”

$!

&II

"

/

/

"mn

$/ "

"mn

% %

&II




$$



$&

('$



"

"

"

1

"mn

"

"

"

%

%



)&

#!



$!



$&

$!

$&



$$



1

”

%

%









$$%

#% % "

% %

7S TP
e

H







$
$
!
| $ |
|
|
| 1o
Lo
! $
$ |
$
!
#
# $ $
$
8
|
#
&
B! 5!
&

% %

$ /1

& o %%8&" I %



$!

$o

%

$!

$!



% % &"

("2 q7 9p) 1"DT 37D3 M3y Sms meemws o=
0D PP TN DT I oM b 397 Ibp
W OTEDT I Yhn w7 B o> N obn7 md Bamp
[ 9597 P Sy B3 133 3 ©vmw ©v9ph Wb o7 DR
»E omoph DBE b3S 0% I
Y 0TI WA dp 0ImY oMnks
DI BYT MET ohm HBYI PHN
DREM DODE DY onEy opp)
Boh w1y 1) w3 b mpy
™ obh ppr 3y Wb T 3
bom33 36 opw o) onow
P b BEd o wy b
ok ohep Bor s abnd
Mh MOED M3 b dphY I
O 37 hopy hn Hep 39
(pn » pwp) IMOT 1 HED
B o1 pho ongd by @3 pam An Yo 7od pep pm
By ma b3b onpd B In 57h oy 9 oEd dnp wop
EYD 12 antd vy hop 1) ambp dapvr Ppprh B Yop
YD (2 o7 oE) DDEIdD 36 (o o7 op) EY
WhE ot 35 6p oned brpp7 dhn By Tap bp Anpp M7
:oEs TIvp Brpp7 M3 d"H O I opd



$$



ul

Lecl real® Ao, FEL-SED
I* LU, CELAN G CEGL. ML Juiggoy ol Aosty pue aopgied ‘aidiy
LRL GO WALNG L BLA L AT, o-au' Cuuts otl ga, ov

-

Bk
auLy o.E din ciosed v oumc.t' &a, g6 (wawd) for (ulog
LL¥L GUALLE AL £0 LOQU ACOEAY RIOLCLO Golda se-of
¢iLg, NLUD® (LWL LaLUL Mg LouLL ma qaald a)
LGS AR g @l NU wgleitl Col ol e e gLy qruLn
LALGGAD TRLNLLL LU GO Cottl’ LNU L0ad HIUT Lokl
XU LTMO AL ®gh KU Snul Lo g4 Go GdLLL LugL RU
@0 RN
woro codoey acudona N o-on' mo g, 4t gy aaas ol o
ULl (LLEL) LIKEE &g KLNLL,
Lo LG (ULEN COCULE QUILLEN CNCAL £CL LE1)F Qg 4U0T atuGa’
CRLRLU LUl LCLLL GCLu 4GRL° A¢ LUGHD U 4Ldl’ WCUTULER' Cu
$1' &¢ 0GL. COLCL Ou dgl' CULILy LULEd &8, £81 UL 4U EGLO
GumLal' Jired Lttt ENLAmLNe' LSO UMC.t' 8% STI O LELL
TACAL TRLLL L' CHAL GAAL GEWLUL tuql £4 RINLL LNU LoL YL@
ames coxl avcl vemo sxol cRal s osau voelt we ol oo
tabate] LCQUEL CRL qadl URD aoall ey Lol
LAY [ CNACL Ge Cl4L NU ETUL' WRULC NAIL 4L MU Leglad
uma.L’ ag, dal’ culc: :
LOCLLLL UEND" COGL 0400 N' C L' CULLLL CUEN LLC;' UG MO
Lo ugidl ool cunaita wenulea” cdad gel wa guliad Hu
COILL, JALNG UaN oLk GLd L LLNGL Co LANGL LUIND N@L CaLL &HL,
[ - TV EEATE

