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Solomon ben Samson — Chronicle of the First Crusade
Source: http://www.fordham.edu/halsall/source/1096jews-mainz.html

It was on the third of Sivan.... at noon [Tuesday, May 23, 1096], that Emico the wicked, the enemy of the
Jews, came with his whole army against the city gate, and the citizens opened it up for him. Emico a
German noble, led a band of plundering German and French crusaders. Then the enemies of the Lord
said to each other: “Look! They have opened up the gate for us. Now let us avenge the blood of 'the
hanged one' [Jesus].”

The children of the holy covenant who were there, martyrs who feared the Most High, although they
saw the great multitude, an army numerous as the sand on the shore of the sea, still clung to their
Creator. Then young and old donned their armor and girded on their weapons and at their head was
Rabbi Kalonymus ben Meshullam, the chief of the community. Yet because of the many troubles and the
fasts which they had observed they had no strength to stand up against the enemy. Then came gangs
and bands, sweeping through like a flood until Mayence was filled from end to end. The foe Emico
proclaimed in the hearing of the community that the enemy be driven from the city and be put to flight.
Panic was great in the town. Each Jew in the inner court of the bishop girded on his weapons, and all
moved towards the palace gate to fight the crusaders and the citizens. They fought each other up to the
very gate, but the sins of the Jews brought it about that the enemy overcame them and took the gate.

The hand of the Lord was heavy against His people. All the Gentiles were gathered together against the
Jews in the courtyard to blot out their name, and the strength of our people weakened when they saw
the wicked Edomites overpowering them. The bishop's men, who had promised to help them, were the
very first to flee, thus delivering the Jews into the hands of the enemy. They were indeed a poor
support; even the bishop himself fled from his church for it was thought to kill him also because he had
spoken good things of the Jews....

When the children of the covenant saw that the heavenly decree of death had been issued and that the
enemy had conquered them and had entered the courtyard, then all of them — old men and young,
virgins and children, servants and maids — cried out together to their Father in heaven and, weeping for
themselves and for their lives, accepted as just the sentence of God. One to another they said: “Let us
be strong and let us bear the yoke of the holy religion, for only in this world can the enemy kill us — and
the easiest of the four deaths is by the sword. But we, our souls in paradise, shall continue to live
eternally, in the great shining reflection [of the divine glory].” [In Jewish law the four death penalties
were: stoning, burning, beheading, strangulation.]... Then all of them, to a man, cried out with a loud
voice: “Now we must delay no longer for the enemy are already upon us. Let us hasten and offer
ourselves as a sacrifice to the Lord. Let him who has a knife examine it that it not be nicked, and let him
come and slaughter us for the sanctification of the Only One, the Everlasting and then let him cut his
own throat or plunge the knife into his own body.”
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l. Attitudes toward converts to Judaism

1. Solomon b. Samson — Crusade Chronicle

And there was a very good man there, and his
name was Jacob son of Reb Sulam, but he was not
from a respectable family and his mother was not
of Jewish descent. And he cried in a loud voice to
all those present, saying: Until now you would
shame me, now see what | will do! And he took
the knife that was in his hand and thrust it into his
throat before the eyes of all and slaughtered
himself in the name of the great and mighty One,
that is, in the name of God, the Lord of Hosts.

2. Niirnberger Memorbuch - S. Salfeld

R. Abraham son of Avraham Avinu [our forefather
Abraham] from France, who was the leader among
the barefoot ones who rejected the idols and came
to be protected in the shadow of the wings of the
Eternal One, and was burned in sanctification of
the Name. R. Abraham son of Avraham Avinu from
Augsburg, who rejected the gods of the nations
and cut off the heads of idols and relied upon the
Eternal One and was tortured with terrible
tortures and burned in sanctification of the Name
on the New Moon of Kislev, Friday, in the 25" year
of the sixth millennium. R. Isaac son of Avraham
Avinu from Wirzburg was burned in sanctification
of the Name...

1. Mishnah Bikkurim 1:4

These bring [firstfruits] but don't recite [the
declaration]: The convert, since he cannot say: “[l
have come to the Land] which the Lord swore to
our fathers to give to us” (Deuteronomy 26:3). But
if his mother was an Israelite he brings and recites.
When he prays [shemonah esreh] in private,
[instead of saying: The God of our fathers] he says:
The God of the fathers of Israel and when he
[prays] in the synagogue he says: The God of your
fathers. But if his mother was an Israelite he says:
The God of our fathers.

