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HENOCH, YOL. XX1, 1999

THE ACTIVITY OF THE ‘ITALIAN CONGREGATION' OF VENICE
ON BEHALF OF THE JEWISH COMMUNITIES OF ERETZ ISRAEL
DURING THE YEARS 1576-1733

Daniel Carpi, Tel Aviv

The ‘lialian Congregation’ of Venice, or - as it was called - Kahal pa-Lo'azim
(the Foreigners Congregation), was the smallest and the poorest of the gherto con-
gregations. [t was founded at the onset of the sixteenth century, during the Cam-
brai alliance war period, when the Jews of the unwalled towns of the republic fled
before the onslaught of the Imperial armies and sought refuge in the capital. These
Jews wete mainly of Ashkenazi extraction, frst or second generation immigrants
from lands which lay beyond the Alps; the rest were Italian, scions of families
originating in the towns of middle and south Ttaly. The Venetian authorities, how-
ever, and the common folk as well, were not overly concerned with these differ-
ences in origin, They considered these Jews to be of a single kind, especially since
they all came to the city at the same time and under the same circumstances. They
granted them a uniform legal status and, in accordance with the majority of them,
called them ‘La Nazione Tedesca’ (the Ashkenazi nation). Two Jewish groups re-
mained separatc from then: those from Eastern lands, merchants of Ortoman citi
zenship, who reached Venice within the framework of their business and some of
them settled there permanently, and those from Western lands, Consersos from
Spain and Portugal, who fled thelr counties of origin and came to the city to re-
build heir lives as Jews, under the auspices of the laws of the Republic. Over the
years both groups were awarded privileges and a special legal status, the authorities
conceiving of them as separate ‘nations’> ‘La Nazione Levantina’ (the Levantine
Nation) and ‘La Nazione Ponenting’ (the Occidental Nation). The process
whereby Jews were absorbed into the city, after a period of over a hundred years
when thelr dwelling in it was prohibited, was not overly easy. At the beginning the
refugees from the unwalled towns were received unwillingly by most of the in-
habitants, and their future became a subject of tiresome debate in the courts of the
state. The authorities finally decided, in 1516, that while they would be allowed 10
remain, this would be conditional upon their taking up residence, all together, ina
small, isolated neighborhood on the outskirts of the city,  place known generally
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s the ‘Ghetto Nuovo’ (the New Ghetto).! Years later, when the number of Jews in
the city had grown, the neighborhood was expanded: in 1541 the authorities set
aside a few streets for the dwellings of the Levantine Jews, nearby the first gherto, a
place called the ‘Ghetto Vecchio’ (the Old Ghetto), and in 1633 they assigned an
additional group of buildings, this time to house the Ponentini Jews', L, the Se-
pharadim. This neighbothood, the smallest of all, was termed ‘Ghetto Nuovis-
simo’ (the Newest Ghetto). In this way the Jewish community of Venice developed
over the years into one based on three ‘nations’ recognized by the authoritics, each
of them living in their own ghetto and having their own special legal status. On the
other hand, the Jews themselves organized their lives within the framework of four
Kehalim (congregations) - the Ashkenazi, the Italian, the Sephardi and the Le-
vantine - each having its own independent leadership, its own lay leaders and rab-
bis, its own synagogue, study and charitable societies, while together they shared
common institutions for purposes of representation and leadership - ha-Va'ad ha-
Katon (the Small Committee), ha-Knhal ha-Gadol (the Great Assembly) - as well as
2 rabbinical council (ha-Yeshina ha-Kelali), a cemetery, a rabbinical court, and sev-
eral small institutions for educational and cultural purposes. The special links be-
tween the Ashkenazi and Lo ‘azim congregations created quite a complex situation,
with cooperative and isolationist trends simultaneously discernible. Various fac-
tors, both internal and external, exerted influence in either directions as time
passed. The most prominent feature, however, was that in periods of prosperity
and development, when the number of Jews in the city - including both Torah
scholars and laymen - was growing, the desire and ability to act independently in-
creased in both communities simultaneously; on the other hand, when the overall
Jewish community decreased in numbers and in prosperity, these tendencies grew
weaker, and the need to perform together those modest activities they were still ca-
pable of doing became dominant. This phenomenon was expressed in the fund-
raising for the poor of Eretz Israel, as well. In the second half of the sixtecnth cen-
tury and the beginning of the seventeenth, the activities of the Jews of the ltalian
congregation for Eretz Israel were separate from those of the Ashkenaai congrega-
tion. They collected funds, particularly for the members of the ltalian community
in Safed, and their contributions were generally transferred by means of special
emissaries from that community, who would visic Venice for this purpose. On the
other hand, the Jews of the Ashkenazi congregation acted for the benefi of the en-
tire Ashkenazi community in Eretz Israel, and transferred their contributions by
means of ha-Gisbar ha-Kelalf (the General Treasurer), a Jew of their congregation
who was put in chatge of collecting the donations and transferring them en bloc to

 Literally ‘new foundry’. In Venetian dialect the verb 1o found s ‘getar’ and the foundry is called
geto o getts, indeed the place in which the Jews were relegated was near 2 foundry. The word was af-
terwards turned into gheio o gherto, On the ghetto of Venice, see the recent and eshaustive study by
B. Ravid, ‘Curfew Time in the Ghetto of Venice', in Medieun! and Rensissance Venice, Urbama and
Chicago 1999, pp. 217-275.
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Eretz Isracl.

Circumstances changed in the second half o the seventeenth century. In Eretz
Israel the number of Jews of the Itlian community decreased, and they lived
mainly in Jerusalem. The two congregarions in Venice, the Ashkenazi and the
Itaian, continued to raise unds separately, but ll the money they raised was now
handed over to the ‘General Treasurer', who was responsible for transferring it o
the various communities in Eretz Istael, the ltalian and the Ashenazi communi-
ties. From time to time a General Treasurer was also elected from the Kzhal ha-
Lo'azim, during this period, especially from the Volterra family,

Towards the close of the seventeenth century there was a steep decline in the
amount of money collected for Eretz Israel, both among the Italians and among
the Ashkenazim. The prosperous period of the Jewish community of Venice was
drawing to its close, and the economic depression which began to develop in the
city during these years was noticeable in the actvites for Ererz lstael as well. The
General Treasurer continued functioning for a few more years at the behest of
both communitis, but after the year 1708 he no longer appeared in the written
sources, his position having, apparently, been done away with completely. Some
time later, no larer then the beginning of the 17305, the initiative was once more in
the hands of emissaries from Eretz Israel, from various congregations and commu-
nities, who once again visited Venice from time to time to collect from all the
citys Jews their pottion in assuring the fiveihood of the community in Ererz
Istael.

Until now, the soutces that have been used by scholars studying the activity of
the Diaspora in support of the Jewish community in Fretz lseael have mainly been
linked to the activities of the emissaries, such s letters of recommendation they se-
cured prior to their departure from the Holy Land or lsts and letters they com-
posed while ez route, These are important sources, mainly for the understanding of
the conditions prevalent at the time in Eretz Israel However, the full significance
of the overall activity engaged in over generations in various countries and in many
isolated communities ~ activity which i i itself an evident expression of the con-
nection between the Jewish diaspora communities and becween them and Erets Is
rael - will not be understood wnless i i also studied on the basis of the fnternal
sources of the communities themselves, Only from thern s it possible to appreciate
the internal logic o this activity and of the ways it was carried out.

A umber of papers have already been written in this ild, and my intencion is
merely to add a single chapter concerning the activity of the Kabal ha-Lo'szim of
Venice for the poor of Eretz Isacl, This chapter is almost entirely based upon 2
few record baoks from the congregation - accounting books and resolution tegis-
tries - which were once partof the synagogue archives and are now kept in various
manuscript collections in the United States and in Israel. These manuscripts, alto-
gether covering 2 period of over one hundred and fty years, berween 5335 and
5493 (1574/5 and 1732/3), differ from one another in their quality and in the
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type of information which can be pleaned from them. The earliest of these is a
registry of payments relating to the years 1575-1733, in which the lay leaders or
the reasurer jotred down, briely and unidily, the amounts of money they spent
from time to time for the putposes of the congregation, such as the salaties of the
cantor, the scribe and the teacher and the rent paid for the synagogue. According
to the scholar, ], Sonne, this recordbook was kept in the library of the Talmud To-
rah of Venice, where he perused it before the Second World War and published a
section from it regarding the emissary, Menahem Azaria of Melli {mi-Mellj)2
Since then the regisry changed locarion, at present to be found in the library of
The Jewish Theological Seminary in New York (Ms 8593). The record book
mentions eleven contributions made over 4 period of somewhat more than sixty
years, from 1576 to 1639; most are explicidy said to have been carried out by
means of emissaries, the money being intended for the poor of ‘the [talian com-
munity’ in Safed. Two other contributions listed in this registry, from the years
1731-1733, were given to an emissary from Jerusalem. The chronologically second
source Is the minutes book of the Vz'ad XK. Italsani (the Committee of the Jtalian
congregation), where copies of resolutions (parts) and appointments decided upon
by the committet, and the by-laws of the congregarion adopred in 1644, 1654,
1663 and 1684 appear. Each of these lists of by-laws includes a special paragraph
telating to ‘the person in charge of monies for Eretz Israel, his oblgations and his
authority. Similarly, a number of resolutions from the years 1648 to 1652, con-
cerning the fundraising for Eretz srael and the transfer of funds to Eretz Israel,
were written down in this minutes book. This manuscript, the frst part of which
was written towards the end of the lifetime of R, Yehudah Aryeh (Leon) Modena -
probably by his grandson R. Yitzhak min-Haleviyyim ~ is also kept in the library
of the Theological Seminary in New York (Ms 8594). Some scholars have been
aware of its existence,? but it does not seem to have served them to learn about the
activity of the congregation on behalf of Eretz lstacl. The third source is an ac-
countbook where the community scribe copied, year by year, the incoming and
outgoing sums of money relating to the term of office of the congregarion leaders
then concluding theirs. Each set of leaders had its own annual accounting, con-
cerning funds for ‘charity’ for ‘oil for light’ and for ‘Eretz Istael’. The account
book, which includes the accounts from the years 16641731, is at present to be
found in ‘The Central Archives for the History of the Jewish People’in Jerusalem
(T 1098). To the best of my knowlede, it has never been uelized for scholarly re-
search, The Jast o these sources is 2 small booklet in which the lay leaders of 1663-
4 jotied down the contributions made for Eretz Israel by ‘members of the congre-
gation’ during that year - each person with the list of his vows and a detalled re-

¥ Documents of some Emiscares in Itly at the Beginning of 17th Century, Kobez al Jad, vol. §
{15), Jerusalem 1950, p. 218 (Hebrew).

3R, Pasific, T regolamea della Scuol itaiana 2 Veneia nel secolo XV, Ls Rastegna Mensile
i Trael, 5 (1930), pp. 392-402.

THE ACTIVITY OF THE ITALIAN CONGREGATION OF VENICE 335

port of his payments and obligations. These particulars were recorded in accop-
dance with the by-laws of 1663. Booklets of this kind scem to have been writeen
every year, but for some reason or other this is the only one to have survived; i,
100, can be found in the ‘Central Archives' in Jerusalem (IT 1105).