0 Alule Cifel s
sLd o,

6561)' &e ¥
GLLEEIN' CLUE Qg LI COGLL 20URSSIBLDY U | vl smap oy ] ( GufLaG.L
Golu @ miaciul mg Lim cucle enagda @ Lucaa: el
LUIL W@ @cdal QLKLY CULGAL W @g tma auaw ol qaLy
U ume.n® &2 GFI-L51°)
CNAICEL M4 WO LTCed' LK LOLGL LONAGED ME clals Leafl QG Bl LY
FL. UCA' LNLGE Hel LU RIGAL GG @l @ o Ced” (¢ TMD CLLE LU
LAULO" AAL CLEL LUK LY YO QICL €0 U 040 NU LCOW' COILE €2
(LoD CULLL MEO° LELCL ¥AICLE. . LALLaT 4L Guagltul, Wiuta
TUSA HU Ledl Tell L ol UL’ LOGL RACLG: (MQ° &G, 0F) ML 8¢ G,
LRLLD Nl RACLE' COGL LG4MT MUL' (LLA4D UM &C, 66' ClUT
wbe C70"
CLCLRLD (Kel BPRT IO 5L T9T) Tl UAGKE L4 Uil 82
Nolo WALNG' NU Ul Lo Lediy NEGO NLL' gELL CILNL
LeCls NUL LGl MGCE 64 Lol ta dLD’ LUELCO NUUL CaD
at, doa-de (Q6L N4LL ULL)' &y uGsma: .
Guft Q@aC N, NEMCWL' CUC HOLLD NGACL W' (LA Ul
€l tequ mgu LuteL ganet
ancl ung agu v oo’ g vl amo el viad o e NIl W,
ILHL moas Lrloun (pomuuly el e eod (g 6 eédoao o)
LOUL QLR LELS
LoW GO0 CCllie LUGLL NU CTU QUL LWL LIGEL MU'
LNELL' wgl NLGLE BTl ULAKE CLU NEWL g8 Laad aot
LAGUL &4 Ulay Ll [dimgd] CMOil mogls KLUt Tl GuuL
Hb HAL RUU gLl Cl NUL oLl crd’ Lage v qacuil @at

Ale &0aTe T3



i+ &

% %

%

%

%

#! n



('$



#1"
$ #

# !

#$

% %
$ I
! % %






Ro



~






)&

$$



Q]

T &4 Beflh UAUGL LRU CLaTL &4¢ UCal.dal A0 G LOL' LECL4e LSkgU
AUCR AL QALY TLaG.g
SuBeBe’ @ Lot Wlbetl’ QULILL Afwld GL.CLY’ URL.LY 8T 4L Ll
LENGELLL Mol TUEL LSO 4UAST QRIL ¢aflde” S«l TATwl U TOGL ALY
A, UATU WU ULgl LEl CUT Lk, «AC4 TOGLILL: WLNLL $OL 2¥L CLOW
] f«l £OGL CUL &0 GIE 4L, 40 AIE b’ ued ¥—T' GuiLl uLs.T

LatLd ¥ LARA «BUL CL4L BL QEN Gl o' Clol €¢ LTL aqaul cla.
WUCHU XLO (L4CLU QgL c44 dua Qo CL) CUD: WNC4 urall ce
LtL.® (CTaRLL @9° Q.d CA) GUE CL.U N4 LafLd LEL  Llug UQTLLY
LUCALD MO ALRAE LUCLCL Wikds QG 2818 URtll el o' el
(AT Qud U): ,CQGL URLLe LTMG Coe CUC: CLNL LML gruie clf
UL UL 4T8LD dQtds’ £C.4" WO &4 CL CUC CEUL. UQLEL
va.l 49 (Q.d o) GUD: LGGG LAAIALY AlclUe Mol TLLTD CL* NgR
Qe &Y)° RT4 Mol TLLED CL* RN UQLd ; ALUL (SANGIL CUATU)Y WGl
AR (LBl TGN URGW) oEND TiU (QUUCIL ausml) (S4Bl alb
okly QALY NILU.Lel’ Qe UAIA)" WLRLR TaGUL.ALLL 407 Q& L cuC:
@ Ll &R Gedd 40U S LAN QALY WU Sedl UCLA (WLRY LlfL TRUS
GARLE OLUl U flul @l Ul CMEGAL TG LU, CTLTLGL Rgu
Lo ®O-NuL el ug Qoul &4 UG TWLN Gle Leel'tt Lo

Calgul-gull! clll.LALY Qo LA Qf, ¥ NOL dILR@: WRC. LTl R

Ay

RLLL IL ANCL CLUND LT
Lol HEEQ G0 AU el Ll LEW ALTUT LWILED AL0E &L Atuccau
WCAMAD 4ARAL gL TLOL Ui’ GOKEO NU LUCLd LTOlg @l
C.OWLU  LCLL (RLQGE UL odud RU Uil GNC LGNQL
WIUY LAY TG4 «ALNG' AGRUL CLI-UG.4U GTLGE &4 Ul LLLUQLD

£ LADRU Lol TCLU.GQU WRARLL 44 LURAL TUCLL
LUAGAL LUCLUW &4 LQILY

GLd L.

