1511 p55 w: 5111 ; cf. also Ibn Ezra
,
ad loc . : w e n~3nw am

131113 "5: and Parhon
’

s Mahberet
,
fol. 2 c : 111111 1131131131

1311511 111 3 1151111 1 13153 111 3 111151111 3 1133 11 13 153 [116 3 11 1111

(2) Exod . iii. 2 on as 1135 (from Jefet, see above, p .

(3) ibid. , xxi . 1 : Dawns means before the Sanhedrin ;

(4) ibid .
,
xxiii. 1 9, on Lev. xxvii . 32 , from which Saadiah

proved that the enj oyment of a WM is permitted : "13 115 1

one 1111 R511 as 113mm.1 13 111 3 1113 111115 111p11 as 1 131;

111 3 1113 11 511 11111 11 113 5133
’

11 1 13 1
1

11 13111 (of. above , p .

(5) Lev . xi (D31 0 11 13111: [probably the Samaritans] {311 1311511 1

1: 1pm , but it is not clear what the question is here) ;
(6) ibid . , xi. 29 on 32 ; ( 7) ibid.

, on grasshoppers , which
may be eaten without ritual slaughter (cf. Z .f H B .,

IV, 73,

and the passage cited there) ; (8) ibid xx . 1 3 , on the
various degrees of punishment for committing the -crime
mentioned in this verse ; (9) ibid .

,
xxii. 8

, on Ezek . xliv.

3 1 ; ( 1 0 ) ibid .
, xxiii . 1 5 on 1132111 111 1113 13 (extract from

Jefet , cf. above, p. In addition there are two pas
sages, which neither Pinsker nor Steinschneider quotes,

1 On the conjectured period of the l ife of
'Al i b . Sulejman, see sup ra ,

p . 54, n . 2 . Th at he is used by Ja cob b. Reuben was unkn own to me

when I wrote an article on the latter in the Jew. Encycl., s .v . (VII, To the
l iterature there given must be added Geiger

, 1 13 11 3 1 3 114 , IV,
2 5 Harkavy,

A ltj u
’

d. Denkmc
’

iler aus d . Krim
, p. 6 2 ; S te insch neider, Polem. u. apolog. L iter. ,

p. 347 Ado lf Po snan ski, Schiloh, I, 2 73 . Cf. al so the passages on ‘Anan
,

commun icated by Harkavy
,
S tud. u. Mitt , VIII , 1 , 1 52—1 55 .

F 2
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and which I take direct from the Leyden manuscript (Cod.

Warn . ( 1 1 ) Gen . i . 2 116 13 11 13 13 1151 1111 11 113 111 11 113 113

1 511 (cf. Ibn Ezra , ad loc . 115 1111 111111113 1111 21 111 a 1 131:

1311311 13 and ( 1 2) Lev. xix . 2 7

r» [11111 1 3 1] 1313 1 1211 1 1111211 13 1 11113 1133
’

13 1:
’

13 1 11 11 111: 1313511 11 1
111 111 11111 1133311511 151

'

11111 15111311111 1 113 ’

11 1111311 1 113
’

1 11111151
’

1 15
11113 1 13 11 13 131113 1 1:

’
3

'

3 13111 111113 1 1: (1 111) 11511 3 11111 1 11113 111113
’

11

111115 N51 (cf. Mishna Makkoth , III , 5 , where we read : M1

11111: 1151: 3 1 111 1111: 1111113 153 1513 1: as In the printed
portion Saadiah is cited only at the end of Daniel

, with
regard to the year of Redemption (fol. z o b : 1:

“
11151 13 1

1311 115 51321 131116) but this passage also is curtailed
from J efet ( see my Miscel len fi ber Saadj a ,

III, 1 2

Monatsschmft, XLIV , 4 1 I ).
30 . An Arabic C ommentary on Exodu s , ofwhich a frag

ment is extant at the British Museum (MS . Or. 2493 Cat. ,
I, no . must likewise belong to the first half of the
twel fth century, for here also

‘

Ali b . Sulejman is the last
author quoted 1 . On xxx . 24 (fol. 73 a) Saadiah (113 1151511)
is als o quoted , but the substance of the quotation is
unknown to me.

3 1 . J ehuda b . E lias H adas s i, of Constantinople, in his
work 53 101: (Eupatoria , composed in 1 148,

brought the science of Karaite law and dogma to a certain
close 2. His encyclopaedic work is , as Jost rightly ex
presses himself (Gesch . dos Judenthums

,
II, a vast sea

into which all the rivulets ofKaraite lore empty themselves
,

and h ence , desp ite its inelegance in outer form , which

makes reading pretty difficult , it is of extraordinary value.
In his polemics against Rabbinism he follows in the foot

1 Other authors c ited in this commentary are 35 0 111 511 (David b . B oaz ) ,
173 $7 (doubtless Abu ‘Ali

,
i . 6 . Jefet b .

‘Al i) and £13 {215 (Abu-l -Faraj Furqan ,
with whose tran slation the one in our commentary also often agrees) .
On the explanation mentioned here of Exod. xx . 2 6 from a book 1131 , by
which are perhaps to be understood the glosses of L evi b. Jefet, see
R. E. J . ,

XLI
, 306 , n . 2

,
and Z . f. H . B .

,
V, 1 7 .

9 For the literature on h im see Jew. Encycl ., s . v. (VI, 1 32 ,
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steps of Salmon b. Jeroham , Sahl b . Mas liah, and Tobias
b. Moses , and sometimes surpasses them in harshness and

want of consideration . Al l the more remarkable is it that
he names Saadiah only seldom (altogether six times), and
treats him w ith comparative indulgence. In three places

(Alphab. 1 68 11
,
1 74 p and w) the question is about the

application of the method of analogy, which was employed
by the Karaites in considerable measure , and was energeti
cally Opposed by Saadiah . B adassi urges that without
analogy one would not know, for example, that the father
inherits from a son , or that the damage done by a goring
ox, by crouching , trampling , or devouring, must be made

good (Alphab. 1 68 11 : 1111
13 111133 113 1 13 11 1111 1113 1131n~1111

11111 3111 1
’
13 11 115 13 135 3 1111 115 1111111 1111 1311 111 3 1 3 1 111 1113

1 1113 131 n1 1 3nn5 111113 1 11 31 1 111 3 1 15133 .1 13 1 113 115 1115111 1111

1 3 11111 1151 11131113 1151 111113 1 115 1 11-15 1 3 1 1151 p11 11 111 p11 1 13 11 1111
’

131 .1 1 1w3 ; on the latter of. Baba, Kamma , 2 b)
1
. Much

more interesting is another passage
,
where the sources of

our cognition, according to Saadiah , are given
, and it

is stated
,
that his words can serve as a support to the

Karaites ( 169 1 : 1 111 1n11 1111 1 1: 113 111 15111 1 111113 .151

1111 13 13 1 111111 5111 ’
111111 1513 11213 :111 p13 151135 11 1111 111 131113 1

111111 13 1111 151311 11111 11133 111 1 11111 53 13 11 2 1 19 13 .1 33 1 113 113

115 W111 11111511 11131111
1111 3 11 111 131 53 13 11 111 131 11111 131 111 13 :111 1113

111 31n115 ’

1 111111 1113a 111 13 111 They are the same

four sources of information that Saadiah discusses in the
introduction to his religio-philosophical work

,
and Hadas si

also drew from them without doubt 2. The other two

1 Th e second pas sage (Alph ab. 1 7 4 p seq .) reads 151513 3 1 13 11 11 11170 :11 1131111131

“1111 11113 1111 111 D111 1 1 1113 “1111 1313 ’ 11 31 111 113 13 1 1 31 533 1111113
1111 13 1515111

13 1 11 1 11111 11 1 31111 11 51771 113 1111 1 13 111 111 1 111 0 111511 . Hence here too the reading
is like that in the Leyden MS. of the anonym ou s comp ilation on Exod . and

L ev . (see above, p . 66
,
n . 2 . Cou ld B adassi perh aps h ave drawn from it,

or th e reverse 1
'
71
‘
7n here m ost probably m ean s “his wantonness ”

( see Ps . lxxv .

2 See Amanat, ed . Landauer
, p. 1 2 infra : (1711 511 411113 111) NH» :

(5311111 5111 11511 13511 11
1111111111 (11111 13 11 1 1111111511 1353 15111511
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passages deal with the argument from Josh . v. 1 1 for the
correctness of the Karaite interpretation of 113 11 11 111 0 1313

(Alphab. 224 J), and with Saadiah ’

s argument from Lev.

xxvii. 32, that the enj oyment of an embryo is perm itted

(Alphab. 240 13 : 1111 13 11
1111 11 1111111 31113 11 1 113 113 1 13 11 11311110 111

11111 13 1 3 1111311 115 mm 1110 1 1 11113 1111 1 3 11113 111 1311 0 11
'
115

15 113 111” 11
111511 0115 111111 0111 01111 ’

3 1111 1111 5133 1 1 113 1113 11 113 1 11113

13 1 111 1111 3 11113 0 11wv[13] 11111 13 15 111113 1113 3511 3 111 111 1513 11113

1
111511 111 11 5351 15 1111131 1 111 1113 11 11

1513 1113
But besides these few passages

,
B adassi now and again

controverts the views of Saadiah without naming him ,

e . g. the assertion that 3 13 1: can sign ify the name of the
month (Alphab. 1 90 0 : 3 13 1111 111 11 1111 1 113 11

1 1 13 1111) 113 1

3 13 11 511 1 131111 111313 10 131 1 111135 13 11 1 111 0 111 13 11 11111 . 111
11 115 0 111 11111

’

13 1 mm 0 19 11111 1 ; see above , p . or the explanation of

0 151111 13511 as 0 151111 1 13511 (Alphab. 233 17 ; of. supra ,
No .

and so forth . It must be against Saadiah also that those
passages are directed in which Hadass i shows that in the
Talmudical period the rule 110 3 115 had not any validity
yet (Alphab. 1 85 W or that I Sam . xx . 1 8 is no argument
for the great age of the calendar-system (Alphab. 1 97 w

1
11 11113511 firm i 111 1 1113111 . ( 1111 311 111511 111 11 51511 111101 1113 51 1151111511 1

1511 (1113111130 p1 113
‘
111 1 35511 1m M 3111 11111511 11111

B ut it seems that B adassi
,
in the fourth source , chose 1 13 1013 not w ithout

intention ( in stead of, e. g. , 113 11111 0 1 1111 in Ibn Tibbon) , because this w ord
among the Karaites s ignifies the Scriptures. B adassi further adds 1 1111

11531111 531110 111 31
’

113 111 110 1
1

31 531113 11113 11111113
’

11 11111 13 (1111 110 1 13 11

1
10 511 111 111

’

0 3
’
1113111 1113 1110 1 111

’
1111 1 11111 . Here again is Saadiah ’

s d ivision
of the commandments into precepts of reason (1 1111 10 511, 11115310
1115111511) and precepts of revelation (11111130 511 111111 1 1511, 11111113 111 to

which is also added truthfu l tradit ion (11 111 31 1 3f1=1153p) see Amandt
,
i ii.