These manuscripts make available to us a rare combination of two kinds of
sources, differing from one another yet supplementing each other: on the one
hand, resolutions adopted by the congregation committee and its by-laws, which
sometimes reflect general aspirations which were never actually realized or only
partly so; and on the other hand, a detailed accounting of the collecting of the
contributions and their transfer to Eretz Israel, which reflects the daily exccution of
the practice resolutions adopted by the congregation. These sources, taken to-
gether, reveal various aspects of the activity carried on in Venice on behalf of the
poor of Eretz Isracl and the changes which took place in this acivity, in is trends
and the manner of its administration, at various times during a considerable period
- over one hundred and fify years.

A 1576-1639 - The Yearsof the Special Contribution on Behalf of the ‘llian Com-
munity' in Safed

The bt iem referring to 2 contributon for Eretz Isael preserved in the pay-
ment records of the congregation dates from 5336 (1576). Two %y synagogue
leaders of the Lo'azin’ of Venice, R. Mordechai son of R. Shelomo Ashkenazi and
R, Ishmael Hapyim of Pesaro, handed over to R. Menahem Azaria of Mell,
‘authorized emissary of two Talian communities of Safed, may it speedily be re-
built' chirty ducats, one Jitrin (libra) and 13 soldi in Venetian coin, Le., 187 lizrin
and 13 soldi, ‘to be distributed among the aforementioned two communities, half
to each’* The matter of the ‘two Italian communities’ of Safed is diffcult to com-
prehend, especially since it is not hinted at in any other comtemporary Hebrew
source. . Sonne, who published this section refering to the receipt of the money
by the emissary, though that the phrase was refrring to ‘two congregations of ane
community, the one being ‘the congregation of Ashkenazim from ltaly, and the
other ‘the congregation of ltalian Jews' (Lozim).* This assumption, however, is
not supported by the sources. On the contrary, to whatever extent the Jews of
Eretz snael found it necessary to telate to the question concerning which congre-
gation an immigrant from ltaly, whose origin was from another country, would
belong to, they uled explicitly ‘that everyone goes to the congregarion of those of
his language’, 1., of his ethaic grouping, ‘and not to any other congregation’, even

4 Ms 8593, £ 1b (24 Tammuz 5336 [1576].

*]. Sonne, ‘Documents’ p. 218, See aso A, Ya'ar, Emiarie from Eretg-inael, Jecusalern 1951,
p. 384 (Hebrew); A David, ‘Two 16th Century Emissartes’ Letcers from Jerusalenn’, Shalen, 3
(1981), pp. 331-332 (Hebiew).
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if he was born in Ttaly and even if he was the son of Jews born in Iraly.¢ Moreover,
it may be deduced from Ortoman documents that in the year 963 (of the hejira
etd, 1.6, 1555-6) there were in Safed, besides the ‘Traian community’ which num-
bered 29 taxpaying families, two other communities of Jews from the south of
ltaly - one of Jews from Puglia (21 taxpaying families and 1 bachelor), and one of
Jews from Calabria (24 taxpaying familfics).” Most probably the leaders of the Ital-
ian congregation of Venice were referring to one of these two communities, or
pethaps to both of them together, as the recipients of half of their contribution,
The emissary, R. Menahem Azaria of Melli, is not known from other sources. His
name bears witness to his being of an Italian Jewish family, and he was the first
emissary from ‘the [talian community of Safed to visit Venice on his mission,
whose name has reached us. Of the two lay leaders mentioned in the document, it
was pethaps R. Mordechai son of Shelomo Ashkenazi who was an ancestor of R.
Shelomo son of Mordechai Ashkenazi, to whom R. Yehudah Aryeh Modena lef,
in the year 1648, part of his writings ‘in the Christian tongue’,? that is, in lialian
or in Latin. The second contribution was made in 5339 (1579). An anonymous
emissary confirmed having received from the scribe of the Italian congregation of
Venice, R. Shemuel Spica,"! at the behest of the lay leader R. Jacob Corcos,
‘sixteen ducati correnti and a quarter’, i.¢,, 100 litrin and 13 soldi, all ‘from the
money of the aforementioned synagogue’. The entry does not mention for whom
the money was intended.

The third contribution is undated, but it appears among the items from the
year 5349 (1588/9)," and was certainly entered during that same year. R. Iseael of
Camerino, ‘emissary of the holy community from Safed, may it speedily be re-
built', confirmed having received from R. Jacob son of Meir, ‘at present lay
leader of the Italian congregation here, Venice, the sum of 22 ducati correnti, i,
136 litrin 8 sold?". Neither was it mentioned this time to whom the money was
intended, but from the details of the contribution adduced hereunder -~ also given
to R, Irael of Camerino - it is clear that this one, too, was earmarked ‘or the poor

§ Mashe ben Joseph mi-Trani (Mabith), Responsa, Venezia 1629, Part ], n. 307 (Hebrew).
"'B. Lewis, Notes and Documents from the Turkish Archies, Jerusdlem 1952, p.6.

 On the mission of R, Menachem Azaia, see alio A, David, ‘Two 16th Cenrury Emisaries’
Leters', pp. 331-332,

? Chayye' Yohud, D. Caspi ed.), Tel Aviv 1985, p. 112.

10 Ms 8593, £.2b (10 Yiar 5339 [1579))

1 Scribe of the congregation, Died 24 Nisan 5381 [1621]. See . Bernsteln, ‘Luhot Abanim,
ParcIT, Hebrew Union College Annwa, 10 (1935), p. 505, n. 40,

1 Probably R. Jacob Cotcos mentioned i the Minates Book of the Councilof the Jewish Camm-
nity of Padua, 1577-1603, D. Carpi (ed.), Jerusalem 1973, resolutions an, 167, 170, 290 for the
years 1584-1588 (Hebrew).

1 My 8593, £. 4b.

4 Died 12 Tammuz 5378 (1618, Sec A. Berliner, Hebraciihe Grabschrifien in Jtalien, Frankfure
aM, 1881, p. 38, 0. 38.
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of the ltalian community’ in Safed,

On the first intermediate day of the Feast of Tabernacles 5356 (19 September
1595), R. Itael of Camerino, ‘emissary o the Iralian community in Safed, may i
speedily be rebult’ signed a receipt, confirming that he had received from R.
Shemuel Spira 36 and a half ducats in Venetian coin from the funds of the syna-
gogue of the talian congregation in Venice, for ‘the poor of the ltalian community
in Safed"% This s the fourth contribution listed in the recordbook.

Over ten years passed before the next contriburion was registered. These were
very difhcult years for the Jewish community in Safed, which suffered time and
again from navural catatrophes as well 2 those of human origin, Its siruation be-
came especially strained after the town was taken by the Druze Emir Fakher ad-
Din 11, in 1602; the number of Jews in the town decreased and their economic
situation weakened. The Jews of Venice, who during those years enjoyed a period
of calm in thei relaions with the authoriries, as well a impressive economic pros-
petity, came to the aid of their brethren, and for a while even took the iniciative
and executed the fundraising operations on behalf Eretz Israel throughout Jewish
communities in various countries

Berween 30 Tishre' and 5 Marcheshwan 5361 (8 and 13 October 1600) R. Ye-
hudzh Aryeh Modena wrote to ‘the holy communities in the fands of Ashkenaz,
Poland and Rusiz', asking them to make contributions for ‘our brethren in dis-
tress in the land of Istael and in the town of Safed, may it speecily be rebuil? even
advising them as follows: "Whatever is collected for this contrbucion it may be
good in your eyes to send it via Venice, which les on the coast and ships sail from
here'€ A few months later, on 5 March 1601, the entire Jewish community of
Venice - Ashkenazim, Lo‘azim, Levantini and Ponentini - adopted 2 parte
(resolution), ‘obliging everyone known to be Jewish, of eaty years of age or more
and a payer of taxes of 3 ducats or more, to pay halfa shekel, which is a quarter of
ducat, every year'. Three of the most celebrated rabbis of the town - the geomim R,
Avigdor Cividal, R. Ben Zion Zarfar, and R. Letb Saraval - were appointed in or-
der to give the resolution addirional authority, and to emphasize the special im-
portance of the tax, which was carmarked in its entirety for distribution among the
Jewish community in Erets Isacl, ‘aking into account the number of persons of
each tongue, Ashkenazim, Sephardim, Portuguese, ltalian, and others’.” This
resolution was announced by R. Yehudah Aryeh Modena as well, in a leter he sen
‘o all communities concerning the halfshekel for Eretz srael, to encourage them

1 Ms 8593, . 6.

16 Latrs of Rabbi Leon Modens, Y, Bokseaboim {ed), Tel Aviv 1084, pp. 209210 {Hebrew).
Sec also D. Tamari, Two New Letters from Rabbi Yehudah Aryeh of Modena Concerning Safed’, .
£, Baer Jubilee Volume, Jerusalem 1960, pp. 300-302 (Hebrew).

Y The resoluion was printed at the end of the intoduction of R. Baruch Calimani to the R
Moshe Alsheich commentary to the Pentateuch (Torat Moshe, Venezia 1601, £, 6b).
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to adopt a similar resolution.”® And, true enough, in one place at least his effore
had results." The synagogue of the Lo‘azim in Venice, of which R. Yehudah Aryeh
Maodena was a leading rabbi, certainly shared in this widespread activity, though
10 hint of this was preserved in the record book in question. It is likely that since,
during these years, the fundraising was carried out by the entire Venetian commu-
nity, by means of ‘the three geonim’ and for the benefit of all che Jews of Ererz Is-
racl, the special activity careied out by ‘the Ialian congregation” for their brethren
in Safed was suspended for a while, so as not to interfere with the general actvity.
Such a development took place from time to time during this period, as testified to
explicitly in various sources 2 At any rate, between Tishre” 5356 (September 1395)
and Tyar 5366 (May 1606) no entry was made in the record book that would ind;-
cate any Lo‘azim congregation activity for Eretz lsracl.

On 22 Tyar 5366 (29 May 1606), the emissary, R. Yedidia Galante, confirmed
having received from R, Shemuel Spira the sum of 23 litrin and 14 soldi as a con-
tribution made by the synagogue of ‘the Ttalian congregation” in Venice ‘for the
Yeshiva of the Italian community in Safed, may it speedily be rebuilt

R. Yedidia, the son of R, Moshe Galante, one of the greatest rabbis of Safed, is
known from various sources, from which we learn of a number of his decds during
the period of his mission to Italy. In 5367 (1606/7), he issued 2 lengthy ruling
concerning the inheritance of orphans and the status of the woman appointed as
trustee for their property, which he signed: ‘Hete, in Cuneo,” the twenty-fifth of
Shevat [February 22] ... the guest for a night, Yedidia Galante' ™ R. Yedidia is
mentioned in this context not in his role as emissary from Eretz Istael, but rather
s a rabbi and halakhic judge, who may have been invited to that community in
order to rule in a dispute. If so, this is an indication of the respect he enjoyed dur-
ing the frst years of his stay in Italy. At that time, R, Yedidia was involved in a
dispute which divided contemporary rabbinic authoritis, concerning the fitness of
the ritual bath of Rovigo; he himself supported those who had ruled against it In
5368 (1607/8) he published in Venice a book of his father's responsz, ending with
“A Few Rulings on 2 Number of Tractates', of his own. Still in 5368, we know of

18 Lettes of Rabbi Leon Modena, pp. 215-216.
Y Minutes Book of Padua, 1577-1603, p. 416, resolution n. 746 (25 Tamuz 1602).