2. JT Bikkurim 1:4

It was taught [in a baraita] in the name of Rabbi
Yehudah: A convert himself brings [firstfruits] and
recites [the declaration]. What is the reason? [It
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says in Genesis 17:5] “For the father of a multitude
of nations | have made you” — in the past, you
were the father of Aram but now, from here and
henceforth, you are the father of all nations.
Rabbi Yehoshua ben Levi said: the halakhah is like
Rabbi Yehudah. They brought the matter before
Rabbi Abahu, and he instructed in accordance with
Rabbi Yehudah.

3. Tosafot, BT Baba Batra 81a

(R. Jacob b. Meir ‘Tam,’ c. 1100-1171)

... and on the basis of that mishnah, Rabbenu Tam
did not allow converts to lead the Grace After
Meals, because [a convert] cannot say “that You
bequeathed to our fathers a good land”... And Ri
[R. Isaac of Dampierre] it seems that it is
appropriate for the convert to say “to our fathers”
and we do not rule in accordance with that
mishnah, but rather in accordance with Rabbi
Yehudah, who disputes it... And Rabbenu Tam says
that that [passage from the] Yerushalmi is
corrupted...

4. Ra’abyah, Vol. 2 (Megillah), no. 549

(R. Eliezer b. Joel Ha-Levi, c. 1140-1220)

A spirit came forth from God and rested on the
heart of this man, R. Abraham the son of Abraham
our forefather. And when the spirit rested upon
him he drew near to the service of God to seek out
the Lord and to study Scripture and the Holy
Tongue. And he dwelt with us for many days and
was a pure person and upright a dweller of tents...
He also told me that in Wiirzburg they prevented
him from praying as a leader of the congregation.
And it seems to me that they dived into mighty
waters and brought up clay in their hands. For
although there is a mishnah in Tractate Bikkurim,
‘These bring but don’t recite”... nonetheless, in the
Jerusalem Talmud it is taught in the name of Rabbi
Yehudah that a convert himself brings and
recites... And since the sages of the Talmud rule in
accordance with Rabbi Yehudah and not like the
Mishnah, and there is even a case in which they
ruled thus, we uphold their ruling. And he [the
convert] prevailed upon me to state my opinion,
and thus | did.
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Il. Attitudes toward converts from Judaism

1. Responsum of Rabbi Solomon b. Isaac (Rashi)
(Rashi explained) that a priest who had
apostatized (and returned to Judaism) is qualified
to ascend the platform (to bless the people), and
these are his words: Such repentant apostate-
kohanim are analogous to the priests who have a
physical blemish [of whom the Talmud says in
Taanit 27a that they may not serve at the altar, but
they may bless the people]. From this we conclude
that a kohen who had apostatized and returns in
repentance is fit to ascend the platform (to bless),
for we do not find (in the Talmud) that a kohen
who has a blemish is unfit for the platform unless
the blemish is on his hands [which he raises in the
blessing], as we find in Megillah 24b, because the
people look at him. Furthermore, it says (in
Menahot 109a) that they shall not serve in
Jerusalem. The word “Jerusalem” is especially
mentioned to let us know that they could serve in
Nob and Gibeon, the other sanctuaries. All the
more so nowadays, when there is no Temple
service and no Sanctuary, he is certainly fit to
ascend the blessing platform and to read the first
portion of the Torah. So the Talmud in Taanit 27a
refutes the suggestion that because he cannot
serve at the altar, he cannot bless the people. So
far are the words of Rashi.