Cf. also Kaufmann
,
Geschich te d. Attributenlehre, pp. 1 seq . ; Guttmann , Die

Religionsphilosophie d. Saadia, pp. 2 2 seq.
,
1 34 seq .

1 This argument , as already remarked, is also advanced by Qirqisani,
L ev i b. Jefot and Jacob b . Reuben ( see Kaufmann-Gedenkbuch , p . 1 78, n . 2 ,

and also above
, pp. 45 and but Saadiah

’

s nam e i s mentioned on ly by
the last of these . As Jacob b . Reuben draw s especially from Jefot, it may

be presumed that the latter also handed down the name of the Gaon and

h as used to Hadas s i as a source . But un fortunately I have not before me

Jefet ’s commentary on this passage of Leviticus.
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or that one cannot conclude from Dan . K . 3 that the
eating of meat was perm itted in the Diaspora (see above,
p . &c .

Bes ides the Eshkol , another fragment of B adas si has
been preserved , which Pinsker (pp . 94 seq.) has edited. The

latter ho lds Tobias to be the author, but this time Firk o ~

wits ch , who ascribes it to Hadas s i
,
has exceptionally hit

upon the truth , as we find at the end quite explicitly

(p . 97 , l. n~w~n5nn mop m~5x mw um1
. This frag

ment is not a remnant of a Book of Precepts , but collec

tcmea, which B adas s i probably compiled as material for his
Eshkol . Saadiah is mentioned a few ,

times here als o , and
the matter at is sue is that eternal question about the age

of the calendar-sys tem . According to Saadiah it is no

argument against the great age of this sys tem that there is
nothing about it in the Bible, for reason does not forbid us

to as sume that God revealed, e . g. 1 0 0 precepts to his prophet,
and commanded him to write down only fifty of them ,

but to hand down the other fifty only orally , or not

to fix any of them at al l in writing. The precepts were
indeed already known to the patriarchs , although they
were not written down ; s imilarly Mishna and Talmud
a lready existed before

, and were only later made into a

record by the sages 2. Further, Saadiah maintains that the
calendar w ith al l its rules originates from Moses , and only
when Sadok and Boethos , the two heretical dis ciples of

Antigonus , also opposed the system , was the observation
of the moon also made known [in order to show that both

Cf. als o Frank]
,
Monats schrift, XXXI , 7 7 s eq . and 1mm , VII , 5 0 Baber’ s

introduction to th e 1m np5 of Tobia b. Eliezer, p. 47 .

2 Saadiah h ad this argument in h is commentary on th e Pentateuch
(p. 94 , mwnnmm mm rm 15m:mnm mpm m 59 mm mm: ~3 m
’
13 1 1 1mm ; 1. 2 5 , for

'

3 31mm read
’

3 1 1mm) . By th e as s ertion that th e
patriarchs already knew th e commandm ents

,
Saadiah mean s such s ayings

as 7153 min? ! 5: 1mm 0mm p and th e l ike . In Karaite literature als o
it is dis cu s sed Whether th e B iblical precepts were binding before th e
Sinaitic legis lation . I intend dealing fully w ith this problem ,

described
as yima‘m in another connexion .
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coincide]
1
. The generally prevalent rules were again used

as a guide
,
until ‘

Anan and Benjam in al -Nahawendi arose

and again abolished th e system that is of Sinaitic origin.

B adas s i further reports in Saadiah
’

s name about the

wonders displayed by R. Eliezer in his dispute with R.

Joshua (see B aba Mesia , 59 a), about the sacrifice brought

with the Omer, the amount of meal to be used with the
Omer, and finally about the argument from Josh . v . 1 1

for the Karaite interpretation ofmanmnbb and its refuta
tion. This refutation agrees verbally w ith that by Jefet
on Lev. xx iii . 1 5 in the Kitaba l -tamj iz (Hirs chfeld , Arabic
Ohrcstcmathy, p . 1 1 3 , l . 24 and Hadas s i also drew
from this indirectly 2

.

With Hadas si the o lder period of Karaite literature
closes , and henceforth al l independence is s tifled . With
the exception of the two Aarons (and, in many respects ,
of Elias Bashiatchi and Caleb Afendopolo) , the later
authors only repeat what the earlier ones have said , and
enrich themselves by their works .

”

On this ground the

Fayyumite s till continues to be the obj ect of controversy

(but naturally without any new factor in the campaign) ,
although this controversy has long become an anachronism .

But , in accordance with our task , we w ill follow the traces
of this controversy , so far as it is present to our V iew , still
further, till the mos t recent times .

To the twelfth century ,
and perhaps even to the firs t

half of it , mus t mos t probably als o belong

32. E lias b . Abrah am , the author of the av D'N
‘

tpn p15n
war m(ed . Pinsker, pp . 99 seq.)

3
. This follows from the

1 W ith this is connected th e an swer of B en Mashiah mentioned
previou sly (cf. above , p .

2 This follows from th e fact that th e words ofHadas s i fol low ing upon
th e con clus ion s of Saadiah (p. 9 6 , l . N 17!

“mm ’mn’on 5m “1 1 ’D i n

'm m s : firm rs pun: ms
‘
n
’
a

'

n on ~3 yam mm 153m 173 rpm ,
are s imply

tran s lated from Jefet (H irs chfe ld, p. 1 1 4, 1511a N7: ’D ”brats '
np was

s o: w s
‘w D

‘ 5D rrfi
'

mn mm? mm ywsn wum 151m 313 .

3 Th e view of Pinsker (p. w) , Schorr (Vi'mn,
VI

,
and Gottl ober

(D
‘mpn nn

‘
nn

‘
:mpn, p . that Elias b. Abraham is not th e author

,
s eems
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of
‘

Anan l
. His injured ambition,

following upon his re

moval from the Exilarchate in favour ofhis younger brother

Hanania, drove h im to Schisma.

‘

Anan was in mortal
danger owing to the interference of the Arabian govern
ment . But following the advice of a Mos lem s cholar (Abu

Hanifa imprisoned with him ,
he was able to win the

favour of the Chalif by declaring that he represented a

different religion from h is brother
,
to wit, that in oppos ition

to the latter h e taught the fixing of the months on the

bas is of the obs ervation of the moon and the consideration
of the ripenes s of the corn . The Chal if saw therein a

conces s ion to Is lam
,
and showed him favour. Pinsker

mus t als o be right in saying that this report was preserved
in Saadiah

’

s above-mentioned polemical work.

THIRTEENTH CENTURY.

33 . Jac ob b . M o s es Tamani (of Taman in the Crimea) ,
according to a tombs tone inscription (Firk owitsch ,

’Jnx

mar, no . was the head of a Karaite s choo l, and the

author of a work mnan '

15 D
,
and he was buried in 958 in

Tschufut-Kalé. It goes without saying that the date of this

ins cription
,
on which the word Tamani does not occur,

was fabricated by Firk owitsch
,
as there were not yet in

the tenth century in the Crimea any Karaite heads of

s chools
, who had many pupils rmmn) . It

does not at all fo llow from the work mentioned (the begin
ning of which is mis s ing) that it bore the title ii

‘ man ”

l530 ,

and that its author was called Jacob b . Mos es . It is more

likely to have been
,
according to Harkavy (Altjud . Dank

fmdlcr
,
p . the work of an anonymous Byzantine

Karaite of the twelfth or thirteenth century. In the few

lines that Pinsker (p . 68) has published from this work,

“ th e heretic ”

(W5f
‘

lbfl z fl5xfin5x) Saadiah is also mentioned
a few times . We have , e .g. h is explanation of Exod . iii . 2

(on the burning of fire on the Sabbath ; of. above , p .

1 Cf. R . E. J .
,
XLIV

,
1 66 s eq .
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then the as sertion that analogy is not to be applied 111

the cas e of incest ,
‘

and hence that it is not forbidden ,
as

the Karaites maintain , to marry a niece l ; and las tly,
Saadiah

’

s explanation
,
mentioned often already

,
that inter

prets n
~5sn 135mas nt sm 1351-1.

34 . J efet , called Ibn abi-l -H asan al -B arq amani , was a

Karaite phys ician and author in Alexandria. A terminu s

a quo for his life is afforded by the fact that h e quotes no

later author than Moses Maimonides ('3E
'

1P5N mm) ; a

term inu s ad qa cm is supplied by the mention of his name

in a Karaite compilation on Deuteronomy of the year I 35 1

(see infra ,
No . He mus t therefore be as signed, with

Steinschneider (Arab. L iter . d . Judcn , to the m iddle
of the thirteenth century . Apart from a medical work ,

fini n
‘
z s finsSs than ~s fincnnEs fiSs pnts (MS . in Berlin and

Oxford) , Jefet al so composed a polem ical work in Arabic
against the Rabbanites , under the title nmwn “

15 0 (MS . in

St. Petersburg) , which cons ists of s even s ections (mii), and
is said to be very violent (see Monatsschrift, XLII,
Here also Maimonides is quoted very often , and des ignated
as mm can

-
15s , ca

n-15s (als o 0“s ”SiDSN) . A pas sage about
Saadiah has been published by Gurland (7w III,
Rus sian part , p. EPJSs masts "a (pas s

-
15s m) mm

nn
‘
pn

“wai ts 1s
"roas ts nfi yo rm 5m smart s 1

'

v was was
"fit: rmSm wris ts at }: any raw

-mms no man nwnfi (cf.

above
,
p. 1 0

,
n .