20, Kupfer, ‘The Jewish Community of Safed and the Activiry of R. Menahem Azariah of Fano
on bebalf of che Vishuv in Ecetz lstael', Shalem, 2 (1976), p. 364 (Hebrew),

21 M5 8593, £.9a. On R. Yedidia Galante, see also Ya'art, Emisiaries from Eretz irae, p. 247.

22 O the actvity of the Jewish community of Cuneo on bebalf of Eretz Isacl, see N. Allony and
E. Kupfer, ‘Additional Hebrew MSS in the “Ambrosiana”, Areshes. An Annsal of Hebrew Booklore, 4
(1966), pp. 263-270 (Hebrew); A, David, ‘The Assistance of the Community of Cuneo to the Ye-
shiva of the Provencial Community in Safed’, Shalem, 4 (1984), pp. 429-444 (Hebrew).

2 The ruling was printed at the end of his father's book, Moshe Galante, Responsa, Venezia
1608, f£. 67-69 (Hebrew).

% Yehudah Saltaro, Mikveh lircel, Venezia 1607, ff. 84b, 852 25. See above, note 23.

5 Seq above, note 23.
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R. Yedidia's activity in raising funds among the Jews of Padua for the redemption
of captives.™ A year lter, while he was sl in Venice, he was suspected of having
embezzled funds donated for Eretz lsrael. In order to demonstrate his innocence
publcly, R. Yedidia came to the synagogue of the Levantine congregation in the
town, and on the Sabbath of the reading of Parashat Shoftim (Torah section,
Judges'), the 6 Elul 5769 (5 September 1609), ‘he delivered a public sermon be-
fore a very large number of people’ and, with the Torah scroll in his arms, ‘swore 2
solemn oath ... that he had not taken, nor received of his own accord or by means
of others, any sum of money at all from the Eretz Istael account, in general of in
particular, other than what was written in the baoks.” And since specially empow-
ered offcials appointed by the congregation examined these books and confirmed
the truth of his statement, the lay leaders of the Venetian community decided to
clear him of all suspicion and to make their decision public, ‘so that there remain
no one to object’. An announcement to this effect appeared in the fall of 1609,
signed by nine of the leaders of the Venetian community supported by nine rab-
bis.” A few years later, R, Yedidia was involved in a strange affair when he came to
visit the renowned doctor, R, Elishu Montalto, who was on his deathbed. While
there he related ‘miraculous stories ascribed to the Ary (R, Yirzhak Luria) of
blessed memory', His stories were apparendly not well received by the sick man, for
with his remaining steength ‘he sat up in bed and began to scream loudly ... in the
Spanish tongue: “I can no longer keep silent and suffer! In truth, it is all a pack of
lies." R. Yehudah Aryeh Modena, who witnessed this incident, describes it some-
what scornfully, not concealing his distase for the opinions and study methods of
that scholar who had come to Venice as ‘an emissary from Eretz Israel 2 True
enough, an ambivalent artitude towards the emissary, as well s signs of approval
and admiration, on the one hand, and of distrust and scorn, on the other, was not
uncommon in the history of the emissaties from Eretz Israel and, apparently, was
not absent among the Jews of Venice, and particularly in the case of R. Yedidia
Galante,

Berween 1614-1617 the record book contains four notations of contributions
written in the ltalian language - in  very peculiar form of Italian - which is un-
usual in this record book. On 5 August 1614, Yitzhak Mas'ud (in the original text
‘Isach Mazavd) confirmed, in the name of his father, Moshe, having received from
R. Yehudah Volterra, as gabbai of the ltlian congregation, the sum of 294 ‘small

ltrin’ and sent it on to Safed ‘that same year' by a boat named Barcon Sansen? A

% Minutes Book of the Counil of the Jewish Communtty of Padus, 1603-1630, D. Carpi (ed), Je-
rusdlem 1979, p. 96, resolution n, 177 (3 Sivan 1608) (Hebrew).

“ The announcement was published by Sonne, ‘Documents’ pp. 209-212. See also M, Be-
nayahu, Copyright, Authorization and Imprimarur for Hebrew Books Prinved in Venice, erusalem 1971,
pp. 35-38 (Hebrew).

B fri Nohem, N.S. Libowits (ed ), Jerusalem 1929, p. 80,

D Ms 8593, £ 13b.
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year later, on 4 September 1615, Yitzhak Mas'ud once again confirmed, in his fo-
ther's name, the receipt of 346 ‘small i’ and 10 soldi, and sent that amoun t
Safed, again ‘that same year', by means of the boat Barcy Longa. The money was
given to him by a person the sribe docs not mention by name, perhaps R. Yehy-
dah Volerra himself,in the name of the Ialan congregation as gabhai’ ¥ R, Y-
hak son of Moshe Mas'ud was 2 scon of ane of the better known and more ver-
eran families of the Levantine congtegation in Venice, His facher, R, Moshe, is
mentioned as ‘gabba; for Eretz Isael’ of Venice in sources of the Jewish commu-
nity of Pisa, from where he received, in April and September of 1610, sums of
money for the poo of Jerusalem and of Safed. Concerning Safed, the money was
declared intended for the nzcas portuguesa (Portuguese nation) of the town, Ag-
other scion of the same family, R. Shemuel Mas'ud, was a rabbi in Venice during
this period and he, too, was active in transferring contibutions to Frez Israel, as
mentioned below. R, Yehudah Volterra is ot mentioned in other sources; he cer-
tainly belonged 1o the Venetian branch of this family, from which severl genera-
tions of ‘general treasurers for Eretz Israel developed during the seventeenth cen.
tuy.

Abour two years later, on 3 Qctober 1617, a third contribution was fisted in
the record book in the Italian language: Shemuel Mas'ud (in the original: Samuel
Mazavd) confirmed having received from the Parmasig (leaders) of the Ttalian con-
gregation - Emilio Melli, Yirzhak de Elia, and Gabriel Pecosino ~ 260 and a half
‘small liin’, to be sent off to the poot of the Italian congregation in Eretz [srae],
may it speedily be rebuilt in our day’ 3

The main innovation in this extact is the note hag the money was 1o be dis
patched to the poor of the Inalian community in Evetz eael, rather than to the
lalian community in Safed, a5 was witeen with regard to all the contributions
previously listed in the record book Though there need be no contradiction be-
tween these two wordings, for 2 person accustomed to the existence of 2 single
ltalian community in Eretz Isral, the community in Safed, could quite possibly
wiite ‘the ltalian community in Brerz Israel’ whyle referring to the communtty in
Safed, it is nevertheles possibl tha this was not the e At the beginning of the
seventeenth century the decline of the Jewish community in Safed coninued,
while the situation of Jerusalem community was improving 2 The nymbe of Jews
coming to Eretz Jsrae was increasing, with most of these new immigrants setting
in Jerusalem, In addicion, reports have been preserved about the arrival of immi-
grants fom [tly, including a group that travelled to Eretz Israel via Venice, these

0 Ms 8593, £ 136, In the original:‘per nome del 7 di talanj come gabal’
1M 8593, . 158 Inthe original: pover il 2720 K0 112 TR o

% See M. Rozen, ‘On the Relacion between the Jewish Communities of Jerusalem and Safed in

the Seventeenth Century, Jersalom iy she Early Ovoman Perid, Jerusalem 1979, pp. 152-195
(Hebrew),
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also settling in Jerusalem. ¥ |t i logical for the changes which o0k place in the
Jewish community in Eretz Israel to have affected, to some extent of other, the ar-
tangements for the distriburion of the funds contributed for Bretz Isnael, and evep
mote 50 the distebution of a contrbution inended for a particular ethnic group-
ing. As long as the majority of immigrants from lialy lived in Safed, the funds
contributed were sen there; with the increase in the number of these immigrants
tesiding in Jerugalem, including poor people in need of funds, it may be assumed
that the contriburions were divided up between the owo towns, some being sent to
the one and the rest to the other, Iy s tegard it is appropriate to mention 2
tesolution on this topic adopred a few months eatlcr by the Ve (committee) of
the Jewish community of Rome, which was worded as follows: ‘O the ¢ighth day
of Sivan 5377, the 11th of the month of June 1617, the honorable commitgee
agreed to collect funds every year, on the Sabbath of the Zzbhor teading, for the
ltalian poor of Safed and Jeruselem, may they be speedil rebuilt in our day, this

being in force for seven years' X Here it was specifically stated where the funds
rased ‘for the talian poor”in Erets el were 1 be sent.

The inscription of the fourth and firg] contribution in the |
dates from § September 1617: Shemue Masud confirmed having received from
the honorable Emilio Melli 216 ‘small iy and 2 soldi in order 1o send the sum
o the Itaian poor of Frer Iael Moll anded the money over to R, Shemuel in
the name of the Jgalian congregation of here', i, of Ven
official in charge of Eretz Israelcashhog’ Thisis the only i
concerning money from ‘the Eretz lsrael cashbor, which was set up in the ltalian
SYnAgogue; 1t was apparently mentioned ertoncously, for the scribe drew two ink
lines through it to erase it Perhaps the cashbox accounts were kept in 2 separate

record book administered by the ‘appointed offcial’ 2 book which has not been
preserved,

talian language

ct, ‘as the appointed
em in the record book

Very litle information has come down 1 ug concerning R. Shemuel Mas'ud
himself, He was a Venetian rabb during the fist half of the seventeenl century,%
and his name was included in the [isg of rabbis compiled by R, Yigzhak Hayyim
Cohen me-ha-Hazzanim (Cantarini) ¥ His signature appears on the writs of ap-
provd granted to threc Venetian preses dating from 381 (162011), 5385
(1624/5), and 5387 (1626/7).% He was one of the rabbis who affixed their signa-
tutes 16 Horvot Yerashalayim,? and he was one of the ‘rabbis of the provinces of -

B D, Koiftmann, ‘A Letter sent from the Holy iy o Caepi the Yeur 385° (162415), Jerusa-
bem, Me'wef Situs e-Habivas Frng ba-Kadeh, 5 (1928), pp. 74-88 {Hebrew),

M Libeary of the Jewish Theological Seminary, New York, Ms 4026, £ 5,

% Ms 8593, £ 14b.Inthe original:‘come PV dia Casetade 8 de et cahal’

M, Ghitondi, Toedor Gedale' it Triese 1853, p. 323, .12, 37

Y Pachad Vitzhak, Amstetdam 1685, p.10.