2. Responsum of Rabbi Solomon b. Isaac (Rashi)

And (regarding what) you asked, whether their
testimony is testimony in light of (the fact) that
they were coerced (to live as non-Jews) at the
time. | respond to that: it all depends on the
witnesses (themselves). If it was established in
court that the witnesses behaved in accordance
with the law of Moses in secret and were not
suspected of  willfully committing those
transgressions which the non-Jews coerced them
to do (publicly), and among themselves they were
God-fearing and lamented and grieved over their
coercion and begged forgiveness — the testimony
of those type of people should be accepted, and
their testimony is valid. But if it was established
that they behaved with abandon, (committing)
transgressions that they were not coerced (to
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commit) — (in such a case,) even though they
subsequently repented righteously, with all their
hearts and all their souls and all their strength,
they are not credible to testify now (regarding)
what they saw in those days... This is the principle:
anyone who is qualified at both ‘beginning’ and
‘end’ is qualified; and (anyone) who is unqualified
at either ‘beginning’ or ‘end’ is unqualified. And
these witnesses, they were unqualified at the
beginning...

3. Responsum of Rabbi Yedidya b. Israel

Your (own) eyes see that it was testified regarding
Seligmann and Jonathan that all the days they
lived among the non-Jews after they apostatized
they did not refrain from any transgressions
whether in private or in public, and they
worshipped idolatry and they ate all of their
impurities — and they themselves admitted (this)
and asked for atonement. And Jonathan told me
himself that he remained among the non-Jews for
more than half a year.. And according to your
(own) words, since you concede that a thief
according to Torah law is disqualified from
testifying on behalf of a (married) woman, they are
both disqualified, Seligmann and Jonathan — for it
has been testified that they were absolute non-
Jews, and so they admitted themselves...

4. Responsum of Rabbi Asher b. Yehiel (Rosh)

We must not disqualify them out of doubt, for the
majority of those who apostatized did not eat non-
kosher meat with appetite, rather apostatized out
of fear of death, and this fear obligated them to
behave in their (non-Jewish) ways so that they
would not kill them, and it is all considered
coercion... And it is slightly (troublesome) that
they remained among the non-Jews after they had
the opportunity to flee, but the sword of God
slashes and the fire of God rages around them...
therefore they did not know what was up and
what was down, until they heard that God had
remembered His people and given them respite —
then they hurried to fear God. And there were
those who remained for the sake of Heaven, to
save their children, and not one of them acted
with abandon, to eat non-kosher meat with

v " T "y naawn L3

m' DY nunt i Mt v TVIng NN DYy
NNAY D1 1y X7 ImnNuivn 0UaN 2 onirn
ITAVI ,X'0NND] |2 XVI'¥] |2 DYIAN |2 DAY WK
DnYYa TN D"al ,DNNNIV 7D 1N AT DT
['2 NNWW MxYa '7 19'0 MY .AT 2V 19D 1wl
D'TIN DNXY DDMAT 'O71 ..M 'YNn NI' DA
J™109 DNIY NWR NITY? 97109 RKNMIRT 91T
,0NINA DA I'NY DYV TVINY DR MDY Rt
...DNXY ITIN DI

(¢"x0) Wx'n Y"1 WX Y Nmawn 4

MpPN DIwn 1770 DRIKADL TINYNN '"NONY NN
NRX7 Nth 79Un TN mMdONY T AN Ny
NN X7¢ "N N T RN A D DRIy
,JNTAN DIZNY 'Y DNIR 721 20 A0 DI N0
[N'2van R'NINYT N R7E VT DIRE NN 0N
...ANINNA NN NITYA IKYIY D'W)

728 X7 NMNY DNIXK 2N D ,790n 070197 'R
DX NNIRALL,INMN NN DXM XX [IAR'MY? NI
M D0 ,0mnt XYW Dnipina )77 dANINn
IXAT AN D"IAN |2 DAY DNN W™ VYNLL..0JIX
,ANN'0I NVLVIY N 2NW XX ,IN"woIn 7tnY
TV 9'oI' X7 DY1I2Q NNAKIL,ON'NMIQA0 ' WX LN
NIN YT X7 D7 ,1'NIYY TIDUNR YIXRT? D079 NnY
DN? NNY7 1INV DX N 179 TWUN VAW YUK TV NN
INNWIY w1 D DR Nnmi iwn IR ,0und IRY
71DX7 ApoOM X7 DN TNRIEL,DYOT 7'¥n? D' WY



W
DRISHA INSTITUTE

FOR JEWISH EDUCATION

appetite, for if they had done so willfully, why did
they (subsequently) return and repent? And my
master wrote that he has witnesses that they ate
non-kosher meat with appetite, but we have still
not seen or heard (this testimony). And who could
testify to this, for do they see into their hearts,
such that they could testify that they did so with
appetite? And even | who was not present there
can testify that they ate non-kosher meat and
performed other violations, and this they were
obligated to do out of fear, and it is all considered
coerced, as | have written — but there is no person
who can testify that they did so with appetite...