3 5 . N atan b . J eh uda is an otherw ise quite unknown
Karaite author. A pas sage in h is name on the subj ect of

calendar- lore is quoted in a Bodleian MS. of the year 1 584

(Cat .
,
vo l . II, no . 2789 , fol . 45 a ; published J .Q.R VIII

, 70 3)
and in Mos es Misorudi

’

s nwn mm
, which was written in

1 6 0 2 (MS . Leyden
,
p . 52

7
,
fol . 24 7 ; s ee above

,
p . 47 ,

n . The beginning of this passage reads : 33 m ”JR

1 ’
131 mm: my»: rs 1mm rm {11 1 mm:m mm mm wnn mm or were an .

‘Anan already derives th e prohibit ion to marry a n iece from th e analogy
respecting th e aunt : s ee Kaufmann-Gedenkbuch, p. 1 73 .
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m s W : w as on was mmpn tat s no ns rn$sw ~n5sws mw
’
13 1 m a no: my my mumin 135 rm ”3 . From thes e words
we may infer that Natan did not live in Constantinople

(arm and that this city was s till under Chris tian do
m inion. We are , therefore , perhaps not wrong in as s igning
h im to the Crimea in the thirteenth century 1

. From the

same Bodleian MS . another pas sage from this Natan is com
municated, which is directed against Saadiah

’

s well-known
explanation of the verse Gen. i . 1 4 (mmc mm; s ee above ,
1. and here we read towards the end : 'JN man: nvnn rm
’

13 1 mm 5p nz nwn T he» was mac: ma. Thus Natan also
compos ed a polemical work against Saadiah . This fact
a lso tes tifies to an earlier date for our author

,
for

,
as the

pres ent es say shows , the Karaites did not ceas e indulging
in polem ics against Saadiah till modern times

,
though they

do so only incidentally . None of them
,
however, composed

a special work of controversy. Other traces of Natan
’

s

polemics are hitherto unknown .

36 . Aaron b . Jo seph , or Aaron the Elder, the famous

phys ician of philo sophical training, Bible exegete, and

liturgical poet, is one of the most prominent repres entatives
of the later period of Karaite literature . Of special im
portance is his commentary on the Pentateuch , 1mm fiat:

(ed . Kos low, which he compos ed according to his own
s tatement in (on Exod . xii . 2 ; fol . 1 4 h : t

’

nr

"

15m 0 133 1 5 mmme: n
” 5 mc wwan at camp mc may vans

nan
-
15 mm m um worm mm-nn amp mm mm 13mm fi rm

1 S imha Isaac Lutz k i (c r

pwxm s , f. 2 1 b, l . 2 2 ) mentions a pump? ! in:V an,

wh o was perhaps a brother of th e Aaron b. Judah nwoip, to whom So lomon

h a-Nas i s ent h is epistle on incest ( s ee Ste in s chneider, Cat. Lugd. , p .

and wh o accordingly h ad l ived at th e beginning of th e twe lfth century.

B ut it is impos s ible to identify h im w ith our Natan
,
as th e latter, in my

opin ion
,
did not l ive in Con s tant inople . Further on S imha Isaac ( l . c. ,

f. 2 2 a, l . 1 7) mentions am ong th e Karaite s cholars of Lithuania a Judah
b. Dan ie l

,
together with h is two sons

,
Danie l and Natan. But the latter

als o cannot pos s ibly be our Natan b. Judah , as th e l iterary act ivity
of th e Karaite s in Lithuan ia on ly began in th e s ixteenth century, hence
at th e t ime when Byzantium was no longer Christian.
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'
13 1 nsnho mpzn mpn mas : or) msmm)

1
. Saadiah is men

tioned here only twice : ( 1 ) on Exod. xiii . 4 (fo l . 1 9 b), on

m s . According to Saadiah
’

s declaration
,
this verse speaks

agains t the Karaite interpretation of r ate as ripenes s of

corn, for here the question is about the ripeness in Egypt
,

which takes place one month earlier than that in Palestine,
and therefore cannot s erve for the fixing of the months .

Aaron replies that this vers e would then also point against

the Rabbanites , who likewise pay regard to the max ( swam

an: ow n m s m fi ns : mam w-mns mow: amps mum awn

mmman u w s 51 main) . (2) On Lev . iv. 35 (fol . 7 a) ,
on the use of the fat tail Contrary to his custom
elsewhere, Aaron deals with this subj ect rather fully. In

this passage he already reverts to it a s econd time
,
and

mentions the name of Saadiah only in connexion with

an argument . In Lev. ix . 1 9
—20 , where nt h: is included

in the general concept of 130 511 , the Karaites find a support

for their prohibition of this fat tail . Saadiah refutes this
argument by showing from Exod. xx . 8— 1 0 and s imilar
verses , that when two groups of things are enumerated ,
ofwhich the one is much les s than the other quantitatively ,

then only the larger group is mentioned , whilst the other
is included in it (thus in ver. 20 only z sn is repeated

,
as

this is greater quantitatively in comparison with mt :
and

"

Dan mm” of ver. This view is opposed by Aaron
in the following words : mm fiDNW mm: woman mm: rm
is man mm 5s we: m n run nvnn rim-x51 3m TarnSmun

05W was wmwn yaw: are amaBnun: 53 1 um: am as m was

mm nw inn: s51 nnSw 5mmc Sr Winn 5pmc 51:W e an S: 51:

ppm n-mrm a nn mm 35m mm run 1: nun: imp:

wmwnwwsbcan now urns r: nnw K’WU
’

1 m man: mmwn
’
131 m: '1 1

”

law2
. But Saadiah is als o meant in the pas sage

For th e l iterature on h im see J ew. Encycl . , s . v. ( I , On th e Mibhar
cf. e specially Jost , Gesch . d. Judenthums

,
II

, 356 s eq. It is not qu ite certain
that Aaron lived in Con stantinople .

Both thes e conclus ions of Saadiah have hitherto not been known
from o lder s ources , s o far as I am aware. Could Aaron perhaps have
drawn them immediately from Saadiah ?
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on iii . 9 (fol . where s everal of his arguments are refuted
“m ntnsS. nms nwnnn 1pm numb map man 716 5: run

55: as an5m0 mo mi mSRm 1:5n fi rm Y
’

s w orn unspw
'
13 1 any: 3511 172: mu 1:5n inmmmm 13:

-mun nwnn5 (cf.
Gan Eden , fol . 9 b ; Adderet, ummc my, cap. Apart
from these pas sages Aaron mus t hint at Saadiah many
times without mentioning his name .

FOURTEENTH CENTURY.

3 7 . I srae l [h .Samue l h a-DaJJan (also called h a-M a
‘

arabi)
lived in Cairo at the beginning of the fourteenth century ,
and is the author of s everal works in Arabic 1 . I have
made the conj ecture above (No . that the poems pre

s erved at the top of a MS . of David b. Abraham ’

s Lexi
con

,
and which are aimed agains t Saadiah and Samuel

b . Hofni, were perhaps compos ed, not by Israel b. Daniel ,
but by our Israel ha-Ma

'

arabi.

38. The MS . of the British Mus eum
,
Or. 2498 (Cat .

,
I
,

no . 334) contains an Arabic c ommentary on Deuteronomy ,

the beginning of which is m is s ing , and which originally
extended perhaps over the whole Pentateuch . This com

mentary , as the colophon states , is compiled from Qirqi
sani, Jefet b .

‘

Ali
, Sahl b . Masliah [Abu-l -Surri], Abu-l

Enumerated in Steins chne ider, Arab. Liter. d. Juden, 1 84 . Th e

name of h is father Samue l only res ts upon a combination of Pinsker
(p . 1 76) that h as yet to be confirmed. On th e other hand

,
th e Karaite

authors call h im on ly 3M ? ! 5mm” ”31 or ”313773 71 ; 9 . g. , h is pupil , Jefet b . Sagir
( in Pinsker, Aaron b . Elias (Gan Eden, f. 2 a h ; Kcter Tom on

Exod . xii. 2 , f. 28 a) ; Samuel al -Magribi (Mars h z
’

d
, Sec tion vi i , chap. xii i ,

ed. Lorge
,
p . Ibn al -H iti (J. Q. R.

,
IX

, 435 , l . 8 from bottom ) ; El ias
B ash iatch i (Adderet, n

”

nprm,
cap. XL) Mo se s B ash iatch i ( in

‘

the mm? WED,
s ee Ste ins chne ider, Cat. Lugd.

,
p. Judah Me ir Tauriz i ( in Pin sker,

p . and Simha Isaac Lutz k i (D‘

pfl xm s , f. 2 1 b , 1. 2 2 ) — In th e Arabic
compilat ion on Deuteronomy about to be mentioned

,
th e author c ited as

nmr‘m arms tbs “m if» : ”D in: ’
1 ( see Margoliouth ,

Catalogue, I, p. 268 b) must l ikewise be our Israel.
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Faraj Harun,
Abu-l -Faraj Furqz

’

in b .

’Asad [i. e . Jeshua

b. Jehuda] , and others , of whom Jefet s eems to have been

used the mo st , and it was fin ished in the first ten days

of the month Nisan ,
1 663 (Era of Contracts ) or the end

‘

of Muharram
, 752, of the Hegira (=March, 1 35 1 )

1
. On

xvii . 8 (fol . 49 a) a vigorous controversy is waged agains t
Saadiah ,who (according to the precedent of the Talmudists)
refers the words m5 owr: to the difference between pure

and impure blood (m5 nwr:
'

yn
’

1pm.wpsSm s5s 5s p wpr

na v mp1 nnnnw
'

n ws os tr
‘
5
’

w~ s ir-n mm: on mw: cw sm
~
'

15s s in n: naps 5p: pm the 0mm). As mentioned already

(cf. above , p . David b . Boaz (2) also controverted this
explanation of Saadiah , and it is therefore pos sible that he
was the source whence our compiler drew.