[ax

LGLEL. UOLLE. OO, oG8 TLRL AUGSD GALD LNTLEL (CLCW 4U &%)
WUERLEO ANCULE TL U TLRL AU QWOCD QUGS oOLL RuL £¢ Lo’
4R TENUL COLRL CEOLR LGN CLOLe Lol WLEGC.O°-HeW AULCL: LUGLAL
NOLLLLLO: Ll8¢ UCla @okCd wul Aol gl CILW Gle UGl du
4R ClO el'tt TEegL ' LEL CCel.ctOl &0° Qo LOLY Lol LCUT LLE

P LAWY AL CUAT.d YOG Wl%' Qo QLI 4N CICL CAD Qdi0 QuuqoL
Ch LR ¢k, QTUD L, QL

£ LN CLOLd &4 L. £d4C UUL’ 40 &% 7L CAOD UALCL GXU LG oXud

ALRdN ULLLY' BT TL—EL STT Wl
4l EAE UELIL' TOGL 1Shil Sheld GLHALLE' CQULLLU 84T T.L QULC: QT.4°

QU QLG CLEL 84 Ul Gl UQGU i UGN qX LUCL wl TUguLL
4L gl «&dE UEUL (TC44e LSl @4l AT G 88) ClL Uodul: LMGL.
el LUy LEUD A4 LYRLGO (ULRALGD' LD &U0° ALl QXL

WAL LTWL o¥O Lls’

CCL CRLLA Acg AT (UK &% 61): LUl (LQTLL) LClQ &4 CLow

GO LU 10T qadd xa al Lola AQTLGl 84 e WGL LGl QRN
Wl UG LOLed (HEGW Qgl): LUy acacadd al bl Qued

QANL LGLRAD
ELCU RO gl qABLE WU Ual’ R uatld ¥ oumcll’ Rb 4N RUL
4h.q)’ Ul NIGL' ARAQLL &g Ukd (GA¥d UAGU 4G LOL LCQ)
LG " WGL (LBAL (L LY ALLCRL TLHLM CLYLLWL G AL
gl Lk Tf £C)° LWQWD &0% «e@ OQLCLE &RRU UulTul TAKRU

NQLO LC4TL LLLL GIUY (U CUQURCL &4 48U TR UEALL (LgoLu

RUL ¥ G, LeL
CUCAE R4CLL &4 LCLQ RUL LTl (GG MU Lol 8L Ul (UAUL
AND UG oD URU GUAL CUALU . °° GUTL dEU Gl LENED lug!
C4G° WCY CUmtial SUIL GRT UUEW " °y BG4 \EUTAL LTLL cut (an):
LENUL) QLAY AQAKEE RUL TNIWUL ol QWG] AR (AALD LR
ag udal uraw camedsd [glual oL CLfal Uat LERWL (Raq!
QECLY I CUT LE4CL (TOe AY) TIM Loall: LAruel quu @l ol TG
ENAL @l NIL CLEL LOLLGEL LLRALLD QLENGD ROL UQLIL Ay

¢GULL TR A1 TLEL & ATLCY GANLL £¢ LAUGAGIY LIBTLY Ly
4AtLL’ ¢ATA’ ¢TALE LCL — URLL LN ClUL WRL-£4.Go aMcl ok
£50 ULTL AUGAdD GXAT GLERLGE ALTE AUl XU — 4arLd’

LUAGAL LUCLUW 8¢ LQTLY



ac]