5. Responsum of R. Solomon b. Abraham Ilbn
Adret (Rashba)

And it is my opinion that all is contingent on the
witness who testified — if he was disqualified by
Torah law, in accordance with the withesses who
testified against him, (claiming) that they saw him
eating non-kosher meat even when he was not
coerced — his testimony is not testimony, even
with regard to a (married) woman. And even if two
others testified about him and said that he was
qualified from the beginning to the end, their
words bear no weight at all, because (claiming)
‘we did not see him (do such and such)’ is not
proof...

6. Resposum of Rabbi Hayim b. Isaac ‘Or Zarua’

The coerced ones who returned and testified upon
their return that while they were still among the
non-Jews they saw R. Simeon son of R. Jacob
murdered, lying before the entrance to his home.
It appears that they are credible, even if it
becomes clear that they ate non-kosher meat with
appetite — because now they have returned and
they are surely qualified, now they are reporting
the truth. And for this we don’t require them to be
(religiously) qualified from the beginning... here we
don’t require (actual) testimony, only to know that
this is the truth, as they have spoken now... here,
when he testifies now, after he has returned,
(regarding) what he saw in his waywardness, and
now he is surely speaking the truth, even though
at the time he witnessed (the event) he was not
qualified — it appears that he is credible, because
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we do not require valid testimony, for even the
(married) woman herself is credible to say that her
husband has died... This is the halakhah here,
because even invalid individuals are credible to
testify as witnesses that her husband died, and
even she herself (is credible)... for we do not
require him to be qualified at both beginning and
end...
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For Hevruta study:

Below are three responsa. The names of the authors are included in the texts. (a) When did
each of them live, and where? (b) What is the question they are all dealing with? (c) Explain
the legal argument presented by each of the respondents. (d) Why do you think they reached
different conclusions?

A. Rav Natronai [Gaon]. You asked: a kohen who apostatized and then returned [to Judaism].
[Can he] make the priestly blessing and be called up first to the Torah [for the kohen’s
portion] or not? Thus we saw: that if he returns, it should be enough for him to be like a
regular Jew. To make the priestly blessing or to read the Torah first — the rabbis gave him
this honor when he is in his [original state of] holiness... He has violated the holiness of
Aaron. If he reads first from the Torah, it violates the holiness of the Torah. Because the
people will say, “We have remained true to our faith and keep the commandments, and this
one has left and walked away from the community. Now that he has returned, isn’t it
enough for him to be like us?”...

B. A letter from me, Gershom ben Yehudah, and a response to those who asked me about a
kohen who apostatized and returned. Is he worthy of making the priestly blessing and
reading the Torah first or not? This is my general opinion (da’ati notah) — even though he
has sinned, since he repented, he may make the priestly blessing... and since he returned,
his holiness returned to him and it has not left... And if you said [that he cannot], you would
be weakening the resolve of repentants...

C. (Rashi explained) that a priest who had apostatized (and returned to Judaism) is qualified to
ascent the platform (to bless the people), and these are his words: Such repentant
apostate-kohanim are analogous to the priests who have a physical blemish [of whom the
Talmud says in Taanit 27a that they may not serve at the altar, but they may bless the
people]. From this we conclude that a kohen who had apostatized and returns in
repentance is fit to ascend the platform (to bless), for we do not find (in the Talmud) that a
kohen who has a blemish is unfit for the platform unless the blemish is on his hands [which
he raises in the blessing], as we find in Megillah 24b, because the people look at him.
Furthermore, it says (in Menahot 109a) that they shall not serve in Jerusalem. The word
“Jerusalem” is especially mentioned to let us know that they could serve in Nob and Gibeon,
the other sanctuaries. All the more so nowadays, when there is no Temple service and no
Sanctuary, he is certainly fit to ascend the blessing platform and to read the first portion of
the Torah. So the Talmud in Taanit 27a refutes the suggestion that because he cannot serve
at the altar, he cannot bless the people. So far are the words of Rashi.