® Benayahy, Copyrighs, pp. 268, 274, 278,

¥ [Anonymous author), Venezia 1631, £ 125, A new, critical editon of the book has been pub-
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aly’ who signed a ruling regarding ‘the prohibition of processing phylactery straps
already processed for ulterior motives'* With regard to his activity on behalf of
the poor of Exetz Israel, he is known from the aforesaid two inscriptions dating
from September and October 1617, as well as from a letter sent by R. Yehudah
Aryeh Modena on the first day of Elul 5399 (31 August 1639) ‘to our close breth-
ten, the ltalian community - may God preserve it - in Safed, to inform them of a
contribution handed over to the great and wise, honorable man, R. . Masud, for
him to send off to its destination. “We know ~ adds R. Yehudah Aryeh Modena -
as his way is the blessed way of a righteous man, that the money will certainly
teach you"4' R, Shemuel Mas'ud passed away on the 23 Heshvan 5409 (8 Novern-
ber 1648), and was lamented by the poet Jacob Francis

The next contribution, the tenth, is recorded once again in Hebrew, just ke
the st contributions. This time R. Menahem de Lonzano confirms that he re-
ceived ‘from R. Yitzhak of Osimo, may God preserve him, gabbai of the ltalian
congregation’, one 2ecchino, i.¢., 12 litrin and 8 soldi, for the pledge of that con-
gregation for the year 5379" (1618/9).% This inscription is one of the shortest in
the record book. Although it has no date, it was clearly written at the end of 5379
or the beginning of 5380 (possibly in the autumn of 1619). Neither does it say
that R. Menahem was an emissary from any specific place, nor in whose name he
received the pledge. Ya'ari lists Lonzano as a “freelance emissary” ¥ and this in-
scription provides this assumption of his with real support. In 5378 (1617/8) R.
Menshem Lonzano had his book, Shee' Yadbt, printed in Venice, and for this pur-
pose had necd of financial assistance from individuals. It s possible that the afore-
said pledge was intended to cover some of these expenses, particularly as the sum
given this time was far smaller than those of the other contributions.

The final contribution, the eleventh, was given about twenty years after the
previous one. Judging by its date and place in the record book, where it is in-
scribed on one of the last pages, it was not one of the previous contributions con-
sidered above, though it is not very different from them in s content. Two emis-
saries from Safed, R. Jehoseph of Leria and R. Joseph ibn Aroyo, confirm that on
the § Shevat 5399 (1 February 1639) they received from the lay leaders of ‘the
Italian congregation of Venice', R. Moshe Luzatto and R. Jacob Sullam, ten and
 half ducati in Venetian coin, i.¢., 05 litrin and 2 soldi® In chis inscription no

lished by M. Rozen (Tel Aviv 1981),
405, Aboab, Devir Shrael, Veneria 1702, £, 8.
4 Lottrs of R Leon Modena, p. 21,
42 Bernstein, Lubot Abanin, p. 343,0. 128,
8 Ms 8593, £, 15b.

% Yo', Emisaries fom FretzJmael, p. 232. On R, Menahem Lonzano, see also Sone,
Documents', pp. 197-204.

# Possibly the hushand of the poetess Sarah Coppio Sullam.
6 s 8593, £ 157b.
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mention is made of the Iralian community of Safed, and it is possible that the two
rabbis were on a mission on behalf of the entire Jewish community of the town.
No other mention of their joint activiy in Italy has been found. R. Jehoseph of Le-
tia and R. Joseph ibn Aroyo set out with a leter of recommendation dated 17 Av
5397 (7 August 1637) and signed by nine rabbis of Safed. Since a copy of thi ler
ter has been preserved in the archives of the community of Mantua, it may be as-
sumed that they visived that town as well # R, Jehoseph of Leria is mentioned by
R. Hayyim Joseph David Asuli, who bears witness to having seen ‘in the book
Shlom ha-Bayit by the late Maharam Cases,® in manuscript form, that the afore-
mentioned rabbi (R, Jehoseph of Leria] approved of it when he was on a mission
on behalf o the holy town of Safed, in the year 5399 (163819 Similacly, R, Je-
hoseph argued halakhic affairs with R. Shmuel Aboab, who published 2 number of
his responsz (responses) to him  He stayed in Ily on his mission up unel the
middle of 5402 (1642)." He died in Safed in 5414 (1653/4), and one of the sons
of R. Joseph of Trani eulogized him in Constantinople upon hearing of his de-
mise.?

From the same year, 5399, when the contribution was given to the two emis-
saties from the community of Safed, the aforementioned letter written by R. Ye-
hudah Aryeh Modena to ‘exemplary people’ of Safed has also been preserved. In i
he informed them of a further contribution of 40 ducati, that is, 248 litrin, which
had been dispatched ‘to the ltalian community, may God presecve it, of Safed”.
The amount of this contribution was handed over to the aforementioned R.
Shnuel Mas'ud, who was in charge of transferring it to Eretz sracl.

Thus, in the record book before us there ate references to eleven contributions
made over a period of sixty-three years, between 1576 and 1639. Most of them
were intended for the llian community of Safed, and a few were designated for
this community ‘in Eretz Istacl’, i.e., Safed and Jerusalem. One contribution was
apparently sent to the enire Jewish community in Safed, and one was given to R
Menshem de Lonzano, perhaps for his own use. The firm link between the Jews of
the Italian congregation in Venice and those of the same origin in Eretz Jsrael is
easly perceived and requires no explanation; it was important and even necessary
to both parties and both of them encouraged it throughout ol this period. The
special attitude towards the entire Jewish community of Safed - the Italian com-

47, Simonsohn, ‘Emissaiesfrom Safed to Mantua in the 17th and 18th Centurcs, Sefunot, 6
(1962), p. 330 {Hebrew),

4 Morenu ha-Rav Menshem Cases.

9 Shem ha-Gedlim, Vilna 1853, £, 41a, 1, 149,

9 Devar Shmuel, mn, 24-26, 20-31, 34-35, 37-38, 63,

U M. Benayahw, Leters of R. Shmsel Abaah and R, Moshe Zaews nd their Jollowers abou Evetz-
Jirae, Jerusalem 1955, p. 32 {firt pubished in Yerushalayim, 8 [1955], n, 2-5 [Flebrew]).

1Y, Bento, “Autobiographical and Historical Register of Rabbi Josef Trant’, Shalem, 1 (1974),
p. 198 (Hebrew).
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munity and Jews of other communities, as well - is also clear; perhaps it stems
from the special aura that enveloped this community in the past and had not yet
been forgotten by the Jews of that generation. Most of the contributions lsted in
the record ook, seven out of eleven, were made by means of emissaries from Eretz
Istael. Only between 1614 and 1618 do we find that money was transferred to
Eretz Israel through the efforts of a local person, who performed this charitable
deed at the behest of the congregation. The reason for this exception is not ex-
plained in the record book. It may have been the war between Venice and the
Uscocchi, which reached its peak between 1613 and 1617; it distupted the sea
lanes, especially in the Adriatic Sea, and may have caused  delay in the departure
of a number of emissaries. It must, however, be noted that, even withour connec-
tion with the wartime events, several communities tried to make their activities on
behalf of the poor of Eretz Isracl a permanent practice, so that they would not de-
pend upon the initiative of the emissaries or those who sent them, A step of this
kind was taken in 5361 (1600/1), when the Jewish community of Venice decided
to impose a tax of half a shekel, and again in 5377 (1616/7), when the Vid
(commiteee) of the Jewish community of Rome adopted a resolution concerning
the collecting of an annual vax for a period of seven years, on behalf of the poor of
Safed and Jerusalem A resolution in the same spirit may have been adopted at
the same time in Venice as well, though for some reason no mention of this has
been found until now. OF the six emissaries whose names are mentioned in the re-
cord book, some were known previously - Yedidia Galante, Menahem de Lonza-
no, and Jehoseph of Leria ~ while others are names of people not known from
other sources — Menahem Azaria of Melli, Israel of Camerino and Joseph ibn Aro-
yo. None of these names appear in the lists of emissaries who visited Padua or
Mantua at the same time - two towns from whose archives lists of emissaries hav-
ing visited them in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries have been published*! -
except for the pair Jehoseph of Leria and Joseph ibn Aroyo, whose name is men-
tioned in a document preserved in the archives of the Mantua communiry. This
fact s in inself quite surprising, for considering the geographical proximity of these
towns, especially that of Venice and Padua, one would suppose that most of the
emissasies who went to one town would visit the others as well; yet the avalable
sources do not indicate that this was the case. It seems that during this period a
number of activities on behalf of the poor of Eretz lseael took place in Venice and
its environs at one and the same time - on behalf of the entire Jewish community
in Erewz Israel and on behalf of the Jews belonging to certain groupings as well
The Italian congregation of Venice raised funds for the Jews of its own community
in Safed, and perhaps also in Jerusalem, in independent campaigns assisted, at least

53 See above, note 34,

4 Simonsohn, ‘Emisaris from Safed, pp. 229354, D. Carpi, ‘The Activity of the Jewish
Commusity of Padua on Behalf of the Poor of Eretz lsrael (1584-1620)", Raphael Mahler Jubilee Vol-
sz, Merhavia 1974, pp. 24-46 (Hebrew).
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partall, by special emissaries sent to Venice from Eretz Israel for this purpose,
This activity may have been in addition to the part played by the congregation in
fundraising campaigos carried out by the general community of Venice on behalf
of the entire Jewish community in Eretz Israel, and may have been coordinated, to
some extent, with the activiies of the other Lo‘zzim congtegations in neighboring
towns; but no information in his regard has come down to us.

The particular character of the activity of the ltalian congregation in Venice
during this period is also expressed in the fact that it was not assisted by the Gicbar
Kelal; (General Treasurer), the Venetian Jew in charge of the activity on behalf
Eretz Israel. The three ‘General Treasucers’ appointed during this period whose
names have been preserved - R. Shemuel Yehudah Katznellenbogen, R. Yehudah
Leib Seraval, and R. Simha (Simone) Luzatto - all belonged to the Ashkenazi
congregation in town, and it seems that the funds of the specific contributions
made by the Italian congregation to Jews of their own community in Eretz srael
were not channelled via them,

From the entries in the record book we learn thar berween 1576 and 1639 of
the funds contributed by the llian congregarion a total of 740:8 litrin was trans-
ferred to Eretz Israel via emissaries, and a total of 1117:2 ‘small litrin’ in other
ways; 216:2 ‘small litrin' of which came from the funds of the ‘Eretz Istacl cash-
box'. These are probably not the only sums transferred to Eretz Isael during dhis
petiod. An indication of this is the transfer of funds caried out in 1639, which is
mentioned in the letter of Elul 5399 sent by R. Yehudsh Aryeh Modena to the
sages of Safed At approximately the same time, berween 5344 and 5380
(1583/4-1619/20), the contribution made by the community of Padua came to
975:14 litrn, a quarter thaler and 6 ‘smal ltrin’ 7 A comparison of these figures -
the only data relating to the Jewish communities of taly during this period to have
been published to date - indicates that the contribution made by the lalian con-
gregation of Venice, the poorest community of the town, was a generous one.
Moreover, if this was in addition to its portion in other contributions raised in
Venice for the entire community in Eretz Lirael, then it was very genetous indeed.
Concerning the Jewish communities in Eretz lstael, very liele can be learned from *
our record book, just as from other internal community sources. Nevertheless, it
seems that, judging from the distribution of the funds dispatched from time to
time to ‘the Italian community’ in Eretz Istael, we may deduce that, uncl the be-
ginning of the seventeenth century, most of this community resided in Safed,
During 5377-5378 (1616/7-1617/8) the funds were distributed pardy in Safed
and pardy in Jerusalem. Thus, it is possible that during the 1630's the ‘Traian
community' of Safed dwindled numerically, while not yet disappearing com-

% Carpi, 'The Activity of the Communiey of Padu’, pp. 31-33
6 Lttes of R. Leon Modena, p. 221,
37 Carpi, ‘The Activty of the Community of Padua’,pp. 3336,
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pletely. Such a picture fits well with the available information' conceming.t.he
changes which took place during these years throughout the Jewish communites
of Safed and Jerusalem. .