RMU ¥ QllALe TAO L, «&dt T.L acaul

L LGl UM COULGd LGOIU ®edl’ LCUGLLA. WOZ« &0 &4 UGLLG. Olk oo
EC44e LGl 4L, 54T LNLLY 40° SH. L6—86

9 R£4.Gu UCOLY TOLCW ol £.% (LKL UK ¥ 48q) LALGL o R.R° LLRU
L&, d) HTL LOLek @4 L, ofdT LELIL ¢ GENUC CRAME HTNLLE
LOLQGT ARl 8&-cke LELLLG SULAtleal (A9 Ug Q) wild (@’
CL, ol (@aws) RU Tl LLLL L, «EUd CTL, cULLLL' LUALL SRdlllg
COUIL Lellle’ Qo WY QULILU &, Ugle UlLWUed' &R, ¥29° T&AOD L, QCUD
GLfles (Qe LGT) GULLLY Wee MULACL«L’ CLLNGRAA ULG.L' B8R &L LCL
LALEGL NUUL uooLl ® (NO) UL st LULENU Cadtlu tasl LGLLa
CL oLLLLY LALL oD LGl AlG Tl URGU RO RO uoLcl &6 Ul
&G, 65° Qo QL' ATALH &0l LGl BN 1L CANLL &G0 LEIL L, oKUd

S LAML AL COAL LENLGGE' CULLLY o GLoONCL LR, AGAQwl' Tl UL.&'
&G dU' £.8 UALCU LR ALLCRY THUTL LENLCE qfcklCol’ A8, TE" Qu GL
el NLOLGE ALl HIR K& Ul Sl SUL TALM 4oy (UK T 4f)

NG @l LCLQ, LELNTe L’ Qi AGE (L% &% €17) RUN: . GLACU
UM NOWUN " LEGTe ALkl QUELL] £ UGG THYL GUAAI Lkl
leg LUGTL QAN LNGL SULLA4EA 4l QUGG £¢ LCLQ LWhl! XA
CRRCA @l Lol TEWQ GULL Gel @4 Uctld' LG LEIL ARLNG TL CALLON
NEGT wLLAGRe, LGl TRCTL CRIL ILLE (LT Qo dI): LLRELY ARAGACD

LELO N4U A4 LYNICE TUGQLL 84 RALL Nud-ALNg. dLO‘ uaaury

LUQT &4 LUl LEG REL " 4CL ALUL RLUL ¥OL A4 Wald,
LU L4RL GNAL @¢ Uatid i 4Gl ATNUL &4l &kl LEAAL LRCIL
EQLD el (UL.T' Qo da) Ciu poall: LQarLd MU LSl QNQL &g
Gle UCGL ROWL GRCLL LASW AUk, el LLTLGE GELLAE Takl LT
GAGCL RIUL CLQ LGRCLL Mo RGAL &AW cl' Acdl ATLETL K4l TILR
INOL Lo ULGL LELGGL GLUGD LGLGINL 4CL ALUL MIUL ROU NTQ
GLEL’ CAD AUCTAQUL 4TLaU GL USCQCL QUILE LGULGL LUAULL RaLLUN'
ATRALL focl MLl LCAAL KTLL LUTD 84 LUCLA &G NTL CTL &LYcgqal
uuated QL Ul Ll WU qALL (C20 LT SQU Tt L) LAqQU NQULL QT
louQLy eruy (Qe dd) @Il Uatl tlal @ane qu cada xu RO

ATLL CLLW GLc LXGL Lo¥ QUL QR A0 &AW 4TagL.’

ICLQ @ Qual! QATLL oNO Ledl’ Goll ATHRL Gal &bly' &G R
40l @¢ Uul' (CRAAL UYRGO. QENUG NAL LT SUd Xl Le'tt
NER CNULT' LTo olllMe (LT QLGN LANC 080 udiil CLLl & SLew