39 . Aaron b . E lias , or Aaron the Younger
,
is also im

portant as a Bible exegete
,
a teacher of the Law, and a

religious philos opher
,
on which account his cc -religionists

place him by the s ide of Maimonides . His place of origin
was Nik omedia , in As ia Minor, and he died 1 369

2
. For

our purpose we have firs t to cons ider his Book of Precepts ,
entitled rm 1: (composed 1 354 , ed. Koslow , Here
also Saadiah is the subj ect of rather frequent controversy.

Aaron deals most fully with the subj ect of the calendar,
and is uncommonly incensed agains t Saadiah ’

s theory of

the great age of the permanent calendar with al l its rules .

He says that Saadiah
,
in this as sertion , scoffs at his own

teachers , the Talmudists , who al l firmly maintained the

method of observation (fol . 5 b : 5m 10 v
"
I wis h 55m

’
wwraw

“
n 5s ~5m 3a mm nnsw: mama nu was vn

'

13 1 mm rw: s5a nw 1am nna was t nmwnm s r pv), then

1 Cf. my About-Faradj Haroun ben c l-Faradj , p. 3 7 XXXIII
,

That Jefe t was th e principal s ource follow s from th e remark on

Deut. xxxiii. 4 (published in Semitic S tudies in Memory of Dr. Kohut
,
p . 436 ,

n . See als o Margo l iouth , Catalogue, l. c .
,
and Ste ins chne ider

,
Arab. L iter.

d . Juden, 1 32 , 235 ( als o my Zur j fid.
-arab. Litter.

,
p .

2 Cf. on h im finally Jew. Encycl ., s .v. (I, 9 , and “mu? ws , s .v. ( I,
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advances his arguments and obj ections against obs ervation

(ra uawrnvanmrnma on 15m, altogether ten in number) ,
and refutes it. Then Aaron Opposes Saadiah ’

s as sertion
that al l the data in the Talmud from which it is inferred
the Dclzij ot had no validity , are to be unders tood only
theoretically (fo l . 6 d : 1513: naynn was at usumEns rm
'
13 1 new w”v mm: Sn awns ~a mpa 5: m was a max-raw h aw) .
Incidentally we learn that Saadiah

’

s opinion of those data,
which could not in any cas e be taken theoretically , was
that they contain only the view of individuals but not
the generally accepted view (fol . 7 b : nuurn 15s : (“van

sS 7s t rans naps m rmmn was ~mn~an swvo a~s n m
’

131 awn nasn amnm .wswm ~s $ .wwmon m5: rwzwa .wmsn) .
He further attacks the theory of the great age of inter
ce lation

,
which he refutes with arguments from the Talmud

itself (fol . I5 b) ; and he also mentions his objection,
that

was can als o s ignify the name of the month (fol . 1 6 d ,

where he call s Saadiah 1am: 5mm). The other pas sages
concern the problem ofman nwnnn (fol . 53 a) , the proces s of
np

'SD (fol . 89 d) , the use of the fat tail (fol . 96 d : Dipsmnws
‘

n

m”v mmm n~swpn nrw was: pISnS way was ~mn~sn sure sm

rmvntn
‘

m a rather thorough and complete) , and the
theory of the Levirate marr iage (fol . 1 59 b : the name of

Saadiah is not mentioned here, though he is the author of

the view
,
introduced by mm: nsr, that Lev . xviii . 1 6 suffers

limitation through Deut. xxv. 5 , just as , e . g. Lev . xxiii. 3
through Num. xxviii . 9 , s ee supra , p .

All the views of Saadiah mentioned here are already
known from earlier sources , from which Aaron also must
have obtained them. On the other hand

,
the refuta

tions often contain new points , especially w ith regard
to the last matter

,
where logical categories are intro

duced. The manner of treatment is mos tly pertinent and

calm , as befits a serious scho lar, though we have seen that
the tone is not always distinguished .

In the commentary on the Pentateuch ,
nwmfin: (compo sed

1 362 ; ed . Koslow, 1 866 in which rabbinical authors are
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laws , ed. Lorge (Berlin,
No rabbinical author is

mentioned in this work by name , but Saadiah is anony
mous ly made the subj ect of controversy. Thus

,
in Section

III, chap . 1 (ed. Kauffmann , p . l . Saadiah
’

s interpreta
tion ofGen . i . 14 , already mentioned a few times in this s tudy ,

is characterized as that of a heretic (piswm mms 5 rm
’
1m

in: or: s pa u5~55s 1 nit s [t s ] s 5 .

‘

w
’

wuwnts mwmsnts t s

pats ints ; cf. als o J . Q.R . , XVI,
4 1 . David b . Saad

’
e l [=Saad iah ] ibn al -H iti (of Hit

on the Euphrates ) is the author of a regis ter of Karaite
s cholars , among whom the Samuel al -Magribi jus t men

tioned is the lates t. It thus appeared probably about the
m iddle of the fifteenth century, but in sp ite of his com

parative youth and in spite o f his lack of critical power,
it is not altogether without value , as the author apparently

o ften had at his disposal go od o lder s ources . We have also
made use of it here rather frequently

,
not without profit.

This register is edited , w ith an English tran s lation
,
by

G. Margo l iouth (J . Q. R .
,
IX , 429

—
43 , als o s eparately ; cf.

my notice in Z .f.H .B .

,
II, under the title Ibn ai-Hiti ’s

Arabic Chronicle of Karaite Doctors .

”

Saadiah is men

tioned here a few times in conjunction w ith various

Karaite authors (s ee p . 432 ,

”

l . 1 9 ; p . 433 , l . 1 1 ; p . 435 ,

ll. 8
, 1 0 , but the only thing of interes t is the s tatement

that Salmon b . Jeroham died in Aleppo , that Saadiah
followed the bier in rent garments and barefooted, and

that , when he was reproached about it , he is said to have

replied : “We have bo th derived great profit from our

mutual controversy. There is no t the s lightes t doubt

about h is [Salmon
’

s] knowledge ; and hence I did what
I did (p . 434 , l. 20 Probably Ibn al-Hiti did not

invent this fable, but took it from an o lder Karaite author.

—Cf. al so Ste inschneider, Arab. Liter . d . Juden , 20 0 ,

and infra ,
No . 49 .

42. E l ias b . M o ses B ash iatch i
, who is distinguished

by conspicuous know ledge of the older literature , by
complete mastery over the rich material, and who presents
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the clearest and plaines t ‘

method among the
I

Karaite

codifiers died in Constantinople , 23 Sivan ,
1 490 , without

completing his Book of Precepts mbs nwws (ed. Constanti
n0ple , 1 53 1 Kos low

,
1 834 ; Odess a , 1 870 )

2
. In this work,

which attained predominant authority among the later
Karaites , Bashiatchi records the o lder opinions and hence

mentions also the Opinions of Saadiah . In the intro
duction,

for example, he disputes Saadiah
’

s explanation of

Exod . xxiv. 1 2 (nsnna wp ntnpn bran h rp 1pm:moanmm
.wwmn up s t» 73 e mmm: pnwman: was a no n: was max-ran

awm .wwmn arm nwwnwn may pwan: s 5 r15m: can u m am

man: wns a no s in: nmanm .ws Brna .wwm manna nnnna

13 ras
~a nuns

'

p .wrmmm .wwmn or sS psn mm
‘
; or paw

’

13 1 can map nwa nswmm mmm .wwmn
:
wns sunmun:

Then he discus ses the themes touched on mos t often in the
controversy with Saadiah , viz . the questions of calendar-lore

(w
‘ mn a np rm,

chap. 6
, 9 , I 5 , and fire-burning on the

Sabbath (ma
’

y, chap . 4 , and the forbidden pieces of

fat (main? )
’

9 , chap . Moreover, he also controverts
Saadiah w ithout mentioning his name , e . g. in reference
to man nwnnn (human an

’

v, chap . &c . In all these
questions Bashiatchi fo llows earlier protagonists

,
espe

cial ly Aaron b . Elias , but by his clear and systematic
clas s ification of the material he throws a brighter light
upon many a matter that -had till then received s cant
cons ideration.

43 . Kal eb b . E lias Afend opo l o (or E fend opu l o ). He
was a pupil and brother-in- law of the preceding . He is

jus tly called the las t Karaite po lyhis tor, for he repres ents

1 Frankl in h is art icle Karaiten (in Ers ch u. Gruber, II, vol . XXXIII
,

p .

3 Th e work was then completed by Kaleb b . El ias Afendopolo , the
w e ll-known pupil and brother-in-law of B ash iatch i ; but h e was als o
overtaken by death before h e was able to bring h is work to a complete
conclus ion . Cf. th e follow ing number.

3 This explanation of Saadiah is already controverted byTobias b .Mose s ,

wh o , however, doe s not quote it fully : s ee above, p. 6 2 . Of. also W olf,
B ibi. Helm, IV, 1 0 93 .
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in his own personali ty the entire learning of his age
1
.

Among his numerous writings , which deal w ith the mos t
diverse scientific subjects , there is also an incomplete
s upplement to the was nwws which has jus t been mentioned .

This work mentions the date , 1 497 , in s everal places . In

the supplement to mum nsmu my (ed. Odes s a
,
1 36 c , at

foo t) , he discus s es the commandment of the red heifer, the
ashes of which pos s es sed the well-known property of

defil ing the pure and cleans ing the unclean. He quotes
Saadiah

’

s V iew 2
,
but he is as little satisfied with it as w ith

the exeges is of the other Rabbanite and Karaite authorities ,
whom he quotes previously.

SIXTEENTH CENTURY.

44 . M o s es b . E l ias B ash iatch i , a great-grandson ofElias b .

Mos es Bashiatchi (no . 42 above), is generally represented as a

prodigy . Born in I554 , at Cons tantinople , he is said by his
s ixteenth year to have already acquired many languages

(Greek, Arabic, Spanish) and to have compos edmany works .

He then started on his travels , but died two years after,
26 Iyar, I 572, as a young man of eighteen (Mordecai b .