Finally, a comment regarding the interval berween 1616 and 1638, concerning
which no information has been preserved in the record book of the tansfer of
contributions to Eretz Iseacl, This lack of information may be attributed to several
causes, and there is no point in theorizing, One fact, however, cannot be over-
looked: the years 1630-1631 were the years when the great plague‘ragcd; in Venice
dlone tens of thousands of people died over a sixteen month pcr'xod. Thls plague
was preceded by a period of famine, which sorely afflcted the encire region. These
years wete certinly not good year for fundaising on bebalf of the poor.of gther
communities. There were also tremendous practical difficulties in maintaining
contact with towns overseas at 4 time when travel was diffcult and passage was
blocked because of fear of the spreading plague. While the Jewish casualties in
Venice were few in comparison with those in Padua and Mamua, and even more
so in comparison with the casualtis of their Christi@ neighbors, nevertheless tf;;
suffering of the Jews was very considerable and t}lelr property losses enormous.
Even after the plague was over, years went by unil the survivors r.e‘covered and re-
twrned to normal economic activity, and even renewed theic activitis on behalf of
the poor of Eretz Isracl.

B. 1644-1663 - The Rules Governing the Actvity on Bebalf of the “lralian Commu-
ity in Safed

In the year 5404 (1644) the committee of the Lo azinm Synagog';ue in VepicF
adopted a new list of regulations known as Torath ha-regolaton ibme' KX 'Ita?zanz,
to be in force for ten years from 1 Elul 5404 (2 September 1644) This llstjof
tegulations, which takes up the first ighteen pages of the record book of the Vazz’d
ha-K K. (Congregation Committee), encompasses every area gf the congregation’
social and organizational life, especially the system of electing the congregation
functionaries and a derailed description of their tasks: three pamasim, two gab-
baim, ha-memuneh ‘al shemen la-ma or (the official in charge of oil for light), he-
memuneh ‘sl ma'oth Eresz Lrael (the official in charge of Erets Lstacl funds), & ha-
gisbar neeman ha-serinio® (the treasurer responsible for the casket). .

“The official in charge of Eretz Israel funds’ - or, as he was occasionally called,

“the memuneh and gabbai of Ere stacl funds' - was 2 member of the committee

38 See the description of R. Yehudah Aryeh Mi-Modena, who resided in Venice a the time of the
plague (Chayye’ Yehuda, p. 84). ‘

9 Ms 8594, ff. 1-18, Four regladori wrote the new regulations: Shabtai Sezze, Abraham Mell
Mordechai son of R. Simha {Luzzatro], Vitzhak son of Yehudah Volierre.

Dbig,, £ 8.
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and was elected by it each and every year in the middle of the month of Av, at the
same time as the other lay leaders, for a period of one year startng from 1 Elul I
was his job to ‘try his very best' to maintain the fived contribution made in the
synagogue three times 4 year, on the cighth day of Passover, on the first day of
Pentecost and on the Day of Atonement. It was also his responsibility to colleet -
personally, not by means of others - the money donated for the poor of Eretz I
rael: the ‘three time contribution’ made in the synagogue, occasional contributions
made by individuals, and the money from the two collection-boes for Eretz Isael
belonging to the congregation - the one of which was affixed at the entrance to the
synagogue and he other passed around among the worshippers. The official was
obliged ‘to send all his money once a year to Safed, may it be speedily rebuil, to
be distributed among the Italian poor there in Safed and to no one else’, He was
not the only pesson tesponsibl for this last operation: he and the ly leaders were
in chasge of handling the money over ‘to one of the hachamim (scholars) or who-
ever is hu-measef (the collector) in charge of sending the money to Eretz Israel’ so
that they could transfer it to its destination.

The lst of regulations does not specify who these officials were; the assumption
evidendy was that they were well known to the Jews of the time and that there was
no need 10 add explanations about them, Today these hints are not self
explanatory. ‘Ha-measefin charge of sending the money to Eretz Jsrael was almost
definitely ‘the General Treasurer’, who was located in Venice and was responsible
for collecting all the money for Eretz Istael and for ansferring it there. The term
hachamim, however, is unclear, and it is difficult o fathom who was referred to in
this context - whether to rabbis or to certain officials concerned with the transfer
of funds, as yet unknown from other sources, Thus, in the same year that this
regulation was adopted in Venice, the committee of the Padua community decided
to make  special contribution to the poor of Safed; and though at the time an
emissary from Safed was actually in Padua and possessed reliable credenials signed
by the sages of Constantinople, Safed, and Venice, the committee members de-
cided that the money they were contributing would be sent ‘to Venice by means of
the illusrious gabbai’m of the community of Safed, the elderly R. Joseph Aboab
and the scholarly R. Abraham ibn Yakar' £ The significance of this s that in that
year there were special gabhaiim (officials) in Venice who made sure the funds
contributed for the community of Safed were transferted, and they may have been
the hachamim mentioned in the regulations. At the end of his term of offce, the
memuneh vias obliged to make a report of al the funds with which he had deal,
how much he collected and how much he sent to Eretz Israel. In case some of the
funds contributed were let over, he was obliged to hand over within one month of
the end of hs term of offce any money he had not managed to transfer to the
treasurr of the congregarion (the treasurer responsible o the sergns). The later

& Archives of the Jewish Community of Paduz, Ms 2b: Minutes Book of the Commuaity Coun-
cll, 6 Kislev 5404 (16 Noverber 1643),
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had to keep these funds in the community teeasury, separate from all other sums of
money, and no community official was entitled to remove them and use them for
any reason whatever. The money had to be kept constantly available, so .that the
memuneh and the lay leaders could receive it without delay, if a convenient op-
portunity for transferring the money to its destination presented itself. If, on the
other hand, it turned out that individuals belonging to the congregation owed
money they had pledged but not yet paid, the memuneh was authorized to el
with them ‘very strictly and with fines’; all in accordance with the authority en-
Joyed by the lay leaders to collect the debts owed by individuals to the congrega-
tion.

How exactly these regulations were executed in practice we do not know, for -
as we have alteady noted - the accounts kept by the lay leadets of the congregation
have reached us only as of the year 5424 {1663/4). However, some of the resolu-
tions adopted by the committee between 1650 and 1652 illustrate the actual sirua-
tion to some extent, with regard to actions taken and, even more so, actions Which
were ot taken. As early as 5408 (1648), the committee complained that the ac-
count book kept by the lay leaders and gabbai'i of the congregarion ‘in days
passed” was lost, and decided to open 4 new account book in which all transac-
tions, revenues, and expenditures ‘from the year 5404 (1643/4) until today’, both
by the lay leaders and by the ‘gabbas of the ol for light and the memuneh for Ererz
Istael’ would be recorded & In 5410 (1650) the committee of the congregation
heard 2 complaint ‘that many reggimensi® have passed without the memsninm for
Eretz Istael making their accounting of the funds they received, and of those still to
be collected from members of our holy congregation and without them sending
any moncy to Eretz Isvael" This time the inaction thus revealed concerned the very
existence of the operation for the poor of Eretz Israel, and it was necessary to take
drastic measures to correct the situation. Accordingly, the committee decided to
appoint one of its members, R. Yitzhak Volterra,® to check the accounts ‘of ll
those memunim who did not send funds to Eretz-Isael and of whoever is in pos-
session of funds of Eretz sracl, and to collct from whoever owes [money] to Eretz
Iseael’, whether ‘in love and affection’ or 'by force of Law’ of the state courts - all
this 50 a5 1o ensure ‘that everyone pays whatever he owes’ and thar the congrega-
tion would be able to send to their destination all the funds contributed for the
benefit of the poor of Eretz Istael R, Yitzhak Volterra scems to have performed
thi task faithfully and speedil, for only owo weeks afte his appointment he had
already managed to report to the committee that the debtor who owed a large sum
to the collection box of the poor of Eretz Israel had been located, and that he was

 Ms 8594, £ 33 (eve of Puim 5408),

% Terms of offce

6 Probably son of Yehudah Volterra (soe above, note 60),
6 Ms 8594, £ 44 (12 Shevar 5410),
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none other than ... the congregation itself, It seems that the Lay Jeaders of the con-
gregation had borrowed the sum of 343 litrin and 9 sold; seven years before, in
Elul 5403 (August 1643) from the memuneh for Eretz stael, R. Abraham Perugi-
no, in order to pay the tent for the synagogue. Since that time no one had both-
cted 10 repay the loan, and o memuneh had bothered to collec it, despite the fact
that the debt was recorded in the annual accounting made to the treasurer of the
congregation by R. Vizhak Volretra himself, in the month of lyar 5404 (April
1644).7 Since the loan had been taken a year before the adoption of the regula-
tions of 1644, it is possible that the lay leaders had not actually transgressed any
explicit prohibition made by the congregation. (Furthermore, perhaps this prohi-
bition was adopted and included in the lst of regularions because of the act perpe-
trated 2 year before, and 50 45 to prevent ts repetition). Nonetheles the fact in it
self was probably quite embarrassing especially since for years lay leaders and me-
munin had ignoted ther simple, basic obligarion 1o ensure that the money was
tetarned. Now that a widespread operarion was being indertaken to collect al
outstanding debts owed to the Fretz [srael collection box, the committee members
recalled that by righe these funds should be sent offto the poor of Safed as is cus-
tomary, and paying a debr is a mitzua (commandment from the Torah) espectally
t0 the poor of the Holy Land, for they are constantly in expectation of receiving
the chariy of Jews'. Accordingly they resolved that everyone who had rented his
place i the synagogue for the sum of one litin or more would now be obligated
to pay an additional fifty percent ‘until the entire debt to Ererz lsracl, may it
speedily be rebuit, is paid’.

On that same occasion the names of those obliged to pay the additional fee
wete listed in the record book; there were twenty-one such people, and the annual
sum they undertook to pay came to 144 litrin and 6 sold;. Thus, it would take wo
more years to fepay the debt which was already outstanding for seven years. Fur-
thermore, there is room for doubt as to whether the congregation ever lived up to
these easy condiions which it fixed for itself. In the month of Adar 5411
(February-March 1651), the lay laders handed R. Yitzhak Volterra the sum of 37
litrin and 12 soldi, the amount they had collected with regard to the additional
levy for the repayment of the debt to the ‘Fretz Israel funds'® and in Adar 5412
(February-March 1652) R. Moshe Levi Morteira, ‘gabbai and memuneh of Eretz
Israel’for 5411, confirmed that he had received from R, Abrsham Perugino, out-
going lay leader for 5411, the sum of ‘ten gold coins fi., 62 licin] 1o send 10
Eretz Israel as part of the aforesaid debe From tha time on nothing was written
in the account book concerning additional payments toward the settlement of this
deb, and it is doubiful if anything further was ever done in this regard. In the

§Tbid, £ 45 (29 Shevat 5410),
B 1bid, £ 49 (26 Adar 5411),
@ Toid, £ 51 (25 Adar 541),
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middle of 1654, the ten years period during which the 1644 list of regulations was
to be in effect were drawing to their close. On 4 Tyar 5414 (22 April 1654), the
congregation committee appointed four regoladori (regulation formulators)®
whose task it was to propose a new list of regulations or any amendments to the
previous regulations, as they should see fit. Indeed, they did propose a series of
amendments and additions, as the experience gained over the previous years made
obligatory, in their opinion. Several amendments wete also proposed regarding the
paragraph dealing with ‘the memuneh for Eretz Istacl 7

One amendment dealt with the way the debts were collected. The memunzh
was obligated to hand over to the lay leaders the list of individuals who still owed
money to the Eretz Israel collection box within two weeks of the conclusion of his
term of office, i.e., by 15 Elul, and the lay leaders were obligated to transfer the
entire sum contributed, but as yet unpaid, within another two weeks from the
congregation collection box to the memuneh, so that the latter could send on all
the money donated for Eretz Istac] without delay. It was similarly decermined that,
at the same time, all the individuals owing money to the collection for Eretz Istac]
would be written down on the list of people in debt to the congregation treasury,
apparently on the basis of the assumption that the lay leaders would have
sufficiently efficient and forceful methods to compel them to pay their debts. If
one amendment lightened the burden bome by the memuneh - he would no
longer be the only one responsible for collecting outstanding debts - another one
weighted his burden even more: the 1044 regulations declared the memuneh ineli-
gible for one year after the conclusion of his term, while 2 1654 amendment abro-
gated this limitation or, as the record book puts it, ‘the official of Eretz Istacl
would not have contumacia

The third amendment rendered the regular contribution - ‘the theee time con-
tribution’, which up until then had been made on the eighth day of Passover, the
fist day of Pentecost and the Day of Atonement - ‘the shalosh regalim (three festi
val) contribution’, to be made on Passover, Pentecost and the Feast of Tabernacles;
to these, there was added a ‘Day of Atonement contribution’, which the wives
would pledge in the synagogue, their husbands assuming the responsibility of
paying their pledges for the.