Nisan,

‘J
'

Iwn ww
,
ed . Vienna , fo l . 9 b). How much of this is

true it is hard to ascertain 3
; but it is a fact that he

unders tood Arabic
,
and that he had before him many

1 For th e l iterature about h im , see my art ic le in th e Hebrew Encyclopedia,
7
7min”

'

1s vo l . II, pp . 1 7 2
-

4, s . v . mamas ,where I have endeavoured to

de term ine th e t im e when h e l ived.

9 51735 Sum nun s ? ! man pump mm) mm moms psm rrwro aw "mm

131 1371 no w~mrm 0mm wnwn 7
:35a warns mm D: nrr’m It appears

from th e examples quoted here, which do n ot agree w ith tho s e given
in Emunoth ( section iii

,
end) , that Afendopo l o mu s t pre sumably

have u sed an intermediary s ource— i. e . ibn Ezra on Numbers xix. 2 .

I t mus t, however, be remarked that th e first ins tance on ly is adduced

there .

3 Much more probable is another statement contained in th e St . Peters
burg MS . of h is D’n

‘
as man ( in Neubauer , Ans d. Petersb. B lbl . , p . that

Mo s e s B . died in 1 55 5 , at th e age of tw enty-e ight . Cf. als o S te in s chne ider,
Die Geschichts literatur der Juden, I, p . 1 0 6 , no . 1 24, and J. Q.R. ,

XVIII
,
1 88.
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monuments of the o ldest Karaite literature . In Egypt

h e found fragments of
‘

Anan
’

s Book of Precepts in the

original Aramaic, wh ich he included in his nDD nut (cf.
R . E. J . ,

XLV
,
1 7 6 Th e Pentateuch commentary of

Abu-l -Faraj Harfin was also known to h im (see ibid .

,

XXXIII
,
2 1 7 ; reprint, p . In his D‘n5s man he gives

a chain of tradition of the Karaite teachers (reproduced
by Mordecai b . Nisan, l . c .

, fol . 1 1 b). Here we read
,

among other things , that Saadiah flourished at the time

of Salmon b . Jeroham , Jos eph b . Noah, Jacob b . Isaac

Qirqisani, Hasan b . Mashiah, and Abraham b . Isaac al

Basri ; that he was a dis ciple of Salmon ; and that Joseph
disputed with him in his wis an EDD

,
composed in 930

(a 1 urn
-
1: 13 naSa a p

iurn mm m a mpinpn urn

man 13 [s lo t] wion nwti us opwpn our 13 spa nw5i n: in new:

woman 11s : .wiwyo awn~n nnumm ~wm n pnri 3: unwns nw‘n

wn~ isms wan am" nwi nmw~ nata aw 5a iw~a5n .wnw s um

wa rn was: mum: 15 niwnmnor
’w naomwns mi: Ema

.wwixb ’

s:msn aa nie
‘
z s nrnws ma: wnm wisnn was : mean) .

Here we have , s o far as is known, the o ldes t source for
th e information , often repeated by later Karaites

,
that

Saadiah was a pupil of Salmon 1
,
and this information

caus ed Firkowitsch to fabricate the a addima named
after Salmon (Pinsker, p . 6 1 By the Joseph who

disputed with Saadiah we have likewis e to understand

Qirqisani, whom Mo s es Bashiatchi mostly calls q
’
uw

’JRDP
'

IPH,
but whom he als o styles once as Joseph b . Isaac

b. Jacob Q. and another time as Jos eph b. Jacob Q.

Hence we should probably read in the chain of tradition
ns opwpn our in spa nor] 3w51. He always entitles his
work as 5mm ‘

nsnn
,
and only once as D'wisn EDD

,
s o that

here also nism is to be given the full form of 5mmwisnn2.

1 Another of th e recent w riters on th e Talmud (Bornfeld, Der Talmud,
Berlin

,
1 9 0 0 , p. 83 ) as sert s that this is a fact, and that it is adm itted by

both s ide s
,
Karaite and Rabbinical

2 Cf. th e pas sages in ques tion from th e w orks of B . in S teinschneider

Festschrzft, pp . 2 1 4 where I als o po int out that Qirqisani was
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SEVENTEENTH CENTURY.

45 . E l ias b . B aruch Jerush almi belongs to the second
half of the seventeenth century. We find him in Elul

,

1 654, in Constantinople
,
where he hospitably entertained

the Karaite travellers from the Crimea, Mos es Jerushalmi b .

Elias ha-Levi and Elias b . David , in his house But he

must have migrated later to the Crimea
,
for Simha Isaac

Lutz k i mentions him among the s cho lars of this country
nws ,

fol . 2 1 b , from bottom) . Elias composed
certain works (enumerated by Fiirst, III, which , how
ever, exis t only as manus cripts . He was also a scribe

and particularly copied old polemical works of the Karaites ,
which he provided w ith prefatory remarks and pos ts cripts

,

e .g. the polemical treatis e of Sahl b . Mas liah against Jacob
b . Samuel (Pinsker, pp . 25 , 27 , In a concluding note

on a copy of Salmon b . Jeroham
’

s controvers ial work , which

has been preserved from Pinsk er
’

s literary remains in the
Vienna Beth ha-Miolrash (No . 27

3
; cf. Pinsker, p . Elias

indulges in such violent abus e of Saadiah that the pen
refuses to repeat the words 2. We there read that many
Karaites engaged in a polemical campaign against the
godless Fayyumite e . g . David b Boaz (win 13 s iam "m "

n:

n
”

v s iam 'e n)
3
,

“his teacher Salmon b . Jeroham 017350

confused with al -Bas ir (but perhaps this confus ion originates w ith th e
c opyis ts cf. als o th e fo l low ing number) . Th e des ignation of Qirqisani

’

s

wsus 'as ns na as “mm wwsnn ought to s erve as a sufiicient distinction from
Bas ir’

s ws s nncs
'
as z sn: ( n wwsnn won) .

1 See th e account of th e travels of this Moses
, ed . Gurland (s ur '131 ,

part I, p . arm or mm s rrooip
'
a us : [1

’

a tbs s
'
i]

'
11 mm

may un
‘mn wmrwmam fi r insaw 1m V

’
s : mum: ant s w

”

.w3 m :

fl
'

npn ram) man . Cf. als o Neubauer, Ans d. Petersb. B ibl . , pp. 47 , 6 7 .
-Th e

surname Jeru sh almi, which both El ias and h is father Baruch bear
,
and

which is als o to be m et w ith among other Karaites of th e later t im e
,
does

not s ign ify abs o lute ly that its bearers came from Jerus alem , but that they
h ad m ade a pilgr image to th e holy c ity (hence analogous to th e Mos lem
Hajj i ) or h ad s oj ourned there s ome t ime .

3 Publ ished by Bardach , rpm van: (Vienna, p . 2 7 .

3 Elias h as here a hovering n o t ion of th e name of th e Exilarch David
b . Zakkai, th e opponent of Saadiah .
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rmmtn 5p me by im am nab-n: mman 15 ma muw nmw~ 3:

M D
“
! 5m) , and his colleague , Jo s eph al -Bas ir, also a disciple

of Salmon
,
in his work ha -Maor

,
compo sed in the year 9 1 0

(m pate imw ta wnSn .ws iwn nor paw rare 5a m n on

r
”

aa s
”

wma: wmnanwis an iws on). The ban which Salmon ,

according to right and custom ,
hurled agains t his rebellious

pupil , provoked Saadiah to such a degree of agitation and

fear that he fell into a melancholy, died of it in 942, and

was denied an honourable burial in Sura. Elias s eems

to have taken these various chronological snIppets partly
from Moses Bashiatchi 1 .

46 . M ordecai b . N isan composed among other things
,
as

is well known ,
in the form of an answer to the ques tions of

Trigland, the little work ”TH U
'

11
, which pretends to be

a history of Karaism . He finished it July 1 8, 1 699, in

Krasn i Ostrow (or Kok iz ow), no t far from Lemberg , and it
first appeared inWolf

’

s Notttia Karaeorum ,
Hamburg

, I 7 I4 .

Saadiah is mentioned here only quite incidentally
, e . g . in

the above-mentioned chain of tradition o fMos es Bashiatchi

reproduced here. In another pas sage (ed. Vienna
,
fo l . 1 3 a)

Mordecai states that the Karaite chronology agrees with
that of the Rabbanites . For example , of the latter,
Gedaliah ibn Yahya ,

in h is Sha lsbelet
,
gives 942 as the

year of Saadiah ’
s death (nmmwsn WEDD: i

“373W3 i3

s ~~n~ zns rib-u aw mmanna nnta 1is z n~wr0 uw ns iwnra

fir st 3
”

an frets ’wmanwas: as : n
'vwro mwa ntnpn ntataz ) ,

and this agrees (l) with the as sertion of the Karaites jus t
mentioned, that Saadiah was a pupil of Salmon , and that
he is the object of a polemical attack in the Sefer ha -Zlfaor

,

composed in 930 . In conclus ion ,
he speaks (fol . 1 3 b) of

the letter of Menahem , mentioned by Trigland, to
'

un Dsipv

pun nfi vD
"
1 5ys (ed. Pinsker, p . 55 seq. ; s ee supra ,

No . 4),
and doubts whether this Saadiah is identical with the

Caon. He does not evince a trace of hatred against the
Fayyumite .

1 So for instance on th e po lem ics again st Saadiah in wis p ? ! wED, only that
h e independently added afte r q awt h e word nsnn.
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EIGHTEENTH CENTURY.

47 . Abrah am b . J o s iah Jerush almi is included among the

s cholars of the Crimea by Simha Isaac Lutz k i ms ,

fol . 2 1 b
,
l . 2 from bottom), and lived in Ts chufut-Kalé, as he

als o bears the surname (ibid .
, fol . 26 a , s . v. 51W 5I2W ) .

He is the author of a work entitled ms ruins (ed. Kos low ,

which is uncommonly interes ting in many respects .

In the firs t place the author manifes ts an unexampled
extens ive knowledge of the Rabbinical literature

,
extending

not only to the halakhic but also to the theological and

o ther branches , and he speaks of this and als o of the

Talmudical literature w ith an esteem that could hardly
be surpass ed by a Rabbanite. He especially reveres Mai

monides , whos e works he has s tudied with diligence 1 .
Abraham compos ed this work whils t he was s till young

and l ived a wandering life, and he finished it, according
to the posts cript

,
in the year 1 7 1 2

2
. The greatest part

(if. 4 b—
44 b) is devoted to the demonstration whether the

Karaite or the Rabbanite law is the true one, and here
also he discus ses the matter w ith the Rabbanites in the

calmes t tone and only occas ionally uses a rather violent

expres s ion . For example , in the only pas sage in which

Saadiah is mentioned (fo l . 33 b) , it is s aid that the Rab

banites in their controversy with the Karaites adopt as

their support either the plain meaning of scripture (can)
or tradition (n5np) . But they could not succeed w ith the

Peska t, as this is agains t them . Thus Saadiah maintained
that the Jewish religion does not teach th e obs ervation

of the moon but the calculation of the calendar, and that
this is based upon s cripture itself. But this is wrong ,
as Maimonides in h is commentary on the Mishna and Ibn

Ezra , bes ides others
,
adm its 3 . Similarly ,

h is opinion that

1 I hope to analys e this w ork shortly in a special notice .

2 F. 4g h z uwa “

um inwpnn wwm nSu wm ns i rnwm in
“

um

ms TmDN pwnwn mgr warmm nwnnn 0 :51amnan mwun h am 13:11:i e

’
13 1 TH‘B ‘5 n

’

rnn mm a ns
‘
; 13 Dim ms i wwDI ru ins ms or ) .

3
nun s urm rs D

‘ l lfll fl man 'DS ”3 mm rams ps 1 mm m mmsw:
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N INETEENTH CENTURY.

48. Jo s eph S o lomon L u t z k i b . M o s es (called Haham

in Kos low in the firs t half of the nineteenth century (born
1 769 , died December 1 0

, 1 844 ; for his epitaph s ee Firk o

wits ch , mmwas , pp . 24 I composed a very thorough
supercommentary on the Mibhar , entitled 3D: m'D (com

pleted I 7 Ab, which was published together w ith
the Mibhar in Kos low , 1 835

1
. Here Joseph Solomon

remarks , on Lev. iii. 9 (fol . 5 b , n. I 36 that the argu
ments adduced by Aaron b . Joseph

,
that the fat tail is

not comprised under 35h
,
are thos e of Saadiah :niwinanmm]

“
1 m [nitsm mtn fi DNl] 1M warn naspa wp [nSa sS .wms

iaws 7m: 553m sSa w: Y’n Ream: .wbsm ar ea as : n
ame

u
'm nwa a

”

ys a iaman an
“m: a~wns cr am ni z tnn

nt sn 53 s nbsn iwas wms Ciwana nntn ’

na 55a s in 553 ca

’
13 1 u

'm ntan R923: .wrs . He naturally obtained this in

formation from Aaron b . Elias (Gan Eden ,
fol . 96) or Elias

Bashiatchi (Adderet, Rama my, cap.

49 . Abrah am b . Samuel Firk owit s ch (born at Lutz k

2 1 Elul , 1 788, died at Tschufut-Kalé 22 Sivan, a

brother-in- law andpup il ofthe preceding , is at the same time

the last noted Karaite s cholar 2. His epoch-making impor

tance , which was the caus e of much bles s ing as well as of

much harm, is too well known that we should dilate upon it
here. We shall therefore

,
in accordance with our obj ect,

merely examine his relations with Saadiah .

Firk owits ch began his literary career with abus ive

writings directed against Rabbanite Judaism. One of them

(mm amm) he added as an appendix to the D11 2? ” mm

1 See on h im and h is work als o Jos t
,
II, 3 74 ; Gottl ober, p . 1 79 , and

Furs t , III, 1 3 1 s eq .

2 Th e day and year of h is birth are given by Firk owits ch him s e lf in
5mm ,

II ( 1 86 1 , 1 69 . Th e l iterature on h im in J ew. Encycl. , s . v .

(V, i s n ot c omplete . Cf. , e . g . , Ge iger, Jud. Zeitschrift, XI , 1 42 seq .

Frank]
,
Monatsschrzft, XXV, 479 ; S te ins chneider, Vorlesungen uber d. Kunde

hebr. Handschriflen, p. 82
,
&c .
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(Kos low,
1 835) edited by h im

'

(fo l . 49—58)
1
. The other

(nmwm nDD) appeared as an independent work (ibid .
,

In outward form the author here follows the example of

Hadas s i
,
inasmuch as he takes the Ten Commandments

as his text, and writes in rhymed pro s e , although the s tyle
is s omewhat more fluent and pleasant than that of his

predeces sor. But in regard to matter also
,
he follows

throughout those of the ' o lder Karaite authors who are

lacking in every feeling o f respect for their opponent. In

this work Saadiah is occas ionally made the obj ect of a

po lemical attack, and is mentioned by name. The author
also repeats the s tatement that the Gaon was a pupil of
Salmon ,

and that in his religio -philos ophical work he

followed the foots teps of his teacher (fo l . 1 34 b : nsw D31

ws a (sic) zia50 nnwwas: nana wati amawp iwao [n
”

nawn 5”w]
hmas wan: wwwa: z as Jaa as : E

rnie 5a wnwnina nap: nwnna

maSa 7151a mataa wwr mann5 rs s aw a aa5o aw7w u5a

nnna Smart), nay, that he had learnt the ph ilos ophy
‘

of th e

Kaldm ,
upon which this work is built

,
from the Karaites

,

just as Maimonides hims elf admits that this philosophy
firs t appeared among them (fo l . I 35 a: mm 133

s amba can rrwnwn [L nann] .waJnnsYaJ E'swpn trsa [a
”

nawa

waters waSwas mnas : 5m mum .wswpz ; s ee March
,
I
,

In fact
,
al l important Rabbanite s cholars who , in accor

dance w ith the precept of 1 Chron . xxviii. 9 , strove after
a true knowledge , like Saadiah ,

Maimonides , and others ,
only fo llowed the example of the Karaites , who fi rs t made
this knowledge a duty (fol . I 37 a : arms at wnwnnanaswn

nmwns i '

s ints as awpics 51) nary 15m ni swpnanurn

mm: a tn ni swp aww: arrann bm wnw nanw 35 ~wai 5:
’

13 1 i5m? nasn Dnsm In the controversy about
s ingle points of difference among Rabbanites and Karaites ,

1 Als o in th e supplement to Aaron b. Jos eph’

s Isaiah commen tary
( from cap. lix) , entitled rum » nt nn wisp, h e continually disputes w ith
th e Rabbanite s in a very abu s ive tone s ee

,
e . g.

,
on lix . 5 1x. 2 2 lxi i. 1 1

lxv. 4, 7 , 8, 1 1 , &c. Cf. als o Ge iger, 1.



92 THE KARAITE - LITERARY OPPONENTS OF

Saadiah is mentioned only in the discus s ion about the
burning of fire on the Sabbath (fo l . 5 1 a : man: ”DW D D:

’
13 1 lWDNJ npSwnEv ;.w~na innwwn sSiwwant iwvnn).
But in proportion as Firkowits ch began to make his

discoveries , his relation towards Rabbinism changed.

Whether it was that in consequence of his s cientific ardour
his ideas had become enlarged 1

,
whether it was that he

now needed the good w ill of the Rabbanite s cho lars 2
,
the

fact is that from 1 839 he no longer indulged in any

obj ectionable remarks in his published works agains t the
Rabbanites , and that he gave expres s ion to this altered
dispos ition in his famous letter to Be z alel Stern in the

year 1 84 1 (published in part in Wan: Wins ,
I
,
1 0 5 )

3
. Now

Saadiah also receives honour from his hands , especially
in a treatise in which he communicates the dis covery of

fragments of two works of Saadiah
,
the 1mm WED and the

"bin WED (in r‘5an,
VIII

,
1 868, no . 26— 7 ; partly quoted by

Harkavy
, Stud . u . flfitt.,V ,

1 2 s eq .

,
1 35 He rejo ices ex

ceedinglyat the discovery ofhis great andwonderfulwork ,

”

the 3mm WDD, becaus e here Saadiah , our holy teacher,
gave a pos itive date (mayan 5m ns warns) mus 53 1” 1m

35 am 53a can we D51): .wnwa iwan '

pwsn: rarnaa as was
'
13 1 mwm mta: naiwpnw: .wmaiwpn nnwan: was ) . Al l the

Gaon
’

s opponents were worthles s fellows who invented
godles s libels agains t him (51? mm was human 5:

ha s as rawrabbi): lWNJWW a
‘e a wiw

’
w awnw

nwwaipn as bra ). He regretted him s elf that he was

once one of the foes of the Gaon (51) 5a] ln53p an

mp pw aniwsa 53: mtvn s 5 .wwman man ;a nsm mass

(m ”355 man) swpa ana n
”

0w.wns a~snan
'
IN mSJPS n~ras an

E5117: n5~na mtpa wm a apns ms an 51a aniwaon ms an

s ari) . Firkowitsch als o admits here that Saadiah was older

1 So Ge iger , I. c . ,
1 49 .

2 So H arkavy , A ltj ud. Denlcmaler, pp . 2 1 1 seq .

,
whose judgment , however,

is s om ewhat too one -s ided .

3 Cf. also h is preface to Solomon b. -Mubhar
’

s w~ pm (Odessa,
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ADDENDA AND
( CORRIGENDA TO MY ESSAY

ON “THE ANTI -KARAITE WRITINGS OF
SAADIAH GAON

(J . Q. R .
, x, 238

In general, of. Steinschneider, Arab. Liter. d. Juden,

pp. 50
—1 and 65 (no . 1 0 also ibid. ,

p . 339 ; my Zur

jud .
-arab. b itten , pp . 42

—
3 , and Bacher, J cu n

'

ek Encycl . , X ,

p . 582 , as well as the pas sages quoted there . In particular,
the fol lowing mus t als o be added
P. 24 2 , l . 3 from bottom . Saadiah

’

s work against t

Anan

was preserved longer than I originally as sumed , for it is
mentioned in a lis t of books at the end of the twelfth
century. See R. E. J . , XLV , 1 9 2, No . 2 , and the pas s ages

quoted there . Cf. als o supra , No . 32, and Hirs chfeld
,

J . Q. R . ,
XIX

,
1 37 .