Nearly ten years passed since the congregation adopted its new list of regula-
tions, 2 period during which nothing was written down in the record book con-
cerning the fundraising for Eretz Istael. During this time the pecsecutions of the
Jews of Safed by the Druze rulers, membets of the family of Emir Fakhir ed-Din,
reached their peak: the Jews in distress were obliged to abandon their town, and
the community was desolate for four years, 1635-1658. When the town was re-

70 They were: Abtzham Perugino, Hizkyiah Levi, Shelomo Porto, Yitzhak Volterea,
71 Ms 8594, £.58.

7 Petiod in which an official was ineliggble for reelection after the conclusion of his term,
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stored 10 the rule of the Turkish pasha, a small Jewish community was rencwed
there, and from 1660 onward, various sources provide information concerning the
departure of emissaries from Safed for the communities of the Diaspora, Two of
them spent time in Venice between 1662 and 1665: R. Joseph Mataron and R.
Yehudah Leib Ashkenazi, They presented a recommendation from the rabbis of
Safed, which stated explicitly that ‘Whatever is donated and pledged should be sent
to our teacher, Rabbi Shelomo Hai Seraval’, the Gisbar Kelals (General Treasurer)
in charge of transferring funds contributed to Eretz lsrael® A similar statement
appearing in the recommendation the rabbis of Venice gave to R. Joseph Mataron,
in order to assist him in the rest of his mission ‘in the towns of Italy, France and
Amsterdam’ ™ This was a mission on behalf of all the Jews of Safed, and like oth-
ers of its kind no mention is made of it in the record books of the ltalian congre-
gation in Venice.

At the end of 5423 (1663), the validity of the regulations expired. Once again
three regoladori were appointed, and this time they compiled a new list which al-
tered many of the arrangements that had previously been in fotce in the congrega-
tion, including several of the rules concerning the fundraising for Eretz Istael
The main innovation was that the number of permanent positions in the conge-
gation was fixed by the new regulations at a total of two: the pamasim and the
‘gaboai responsible for the scrigns’. Whereas the positions of the gabbai fm and of
the two other officials - that ‘in charge of oil for light' and that ‘in charge of Eretz
Israel funds’ - ceased to exist. According to the new regulations the lay leaders
were obligated to assume these functions from then on, during the turns of four
months in which each leader served, in addition to their regular duties as lay lead-
ers.’6

On the other hand, there were no substantial changes in the new regulations re-
garding details of the fundraising and its goals. The main sources of the contribu-
tion were, as before, ‘those volunteering for 2 Torah scroll for Eretz Israel’, ‘the
three festival contribution’, the pledges made by the women in the synagogue on
the Day of Atonement, the permanently affixed collection box ‘at the entrance to
the synagogue” and the collection box which was passed around among the wor-
shippers ‘every day the Torah was read, except for Sabbaths and Festive Days’, The

funds accruing from these contributions were supposed to be dispatched each and

73 M. Benayahu, ‘News about Safd from the Time of the Repopulaton, 1658-1678', Sinei, 43
(1958), pp. 111-112 (Hebrew),

P 1., pp. 112-113, The Venctin rabbi who signed the recommendarion were: R. Ya'acob
son of Moshe ha-Levi, R, Shelomo Ha son of Nehemiah Seraval, R. Moshe son of Ya'acob Treves, R,
Moshe son of Mordechai Zacut. On the Joseph Mataton mission, see also Simonsohn, ‘Emissarics
from Safed’, p. 331.

75 Ms 8594, fF. 79-101, The new lit of regulations was to be in force from 1 Elul 5423 (3 Sep-
tember 1663); the regoladori wee: Abraham Mell, Y2'acob son of Raphael of Ancona, Ya'scob son of
Moshe Volrersa,

T8 Thid., . 81-82.
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every yeat ‘to the ltalian poor there in Safed, may it speedily be rebuilt, and 1o no
one else’. For this purpose the lay leaders were enjoined to hand the money over
“to one of the scholars o to whoever was serving as fund collector for Eretz Israel,
Le., apparently, either 10 the ‘gabbai from the community of Safed’ or to the Gis-
bar Kelals, who was located in Venice, Similarly, the lay leaders were required to
make an effort to ensure that reliable proof of the receipt of the funds be sent to
them from Safed, for otherwise they were not permitted to send additional sums
there. Detailed accounts were to be kept in special record books for each of the
fundeasing collections - ‘chariy’, il for light', Eretz srael - and the scribe was
otdered to copy their annual totas into another record book, each and every year.

As already mentioned, as of 5424 (1663/4), the annual total accounts of the lay
leaders, including the total income and payments of the fundraising for Erea Is-
racl, wete preserved; they can be used to study, from this point on, how the reso-
lutions of the congregtion were executed in practice, both with respect to detals
and general trends.

C. 1664-1707 - Regular Fundaiing for the Poor of Eretz irael by means of the

‘General Treasurer

For over forty years, berween 1664 and 1707, money was collected in a perma-
nent fashion in the ltalian congregation of Venice on behalf of Eretz Israel. This
fundraising had three main sources: donations made by iehidim (individuals)
regular worshippers in the synagogue; money amassed in the bosiol, the two col-
lection boxes for Eretz Istacl; and contributions made by hizanim, occasional wor-
shippers, women and guests from out of town, Those in charge of the fundraising
were now the three parnasim of the congregarion who, at the onset of the period
under discussion, filed this position on a rotating basis, in accordance with the
tegulations in force from the beginning of Elul 5423 (September 1663). This sys-
tem, however, did not work in practice and so did not last long, The frequent in-
terchanging of functions made it diffcult for the lay leaders to perform their duty
and, apparently, did nothing to enhance the administration of the fundraising op-
erations. A few years later, the fundraising on behalf of Eretz Israel was, to all in-
tents and purposes, concentrated in the hands of a single lay leader for an entire
year, and this change was officially sanctioned in the regulations adopted in the
year 5444 (1683), which ruled that ‘the third elected lay leader will also be in
charge of Eretz Isacl, .., one lay leader for his entie term of office.™

The total amount of contribution money collected during the foreyfour years
under discussion came to 4149:17 litcin, according to the entris in the record

77 This chapter s based on Ms [T 1098, except for cases specified n the foomotes.

78 Ms 8594 £, 120a. The new list of regulations was adopted on 22 Heshwan 5444 (11 Novem-
ber 1683). The regoladori were: Simha son of Mordechai {Luzzarto), Yitzhak Rogques, Ya'acob son of
Maoshe Volterra.
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book, i.., less than one hundred litrin per annum on the average, but this sum
alone does not reflect the entire contribution made during this period for a nu-
ber of reasons. Fitst, for two years, 5435 and 5436 (1674/5-1675/6), the sums
contributed were not copied into the record book. The aforementioned sum is
thus the amount contributed over a period of forty-two, and not foreyfour, years
Second, it is not certain that the sums entered into the record book each year re-
flected all the various kinds of contributions made for Eretz Lstael - iehidim, bossoli
and Aizonim. On the contrary, thete are clear indications that here and there,
though infrequently, one of these contributions was for some reason or other not
entered into the record book ™ Third, and mainly, the aforesaid sum is the total
amount of contributions both pledged and collected during the annual term of
office of the parmas memuneh (ay leader in charge of Eretz Isracl). Every year, how-
ever, there were ehidim wha pledged a contribution, yet ‘remained in debf’. These
debts, which over the period under consideration came 10 2 sum totalling over
717:7 licin, were collected over the years, to some extent or other; there is explicic
testimony in the record book in this regard,® though there is no complete listing
of these sums, and it i difficult to determine just how much was involved 8! At any
nate it s clear that the total amount of money contributed for Ereta [seacl over this
period was greater than the total of the amounts entered in the record book. It may
be assumed that the overall total came to about 5.000 litin or perhaps even a lirle
more. The total amount contributed did not divide up equally over the entire pe-
riod under consideration. Especially prominent is the decline in the contributions
collected during the final ten years of the period, 1698-1707, when a toal of 745:4
lcrin were collected. A similar, though more moderate, decline took place during
the same period in the other two collections made in the congregation, as well
‘charity’ and ‘oil for light; in earlier years they had come to between 1100-1200
licin per annum together, whereas towards the end of the period they dropped to
about 900-1000 litrin. It is evident, that the economic crisis which affected the
Jews of Venice during the eighteenth century, was already beginning to be fels; one
of its signs was a drop in the amounts collected for the synagogue in general and
for Eretz Israel in particular.

The recording of the twansfer of funds to Eretz Iseael is very fragmentary, and
apparently appears in this record book merely as an indication of the more detailed
listing carried out in another record book which has not been found. Nevertheless,
the general picture which is reflected in these entries is quite broad and from 2
number of standpoints is decidedly clear and unambiguous.

The outstanding fact is that all the transfers entered in the record book during
this period, up to 1708 inclusive, were carried out via the ‘General Treasurer’, here

79 For example, in the years 5433 (1672/3), 5459 (1698/5), 5463 (170213).
W 1ab.

® Thete is no mention in the record book of the debts collcted in the years 5435-5436, 5455,
5457, 5459, 5462 (1674/5-167516, 169415, 169617, 1698/9, 1701/2).
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termed the ‘Treasurer of Eretz Istael’ (Gisbar me-Eretz Lirael). Two transfers were
exceptions to this sule, one of 105 ltrin and the other of 74:4, and were made via
‘our teacher rabbi Moshe Cohen, emissaty from Eretz Iseacl’. The two sums came
from funds contributed in 5434 (1673/4) and 5438 (1677/8), but the date on
which they were given to the emissary s not noted explicidy. The R. Moshe Co-
hen mentioned here s very probably R. Moshe son of Jacob ha-Cohen, emissary of
Jerusalem, who visited a few European countries in the 16805 and 1§905, even
staying in Venice for a while, where he saw 1o the printing of the co.llecuon of 'res-
ponsa’ Darche’ Nolam, by R. Mordechai ha-Levi® Thus, a drgsnc change took
place in the system employed to transfer funds in comparison with whalt Was cus-
tomary between 1576 and 1639, when most of these transfers were carried out by
means of emissaries from Eretz Israel. o

Among the ‘measurers of Eretz Istael” who operated in Venice during this pe-
tiod and who ate mentioned in the record book, the central figure is that of R.
Moshe Aharon Volterra,® who served in this post in 5430, 5434, 5440, 5445,
5448, 5450 and 5452 (1669/70, 167314, 1679/80, 1684/5, 168718, 1689/90,
1691/2). In 5448 (1687/8), three transfers of money to Eretz Israel were mac(ie,
and with regard to two of them it is written that the money was handed over 10
the honored treasurers of Eretz Istacl, R. David Levi and R. Moshe Aharon Vol-
terrd’. OF the activity of R. David Levi in 5448 (1687/8) as ‘faithful treasurer of
the poor of Eretz Israel" we also learn from the records of the “Scola Qrandc Te-
desca”, the synagogue of the ashkenazi Jews of Venice, to which R, David belong’ed
and in which he served many times as a lay leader and a ‘gahbai of Eretz Jstael ¥
The other ‘reasurers’ to whom the funds contributed by the Italian congregation
were handed over were R. Moshe Hai Volterra in 5464 (1703/4) (and pe.rh_aps also
in the years 5454 [1693/4] and 5457 [1696/7]), R. Menahem of CracoYla in 5460
and 5467 (170506, 1706/7), and R. Jacob son of Eliezer of Cracovia in 5468
(1707/8)5 Concerning the money contributed in 5459 and 546'1.(1698/9 and
1700/1) we learn that the ‘Volterra sons received it', without explaining when and
to whom they were handed over.

In general it may be said that, in the second half of the seventf:enth and the be-
ginning of the eighteenth centuries the central role in the various stages of the

82 Printed in Venice 5457 (1696/7). See also Ya'ari, Emtsiaries from Eretz firael p. 313,

% On the activity of R. Moshe Aharon Volterra on behalf the poor of Eretz l;rael, see aio D,
Carpi, ‘The Activiy of the “Scola Grande Tedesca” of Venice on Behalf o the Jewish Communities
of Eretz Israel (1642-1788)’, in the Proceedings of the Conference “The Jews of ltaly: Memory and
Identiry", London 1995 {in press); Ya'ai, Emissries from Erest lnael, pp. 313-314, 318, 320,

¥ The Library of the Jewish Theological Seminary, New York, Ms 3594, £ 42b; Carpi, The
Activiy of the “Scola Grande Tedesca” {sbove note 83). .

 Carpi, ‘The Activiy of the *Scola Grande Tedesca” (above note 83); Benayah, Copyfxghlt, p.
132. R. Jacob of Cracovia died in Chislev 5479 (Noverber-December 1718), see R. Pacifici, Le
ixcrigion dellntico cimiters ebraico 4 Venezia, Alessandria d Egitro 1936, p. 124,

% Archives of the Jewish Community of Padua, Ms 6, £, 3b: Minutes Book of the Community
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activity carried out in Venice on behalf Eretz Israel was played by members of the
Volterra family; whereas the members of the Cracovia family were destined to con-
clude the period of the ‘General Treasurers’in Venice, for these entries from 5466-
5468 (1705/6-1707/8), and their parallels from 5466 (1705/6) in the record book
of the ‘Scola Grande Tedesca’ ¥ are the last ones known to us concerning the ac-
tvites of the ‘treasurers” in Venice and concerning this posiion in the town in
general. This too, is indicative of the changing times: as they declined economi-
cally, the Jews of Venice lost the initaciv in the operation on behalf of Eretz Is-
rael, which was taken up by other communities such as Livorno and Amsterdam
that were prospering at that period of time.

Another somewhat surprising fact reflected in the entries in the record book, is
the large gap in time between the collection of the contributions and their transfer
to the ‘weasurer’. The fist tansfer mentioned in he record book is dated 3 Sep-
tember 1670, when the ‘treasurer” received funds contributed in 5424 (1663/4). In
the months of Elul 5430 (September 1670) and Adar Sheni 5434 (March 1674),
funds collected in 5425 (1664/5) were handed over, and in Sivan 5445 (June
1685), funds collected in 5429 (1668/9), and 50 on all dlong the line, with the ex-
ception of only 2 couple of instances. Thisis alo true when the funds were depos-
ited in the synagogue treasury, from which the ‘treasurer’ received the money at a
later date. In the month of Sivan 5445 (June 1685) R. Mordechai of Osimo de-
posited in the synagogue treasury whatever funds he had in his possession - 136:4
liein contributed during the year 5429 (1668/9), and 137:12 liin contributed
during 5441 (1680/1). In this case, and in two other cases in which he handed the
money directly to the ‘treasurer’, the same R. Mordechai of Osimo did 2dd, from
his own pocket, considerable sums of money ‘ss a gif, for the period in which he
had held the money in his possession’. But he is the only person who did so, or a¢
least, he is the only one whose ‘gifts" were mentioned in writing,

These delays were in clear contradicrion 1o the regulations of the congregation,
both those of 1644 and those of 1663, according to which the lay leaders were ob-
ligated to make sure that the money was transferred to its destination ‘each and
every year', and that whatever sum was left over in their possession was deposited
in the congregation treasury within 2 month of the conclusion of their terms of
office, that is, by the end of the month of Elul (lare September). In realty, things
were handled differenly.

Some of the delaysin transferring the funds may have resuled from contempo-
rary and unavoidable circumstances, such as unsafe roads and the need o wait for
a suitable opportunity to transfer the money; while other delays may have stemmed
from an attitude of neglect in executing the operation. As for the profits which ac-
crued due to these delays, it is not known what happened with them, except for

Council, 18 Teveth 5465 (14 Januaty 1705); Simonsohn, ‘Ermissares from Safed’, p. 332; Benayahu,
Letters of R, Shinel Aboats p. 21.

¥ Carp, The Acciviy of the “Scola Grande Tedesce”, dbovenote 8,
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the aforesaid three entries referring to the payments made by R, Mordechai of
Osimo. Pethaps the congregation saw to their transfer, sooner or later, together
with the other contributions for Ererz Isracl, and perhaps thete were cases where
the congregation used the money to cover its expenses. At any rate it s clearl that
the problem disturbed the congregation committee, which tried time and again 1o
enforce the rule whereby the funds were to be disparched regularly ‘each and every
year' despite the practical difficulcies. In the 5444 (1683/4) list of regulations, un-
precedentedly severe punitive measures were stipulated: a fine of fifty d_ucap and
expulsion from the committee for anyone who failed 1o fulfl his obligation to
make an accounting and to deposit any balance in the synagogue treasury during
the period allotted to him, until the end of the month of Tishri (late October) ¥
In fact, for a few years - especially berween 5445 and 5449 (1684/5-168819) - lay
leaders whose terms had expired were careful to hand the funds over to the
‘treasurers for Eretz Istael’ within a short time of the conclusion of their terms of
office. This punctuality was not, however, longlasting, and towards the end of the
century the situation was as it had been before.

Far-reaching changes took place in the destination of the contibutions during
this period, Le., with regard to the communities and congregations in Eretz Israel
to which the funds were sent. As noted above, between 5336 and 5399 (1575/6-
1638/9) the money was sent regularly to ‘the ltalian community’ in Safed, and on
rate occasions (o this same community in Jeusalem, as well. The congregation
regulations adopted in 5404 (1643/4) reiteated this destinarion, taring explicidy
that the funds from Eretz Isacl contributions were to be sent ‘to Safed, may it
speedily be rebuilr, to be distrbuted among the Italian poo there in Safed, may i
speedily be rebuilt, and 1o no one elsc’, The regulations adopted in 5423 (1662/3)
repeated this instruction in the very same words. We do not know how matters
were administered between 1644 and 1663. However, as of 5424 (1663/4), i,
when the accounts were written down, reality seems to have been very different
from the rule in the congregation’s regulacions. Nearly thirty short notes were
written down in the record book relating to the transfer of funds caried out be-
tween 5424 and 5467 (1663/4-1706/7), and the ‘Tealian community’ in Ererz Is-
rael was not mentioned even once. Only three times? do we find that the money
was 10 be sent ‘o Safed, may it speedily be rebuil’. In all other cases the writing is
extremely noncommirtal, such as ‘to send to Eretz Israel” or ‘handed them over to
the weasurets of Eretz Israel. Evidendl, significant changes took place in this re-
gard over the years, due to the actual developments in general, and especially to the
situation which came about in Eretz Isvae iself, Intereting details regarding chis
situation may be gleaned from a letter sent by the lay leaders of the Itlian conge-
gation of Venice on 2 Tishre’ 9432 (6 November 1671) to two rabbis of Jerusalem,

% Ms 8594, £ 120n,
¥ Twice in 5434 (1673/4) and once in 5445 {168413).
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the ‘Nasct ve-av beit ha-din (Court President) R. Or Shraga named Weibish,® and
his assistant of true value he-hacham ha-shalem R, Jehoshua son of R. Samuel
Nantua’" to inform them of 2 contribution of forty Spanish reals, which was sent
to them at that time via R. Aaron Volterra,

You should know - the lay leaders of Venice write - thar the resolution of our commu.
iy Was 10 send them and to distibute them 1o the ialian poor of Safed, may it speed-
iy be rebuilr but, as we have heard, thete are no Iealian poor in our days except for a
few in Jerusaem. Thus we have chosen wel o send the aforementoned funds to your
Torah Excellency, so thar you will distrbute the to the [ralian poor who are there, as
you see fit in your wisdom; in particular if there are any poor descendants of the sage
Daniel and Uzzia Fingi, and of R. Tuy El Cohen, and of R. Menahem Camerino, dis-

tribute to them according to ther eminence s you see fit.”2

Thus, the ‘talian community in Eretz Iseael dwindled over the seventeenth
century, and in Tishre’ 5432 (November 1671) only a few remained in Jerusalem
alone. The bonds finking this community with the Ialan congregation in Venice
became severely weak, and even those items of information that reached Venice
concerning the families which remained in Eretz Istael were few in number and
vague in character, The lay leaders of the congregation wete, therefore, left with no
choice but to deviate from their own resolution and to acquiesce in the distribu-
tion of the funds collected among whatever ltalan poor there remained in Erez Is-
rael. A few years later this limitation, oo, was removed, and in the 5444 regula-
tions it was determined for the first ime that funds collected were 1o be distributed
among the ltalian and Ashkenazi poor’ Perhaps this resolution, too, was adopted

merely to confirm, 4 posterior, an already existing situation, The new resolution
sounds as follows;

and since at the present time we unfortunatly do not know dlearly whete there exists 2
particularly Italian community, and it i not fing that for tis eason dhe fundraising
for Ererz Tseael be delayed, it is thus made clear that the aforesaid 5™ are authorized,
upon the agreement of four of them, if no specifically Ialian community s located, as
already stated, to send the funds from our synagogue by means of anyone they find fit o
be distribuced among the [talian and Ashkenazi poor, as R, Aaron Volrerra, may God
preserve him, has done up unil now with funds he has received for Eretz Jsracl, with
the clarification that as long as there is a particularly Italian community anywhere at all
and at any time, the money be sent to them and no to others