P. 244 , l . 23 seq. The conclus ion of the l ‘ ianss zia

has been found in the Ceniza , and edited by Hirs chfeld

(J . Q.R . , XVI , 1 0 2—5 )
1
. We learn from it that the whole

work cons is ted perhaps of eight s ections (see p. 1 0 3 , l . 1 8

mats inwj nats as arts fiewra m i"15s { s nsnts mar
and that the penultimate s eventh section (the conclus ion
of which is extant in this fragment) dealt with th e

problem of man a aa
,
whilst in the las t the ques tion

about the two days ’

obs ervance of festivals (except the
Day of Atonement) in the Diaspora is dis cuss ed . This
las t section , which has been pres erved in its entirety ,

o ccupies altogether two printed pages , and if we were
i

to

conclude from °

this with regard to the o ther sections , the

a anSs nsnn mus t have been small in compass . But it is

also poss ible that the work became split up into several

1 Th e fragment edited by Harkavy ( .T. Q.R. ,
XIII

,
65 6 , 65 7 ) is probably

rather a part o f Saadiah
‘

s po lem ical work aga ins t Ibn Saqaweih i, s ee

above
,
No . 2 .



“

TO J . Q; R. x. 238
2

76 95

parts (ns 5s pa) , and that we have before us only the s eventh
and eighth sections of the las t part 1 . We know , as a matter

o f fact, that this work mus t have dealt w ith other subjects
bes ides the calendar and the fes tivals (s ee my es say , p .

We can enter only very briefly here into th e contents of

th is fragment . In the s eventh s ection it is shown , in the

firs t place , that one and the same word (in our case ma) in
two neighbouring vers es , or even in one and the same verse

can very well have two different meanings (hence , in our

cas e , festival-day and week) ; and s econdly, that the Karaites
are wrong in deducing an argument for their own interpre
tation from the non—mention of a fixed date for the Feas t
o f Weeks in the Bible . Then the opinion of a mm:

iJsWWJJDs ss is advanced , that jus t as the harves t ofwheat
is fifty days dis tant from that of barley

,
s o is that of the

new w ine from that ofwheat, which thus falls at the end

o f Tammuz , and that a s imilar interval divides the harves t
of oil from that of the new wine , s o that on the 2o th of

Elul an o il offering had to be brought . Saadiah adds
that the author had arguments in support of this (5’5W5s 1
“

15W ”517 nS). That Philo is meant by this Judah the

Alexandrian , as Hirs chfeld suppo ses
,
is po s s ible ; thes e

recent dis coveries have shown that h is works (inQat i V 1 H
oriental trans lation) were known in the ninth and tenth
centuries in the East, and that he is also quoted , for
example , by Qirqisani as ‘JNWWJDDs ss (s ee all the details in
my es s ay , Philon dans l ’ancienne littérature judéo -arabe ,

”

in R . E. J . ,
L

,
1 0 —In the last or eighth s ection it is

also s tated that it is a tradition handed down by th e prophets
that outs ide Pales tine two days were obs erved ins tead of

one ; and it is then shown that no offence is thus intended
agains t Deut. xiii . I

,
for we do not read here : Whatsoever

I write unto you ye shall not add thereto , nor diminish
from it

,

”

but “Whatsoever I command you,

”

and that which
is handed down by tradition mus t be regarded as having been

1 This wou ld become a certainty if th e 151s 5s n
'
aspats , mentioned in

the next note, were really taken from th e Tamj z
'

z .
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commanded jus t as well as that which is written (p .

from bottom : sS51p: ansps r .ws ;s
15115 swpaSs noants e

0 15 sws e meets 51s mini aaa 11a [MS 1351] s 51 1151: 56 111

117 511 DDl
‘

IN 11 13 13 11w NDJNl 1335 um: ‘DJN WWN 53 as 17 15

3 1n3a5s : 1113 wants war 51p1a5s ). A principle is here ex
pres s ed , of the range of which Saadiah hims elf was perhaps

not conscious .

The fragment edited by Schechter (Saadyana , N0 . IX)
mus t als o belong to the Kitabd l - tamj iz

1
. In th is fragment

Saadiah adduces various passages in Rash ha -Shanah as a

support for h is theory of the great age of the calculation

of the calendar, e . g. from Mishna , I , 9, which shows that

o ften w itnes ses arrived after the laps e of a wh ole night and

a who le day, s o that their declaration could not be of

influence any more on the fixing of the new month . The

obj ect of the observation , therefore, was only to support

the calculation (see Saadyana ,
p . 33 , l . I fin“: 5’s 5‘1 n‘ina

1s
135s m s ans nnts nwm antsvam wapSS 131

-
1113513 1s .

‘

w
’

nis 1

ns ants ppm 12 s rnar1 [1]a 1s 51s5w5s fimw5115s [read 1s ~:5]

W512), a well-known favourite hypothes is of Saadiah . The
earlier Karaites

,
on the o ther hand , forged a weapon agains t

the Fayyumite out of the data in Rosh ha -Shanah , I— II.
'

P. 245 , n. 3 . The pas sage from Mos es b . Ezra is now

known in the Arabic original , and here also we read :
nups o 1511 rfiwTi: wants nsn: 1a

,
s ee sup ra , p . 6

,
n . 3 .

P. 252, l. 22 seq. On the nwps c 13 s "51:WW5s nsn: (s o read
line 24 ins tead of mm), of which s everal fragm ents of th e
Arabic original have likewise now been dis covered, s ee supra ,

No . 2 . On the pas sage cited by Mebas ser respecting the
controversy between R. Meir and the sages

,
s ee also

IV
, 2 1 (where in n . 3 ins tead of J . Q.R. , X,

852, read

1 As I have observed subsequently, there is here a gap between leaf 2
and 3 of th e MS. Natan b. Isaac al -Siqil i s eem s to have c ompiled
a w ork for th e support of tradit ion in general and that of th e great age

of th e
'

Ibbur in particular
,
and for this object to have included th e firs t

chapter ( 1'11s ss .wtspn
‘
as ) of th e ra nts nsn: in

'

h is work or compilat ion
(my Schechter

’

s Saadyana, p . 1 6 , s . v. Natan
,
is therefore to be corrected) .
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ADDENDA
’

AND CORRIGENDA

wrongly ascribed to Jefet
,
and therefore my own con

elus ion (supra , p . 2 1 ) mus t be corrected. In the fragment.
on Leviticus , Saadiah is throughout controverting

‘

Anan
,

as Hirs chfeld rightly says . Saadiah does not name him ,

but indicates him as i'fi
'

lnD5N 133721 (fol . I
”

,
l . 1 6 ; fol .

1. Sip s x
‘m(fol . 1. 1 5 ; 1. 3 ; fo1. 5

m
, 1.

and als o m o ss x
‘ m (fol . 4

m
,
1, Al l the Opinions

here Oppos ed are from other sources known to be
°Anan ’

s .

Thus bes ides the prohibition against eating fish which one

of another religion has caught (see the proof by Hirsch
feld, XIX, I there are als o the following prohibitions

( 1 ) to touch dead fi sh and birds ; s ee his mw h HBO, ed.

Harkavy, p . 6 6 ; (2) to eat dead fish , see Z

IV, p . 74, and above, p . 1 0 ; (3) to eat hens
, see above

,

p . 56 (where the words of Saadiah entirely agree w ith the
forego ing) ; and (4) to eat any birds except pigeons , with
reference to Gen. viii. 20 , s ee mwa us e

,
p . 6 7.

P. 257 , 1. 1 9 . Bes ides in the commentary on the Penta
teuch

,
Saadiah

”

also disputes with the Karaites in the

commentary on Proverbs : for the passages see Heller
,

R . E. J . , XXXVII, 229—30 (the pas sage on xxx. 1 0 —1 7 mus t
als o be added , which Saadiah likew is e refers to the Oppo
neuts o f tradition, who calumniate

,
the s ervants

,
i. e . the

prophets
,
and thos e who fo llow them ,

before “ their Lord
,

”

i . e . God, inasmuch as they characterize their tradition as

falsehood. Vers e 1 0 is especially directed agains t these
calumniators ).
Ibid .

,
1. 2 from bottom . That Saadiah with the 31313 mp

m int s ; 111313111 aims at the Karaites was doubted by
Horovitz (Die Psychologic des Saadia , Bres lau

,
1 898,

pp . 69
-

70 ) and Schreiner (Z .f H . B.

,
III

,
but without

justification see ibid.
,
p . 1 76 , n . 22 .

P. 259 , l . 3 . In his commentary on the thirteen rules of
R . Ishmael perhaps Saadiah also followed, however, an

anti-Karaite tendency ; of. R.E. J ., XLVII, 1 36 .

Ibid .

,
1. 8. Cf, my Zur j ud.

-ara.b. Litter ,
p . 42, where

I conj ectured
, tuter a lia , that a pas sage fromthis work



TO J. Q. 238
—
76 99

is quoted in the fragment Saadyana , ed. Schechter, no . XVI.

We here find that the persons with whom cohabitation
is subj ect to limitations are

‘ to be divided into seven

ascending degrees (p . 44 , l. 1 7 : 11x: 11
11 110 1M “

! 5M)

1m fi sh: 313 mm: mm w m mumps ns oizé s V3:

i5x [read firm] a o) as follows : ( 1 ) harlots ; (2) thos e
despo iled of virginity ; (3) relatives (twenty-eight in

number, twenty according to scripture , eight according to
tradition) ; (4) married women ; (5 )women in menstruation ;

(6) heathen women ; and (7 ) sodomites 1
. Sim ilarly

Hirschfeld edited a Geniz a fragment (J . Q. R.
, XVII, 7 1 3

s eq.) and rightly proved that it belongs to Saadiah
’

s work
on“ forbidden marriages . Here allus ion is actually made
to the heretics ”

who s tand in oppos ition to “
us ,

the entire body of Rabbanites
”

(Min sk: Wei 1113 , p . 7 1 7 ,

ll. 1 5 , There ought , therefore, to be no doubt any longer
about the exis tence of this work of the Gaon .