The nature of the fundraising operation carried out by the ltalian congrégation
in Venice thus changed gradually over the period under consideation, and 2t the
beginning of the 16805, at the very latest, this operation was imegrated, in the

" See Ya'ar, Emiare from Ere Lrae, pp. 285, 846,
! See Benayah, Letes of R Shmuel Aboab, p. 11,
2 Ms 8594, £ 144a

¥ Three parasim t the end of their term and the newly elected parnasin,
 Ms 8594, £ 120
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main, into the general fundraising carried out in Venice, both by trans.ferring the
funds to Eretz Israel via the ‘General Treasurers’ in Venice and the ]ew1sh bfmkers
in Bgypt, and by its destinations in Eretz Istacl, where the money was distributed
to ‘any [ralian and Ashkenazi’ poor. Emissaries from Eretzllsrae.l are o longer
mentioned in the record book, though quite  few of them did arrive in Iraly dgr-
ing those years, as we learn from a number of sources anc.i some of them also vis-
ited Venice.” Apparently they did not receive dxreFt asisance from'[he lralian
congregation, and for this reason no mention of their activity appears in the con-
gregation’s record book . o

In the 5444 regulations the Jewish community in Hebror} is mentioned as one
of three communities, ‘Jerusalem, Safed, and Hebron', to which funds contr{butcd
to Erewz Israel might be sent. This is the only time Hebron is mentioned in the
available documentation of the Italian congregation of Venice. A ff:w mqnths ear-
lier, in the month of Teveth 5443 (January 1683), Hebron is menngned in the re-
cord book of the community of Padua, which was visited by ‘an emissary from the
town of Hebron o collect from all our holy congregations assistance for the neleds
of the poor and the needy there in Hebron’. The Jews of the Padua communi,
after seeing the collections already made by the emissary, and also hearing ‘that all
the communities in our environs' had already contributed on behalf of Fhesc poat,
resolved to act in this regard as well, and contributed ‘twcnt){ ducat cortenty,
They wrote of this pledge in the emissary’s record book, and mstructed him o
send the money as soon as possible ‘to the town of Livorno, to R. Ephraim Casi-
uto'® This is the first item of information preserved in the Padua record book
concerning the transfer of funds to Eretz Isracl via Livorno, afld indicates the
wrning point which was about to take place in the administration of the fund-
raising operation for Eretz stacl.

D. 1708-1733 - Winding Up the Fundatsing for the Paor of Eretz Iirael

Duting the period between 1708 and 1733 the fundraising carried out by the
Ttalian congregation in Venice for the poor of Eretz Lsracl grflduallly wound down,
No congregational regulations have been preserved from this perllr:)d, and.all our
knowledge is drawn from the summing up of the annual fundraising, which was
copied over nto the account books of the congregation’s Ly leaders”

The collection of the money pledged for Ereta Istacl was carried out as before
by one of the lay leaders, who was ‘memuneh (in charge) for the poor of Eretz Is-
rael” during his term of office. Upon concluding his term, he handed over the

% Benayahu, Lesters of R. Shmsel Aboab, pp. 9-57; Simonsohn, ‘Emissaries from Safed’, pp. 330-
332 '

96 Auchives of the Jewish Community of Padua, Ms 4, . 242b: Minutes Book of the Community
Counc, 19 Teveth 5443 (10 January 1643).

I Ms T 9798,
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money, generally without delay, to the lay leader who had served as gabbai ha-
taedakah (charity collector), and he would enter these sums into the account of the
other charity funds (hekdesh). It may be assumed that sooner or hter the lay leaders
of the congtegarion found ways to transer these funds to theic destination, but no
information in this regard has been preserved in the record book. The ‘General
Treasuress are not mentioned even once, this post seeming to have vanished com-
pletely in Venice, There i as yet no information about emissaries from Erets lgae
visiting the town, iniiating the fundraising operation and receiving the funds col-
lcted. The total amassed over the twenty-five years under discussion is 1135 liri
- a very small sum in comparison with the amounts donated in earlier years, and
even in comparison with the lat ten years of the previous period, which themselves
were years of depression. During those ten years, 5458-5467 (1697/ 8-1706/7),
745:4 lirin were collected, a5 already noted; whereas now only 552:16 litrin were
collected during the first decade, 5468-5477 (1707/8-1716/7), and 450:3 lirin i
the second decade, 5478-5487 (1717/8-1726/7)

The same siwuation can be seen in these years in the fundraising for Eretz Tstael
of the Ashkenazi congregation in Venice, as well. n its sources, the ‘Genera
Treasurer’is mentioned for the last time in 5466 (1705/6); from this year until the
beginning of the 17305 a modest fundraising operarion was administered, but we
have no information as to how the money was transfeeed to Eretz Israel Finally,
in 1731, we find in the record book of the Ialian congtegation of Venice the first
iem, after about a hundred years, of the arivl of an emissry: Samuel Via Ro-
sanes, emissary of Jerusalem,” who received from Rabbi Isacco Pasefico™ the sum
of 67 litin, as first payment of the sum of 100 ftsn the [alian congregation un-
dertook to contribute every year.” The money was collected in the congregation
by ‘the gabbaiim of Evets srael 2 A similar entry was writien down on 10 Janu-
ary 1733, when the same emissary, Samuel Vica Rosanes, received the sum of 45
ltrin 25 an advance payment for the 100 lirin contrbution of that year® [n
1733, we also find, for the first time in the account book of the Ashkenazi congre-
gation in Venice, mention of a contribution given 'to the emissaries of Eretz Isracl,
may it speedily be rebuilt’

The era when Venice was the center of independens, organized fundraising for
the poor of Eretz Israel was over, The iniciative for such an aperation was taken up

?® Carpi, "The Activity of the *Scoh Grande Tedesca™ above note 83,
i the original: ‘come deputado por Jerusalsin”,

"0 Pacifco, Rabbi and Court President of the Community of Venice. See also Ghirondi, Toledot

Gedole' el pp. 147-149; . Ginaburg, The Life and Weorksof Moes Hayim Luzznio, Philadelphia
1931,p. 172.

i According to the original: ‘che andarano in conto delle L. 100 obligata detta Scolz Intaliana
per Jetusalaim’,

102 My 8593, £ 131a, This entry and the next one are in Iralfan,

103 Thid,
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once again by the Jewish leadership in Eretz Istael - either alone or in cooperation
with the leadership of other communities, such as Livorno and Amsterdam - and
the Jews of Venice no longer played a central and active role in it.

Summary

Lo Congregazione rtaiana’ (Qahal ha-Lo'azim) el ghetto di Venezia fu fondasa allinizio
del XV1 secolp ¢ comprendeun ebrei ashkenaani e dellTralia centro-meridionale, Pur essends ls
i piccala e povera tra le quatiro congregazion del ghetto, svolie wn attivieh di raccolsa di fonds
per le comunitd staliane i Ereg Yidrael che per il periodo 1576-1733 & vicostruibile grazie alle
quattro fonts documentarte qui prese in esame: i mss. 8593 e 8594 del Jewish Theological Se-
minary di New York ¢ IT 1098 ¢ 1105 deghi Archtvr Centrali per ln Storia del Popolo Ebraico
di Gerusalemme, Neghi anni 1576-1639 e somme raccole furono abbondani grazie alla pro-
speritd economica delz repubblica veneta: § fonds furono destinati dapprima alla comunith a-
liana di Safed, ¢ a partire dal 1617, con il declinare di quells, genericamente ai povert delle co-
munitd taliane di tutta Eves Yisrael, ciof in primo luogo per quells di Gerusalemme. Per questo
periodo § documenti hanno rivelato noms precedentemente sgnoti i emissart delle comumitis pa-
lestinesi & inlre riswlaro che nella raccolia dei fonds bt Congregazione Jialiana agiva autono-
mamente rispetto allincarico del tesoriere generale (gishar kelali) che le altre congregazion ve-
neziane nominauano & questo scapo (e che in questo periods veniva sempre scelo in seno alla
congregazione ashkenazita). Nel periodo 1644-1663 ls congregazione adostd wn regolamenta in
e vemiva istitwita ln carica df memuneh ‘ol ma'ot Eves Yidracl (fncaricato per i fond; i Eres
Yilrael); all scadere del regolamento [incarico venne affdato 4 tre regoladori, Tra 1 1664 ¢ il
1707 la raceolsa venne gestita dapprima da tre parnasimn ¢ poi di muowo di incaricati singols (¢
o wficialmente a partire dal 1683): rispesto ai periodi precedenti 1 fondi raccolti andaron
diminuendo a cawsa della erii economica che cominciava ad afffiggere gls ebres venezians. | fon-
di erano destinati alle comunitk ds Safed, Gerusalemme ¢ Hebron, ma quest ulrima ¢ menzio-
nata solo nel 1683 ¢ quella di Safed risulra esvinsa in wn documento del 1671, Nel periods
1708-1733 l raccolsa det fond continub a esere condatta da tncaricass singoli (memunim),
ma le somme raccolse andarono diminuends sempre pit: alla mesh del secolo o raccolia era
ormai gestita dalla leadership ebraica di Eves Yiirael, da solu o in collaborazione con comuniti
quali Livorn e Amsterdam,

ERRATA CORRIGE

' Nell’a.rri’oolo di 0. Andrci,Ls cromagrafadei 70 amni delsil habiomee nell
daica e cristiana, fasc. 1.3, 1999, pag. 71, riga 9,

st scusa con 'autsice e con i lettori, Per chiareg
dell"articol,

0 eegest gin-
il siassunto risulta impreciso. La redazione
2a i ristampa di seguito Vintero riassunto

Summzzry

This siudy focuses on the chronographic inserpretas ;

‘ ) mpresasion of the 70 years of she Babylo
E_xtlz (accofdzng ) Ier, 25,8-12 and Tach, 1,12-17) in the Jewish anﬁ Cbn}ft'izme:o:rg:. tl?;en
cial avention is paid to the transformasion procesies of ths chronolgical datum from globa]

(marked off ony by beginning and ending daes bu o imernal g tio '
broken doun into addends that indicate ;{he Jouw of b b e

me). At the basis of thi i '
that thronogmpﬁy ~ specifcally becawse it s« “univing ?or re-uriting) {;’t/;je l;zzz?: ﬂif”;" 5?;0;'
;ﬁ:;zjloéyt(wbt“cb imglikiqumtlly the atiempt 1o work out ¢ cientife dating of bistorical
b outan exegesis”. As a mape : '
the non newnal appioacb 10 the texts ;:%:;’mgmphy et o
s fr Jewish lierature, we sabe into consideration Flvins Josephus and she Seder Olam
Rabbah. 4 for Chrstan levature, we examine Clemens of Alexandri, Theaphibs of Ansieh
Higpolyuus (ke aushor of the Commentary on Danicl) gnd Eubiss; their conmbusions ar
anaiped wishin thiy rspctive Phiblogica! and ideolgical ontets and evabated g g5 .
prssons of medium 10 long term inserretaive sendonci,
Beides, parsiculer attension i paid 10 the hiorical and cultural context in which 4

mxdfas‘hic exegess of the Bible s re-proposed in Tamnatic Judaism a5 well s in she 19 called
Christian apolgerics,