Ibid.
,
1. 23. A Swnn arm: is also mentioned in a book

list of the end of the twelfth century ; it is probably
Saadiah

’

s work of the same name . See J . Q.R. , XIII , 328
R.E. J .

,
XL

,
87 . B ut the Geniz a fragment edited by

Hirs chfeld (J . Q.R.
,
XVII

, 72 1 s eq.) belongs not to the 1mm
w ants of Saadiah

, but cons ists ofa portion of his
’

Amaudt,

cf. ibid .
,
XVIII , 1 46 .

P. 260 ,
l . 7 seq. On the

“

patents 3am: see also my
Schechter

’

s Saadyaua , p . 23, no . 23, and Bacher, R . E. J . ,

XLIX
, 298.

P. 26 1 , l. 2 from bottom . Read MS. Heb. e 45 (Cat .
Bodl ., vo l . II, No .

Ibid .
, 11 . 2 . On the nrwo '

a quoted by Rashi on
Ps . xlv. 1 0

, of. also Bacher, Die Aufc
’

iuge d . hebr . Gram

matik, p . 6 0
,
n . 2 , and Steinschneider, Vor lesu fngert uber d .

Kuude hebr. Handschrc
'

ftert, p . I 5 .

P. 263, l . 14 . In the commentary on Job X11 . 7 (Gi
’

uvres
,

Of. an analogous clas s ification with regard to th e marriage law ,
of

which Jacob b. Ephraim is th e author, in my m onograph on th e latter
,

pp . vii, .xviii (=Kaufmann-Gedenkbuch
,
pp. 1 75 ,



ADDENDA AND CORRIGENDA

V, p . bes ides this verse
‘

Ps . cxxxix . 8 is als o given , as

an example of a figure of speech : D’NnDBN 'SNDn its 73m: 151
mm pox as

"
up 5131: m

’

m os 535s 15: 15am m
’

m 111535

fits ms or) .

Ibid .
,
1. 25 . Instead of 3:3»;a in: we should read (as Herr

Mag. Israelson po ints out to me in a letter) 10 11 5x3 ND

P. 265 , n . 1 . This pas sage of Saadiah is , as can now

be established, directed not agains t Jehuda ha-Pars i
,
but

agains t the noted Karaite author of the ninth century,
Benjam in al -Nahawendi. The latter had maintained that
there are two kinds of month , lunar and so lar (111 1 "mm
and mama/ 1mm) and even found a proof for his pos ition
in Haggai i . 1 5 and ii . 1

,
where an event is dated in two

ways , by th e 24th Elul and the 2 1 st Tishri . The difference
of twenty- s even days is

,
he holds , to be referred to the

difference between the lunar and solar months . Compare
my remarks in R .E

'

. J . , L,
1 9 .

P. 268, n . 2 . The article I promis ed here on Arabic
expres sions for the figure of hyperbole among Jewish

authors appeared in Z.f H . B .

,
III

, 93 seq . Of. also ibid .
,

p . 1 77 , and the pas sage just cited from Saadiah
’

s c om

mentary on Job.

P. 275 , l . 8. I published a rather long pas sage from

this little anti-Karaite work on
‘

Anan in R. E. J . , XLV,
1 94

seq. , and dis cus s ed it in detail. Of. also Steinschneider
,

l . c .

,
p . 342 infra ,

and my Zur jam-am t . Litter
, p . 86 .

Naturally the polemical campaign agains t the Karaites did
not ceas e after Saadiah

,
but continued till the most recent

times . I need only mention,
e . g . (bes ides thos e named

in my es say
,
pp . 274

—
5 ) in the Orient

,
Samuel ibn Jam i‘

(s ee R . E
'

. J l . c .
,

David b . Zimra (Responsa ,
No .

and Levi b . Habib (s ee above
,
p . 1 1

,
n . in Byzantium ,

Tobias b . Eliezer, author of 3 113 rips (s ee Buber
’

s Preface,
in Spain , Judah ibn Bal

‘

am l . c .
,

Moses

ibn Ezra (ibid .

,
and Judah b . Barzillai (0 1mm

"

15 0 ,

ed. Mekiz e Nirdamim , p . in Germany and France,
Moses Taku (R . E. J .,

l . o.

,
Zerah ia ha-Levi (Maor ,
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ADDITIONS AND CORRECTIONS .

Pages 6—7 (comp . p . The anti-Karaite Fragments of Saadiah ,

edited by Harkavy (J . Q. R.

,
XIII, wh ich are nearly al l directed

against Ibn Saqaweihi, have been printed for a second time, with
a Hebrew translation , in mm,

I
, 65 seqq.

P. 14. On th e struggle between th e Shammaites and Hil lel ites ,

reported in the Yem shalmi, see my article in mm, I, 39 . On

Salmon ’

s Commentary to Koheleth , see also Monatss ckrzft, LI, 7 18 seqq .

P. 2 1 , foot (comp . p . The citation from Jefet (on Exod .

xxxv. 3) made by Pinsker may, it now appears , he a quotation
from Saadiah .

P. 39 , foot. The assumption of the older Karaites that Deut .

xviii. 1 0 , forbade th e fixation o f months and feasts perhaps arose

under th e influence of Islam . The Koran (ix. 37 ) makes intercalation
a heresy. Compare Albiruni’s Chronology of the Ancient Nations ,

ed. Sachau, p . 1 2 (translation, p .

P. 42 . To th e Karaites who had connexion with Saadiah in

th e eleventh century must be added th e Jerusa lem Grammarian

('DSWNH
’ I pupwm ) Abu-l -Faraj Harli n b. al -Faraj ,wh o unquestionably

knew and used Saadiah
’

s works . See my essay on h im (Paris ,

p. 18, and my further citations from his writings in R. E. J .,
April ,

190 8.

P. 48. Some parts of the chief philosophical work of Joseph al

Bas
’

ir (the unnnSs arena) have recently been published as Doctorate
Dis sertations with a Hungarian translation . Th e parts published
include chapter xxiii (with excerpts from ch s . xix, xxii, and xxiv) ,
ed.Goldberger (Buda Pesth , ch s . xxv—xxix , ed. Bande (Racz keve ,

and ch . xxxiv, ed. Horovitz (Buda Pesth , But Saadiah

is not quoted in any of these . On al -Basir compare further th e article
in R. E . J .

, cited in preceding note.



ADDITIONS AND3 CORRECTIONS 1 0 3

1

P. 52 . A part of Jeshu
'

a
’

s long Commentary on Numbers
,
in

a Hebrew recension, is perhap s contained in the Leyden MS., Warner

26 3 (Cat. Steinschneider, p . Here , as in on n1ws ‘

1: , th e para
graphs begin WDN DR and only the oldest Karaites are quoted : viz .

‘

Anan, B enjamin al -Nahawendi, Daniel al -Kumisi and Joseph al

Basir.

P. 79, top. The citations from Abu-l -Faraj Harun, which are con

tained in this compilation from Deuteronomy I have collected in my
article, R. E . J .,

1. c . Abu-l -Faraj is here de scribed as hb.

P . 81 . On Samuel al -Magribi
’

s 1W1 D5tt , section II, ed. Weisz, and
section VII, ed. Lorge, see my review in J . Q.R.,

April
, 190 8.

P. 86 . I have now before me a modern copy of Elia b. Baruch ’

s

moo se: mm. This copy belongs to Samuel Neeman (mm) , a

Karaite hazzan in Eupatoria. In the introduction he speaks of th e

prohibition N5 and he has a long passage against Saadiah

which I now quote in full

1 1:mmmay won-1 ns 1 wome n w ho m un tw o no c ar s

mm 1
11111: amwas 115m “ms 1: rm: 111 111425: mp:

ommm mo wsn 1:11am s 5s 11111: our) 1o5 oar
-
111

“mp1: own
not: om man mm .unmown on1:: 1n1r sw1 noon on

wrro n1:11:1on n15ono 1: n1:1oon n15on1: own x51 owuo:

my: 1535 N1: om No : as : 115W :o 1nmet-15 r opn s 51 1111111

rm: 11s : n1r11 5: 1151: s 1:5 on: moon 11w5 momma
-
1

r ot 131
-
1mm1s : was : men or: o:1n1:w1o 5o1s ox N5

mm are smpo mo mrm newmo on o
”

o:

was: om: roommm n
”
1:: 1s : np5

'

1n1 my: 11w5 mow

31r/5n 1511: 53s 115111moo am mm .ws : was o1oooo

n
’

w5n w:r)5 or: raw: or: m p: m o1r
'

l11 p: 111: 5r/ n1p111n1
1: n1o

1 5: 111
-mono: 55111 111111111115 mo 15 n11r15 11: 1

11m q
15r1n51

ohm-1151: new no: wr o n::1 .15 1111151 on: o1
'

11 o n : me : 5:

men: o1:1r1o 111 mum row: o1
-
1:

'

1n n11wn5 ow

onnmemo 1111’s :o15 15 111m 1131: 11: own1 1135113 1

1

11151151 11w5n pup: 7 11 1 1131151 rmw ore
-m own-115 tax mm

o1:1n:r1moon ar r mo1 n:o1 .1151: on5111 noonn o5o:

.11111 was 1115p



1 0 4. ADDITIONS AND CORRECTIONS

The explanation of N5 “
ye sha ll not destroy

‘

18 also com~

bated , e . g . by Aaron b. Elia (Gan Eden, fol . 28 c ) . In the last

mentioned place the author of this explanation is not given as

Saadiah , but as
“
one who strays

”

(N05 mow
“
IDNW orm

13 1 moon) . It is pos sible, however, that Saadiah is meant . The

concluding words of Elia DSDD 11151751) are modelled on

Ibn Ezra’

s remark to Exodus xx . 23, though that remark is directed
against the Karaite B en Zuta. Mr. Neeman also pos sesses a copy

of Elia b. Baruch
’

s and th e well-known moms: may,

as well as another writing of Elia, entitled are to be found in
a MS. of Samuel Pigit, Karaite hazzan in Ekaterinoslav (see 7:15pm
1888, no . 243)
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