QLY BLHG

[at

11 au Ugdaw ul ool LCACE Gt A4’ Ll ol cakk LT &aud tal’
any
£¢l, dER) L4Ge SLIU ROLLLLG (d4@' L) YO CQLLL LO.% (A% £9) (RGALCEL
0l UTAAL CEENY Y@ TOLL LT Acud vl (W01 Qu 4G GULLLU fleLadla’
&% 6—0T°
JLCely CLEAL" LLNL TO LELLUL 8¢ LO-ALE ¢lf0de’ TlB.88 /T Ul
Ufl 40 Co TOQU &¢ LE OfL il (QLL QELL &% Q) Rl @ou
QcEl 4ET4elUL ¢ Geldl [ GULLU AULR GRLAA CRegl TN QUL Hed ALL
W-NEE 0961 &%, 76T LSLU o' agl ATcU LLCeM. CCTle UL LTS
hl@ded 4ELEILY AT, 60T) WMLGE UL.4 WWEECILY' COOLL g UQCL LWeLL
ULl (Ul lBd &4 gLEd Ulll’ &8 0z—T7) el LA (wuty gul
Col BC, 6TFP—SzR) LEl LAUL &g & TREAL (bldged LECLL oLlAca
W,¢° £C, EFS) NGOLCWEL QTL QIUL Gelfl MLEeoALR4e (LRLY LTLa TDM-DN
Gl7—LIT (LGl SLL: LLLIL MLEL LA IWGWA' Celeeklbd’ ULGU—ULERLL
6 Ml CLOLGL A¢ NEAIGKL QM 4300 WRSLA llagd’ UGkl &Q
4 L AT QLT RNl CUL 40 QT (US, T 484) AQ* & Udau N ULy
84 Lo LLLeSL' ALIY GullNg (LUK, T 48e4)" K% dER-dqU' LLRL ALl TLOLL
QULLLY CLELALAY Ll@4el’ UdG.T' &% dAQ° LLRL AL LTl LOGLLA
qeg, oL Camd ttw LGL LEALL AL TOLL LT £GLO SHLL W.TY Qe dau
COLLA @C4 QLT LAY A 61 W& LAD RR:D o °'CL (UOe LER Ul
QULLY LILIE Mol WUNG oLlfdd’ ua.® &%, X.Q° LAUT gl i
vLd Ty el due ou wels el mR codlt Lo QAL Tl
COL LNOMNE GOl LOLE fox QAL LHCL Lokl Sue W4e@A' CL MO LT
OLUC AT, QLR LACKH' SHORL LT Uhdl LU XLl ¥ON LHuaR
g [LOUNLU ALCWY & Codal i ol (L ACAULwS' 4A0% »Uaqll RAUUR L

RLS ULl LLGR ELGGU MOU . IGLnt Uk NWBL Go ATe@ M4L
LW Sk NOUCC LBLL UAUGU NOWN Llc LLUG GNQNL G¥.CAU
JUAGH ROUUN Ll UG @ dt GOLN LAKN GNORL QLGN Uil

14K 1L C4CL M&¥ Al Rb AU TAALL' CG. ANGLLA TML UL 40:

AULAGL TLlAg. QuIk aLL LT AT CNUL MU Qullh Q&LUs o'

a6d AULLAGH:. AUEML TL LEIL WLAC.A Tdau L L Q6L LLagty &
UOLLL 84 LLNTL QULN NGALGEL (A" &9 09 L& T1): alée Nl
40' Q. LGO' U.X' &2 09€! Q. UUKN' U.t' &2, 089) tcut &g cl
AU CAT LGINE' LCL CLUET TG4 QOGIU QLUCLL, (LAl &:
Tl AtCla geul quil G @4 LU WowL accla awgld gxg
SNONL GLEGH LLN LU RLL ROl LGl s* LCATLL CL iYL 4atiq THECA
AL LG4 clLUL’ uaugl NQUUN LUwD (LUad ol diD QLR LAk
SWLLACh GGl L, W&l (Ll Lill GLd <@ BATU) Q4 UELCL

LUAGEL LUCLUL £4 LQTUT



aL]

€ Uty Gado LU (Mg LUOUL.O SLLATELLY) GULLLU il CUIN® LLC*
WU LCLE' LRCT.S)
AU (LU LEL LCRGC 20° WL & ¢Usd ATQLU LCAC WL Gark
CL QCLC CLCUN LQUSR Rl &G YT LGW QG U AN 44 CON LELEUR
A%, BIT)* LCGL CTACAU ofc LUGLGH LHGUIUR CACAU [dol L@, LELCH
(ULay' TLOW G4 o A8 CQULILY LedLOUwRL ;' UaN' «hlBdd URL.T
RCo Lol olgLU UL (Ml Uedt cuAd ALY 40 A€ dA0) LU CoU.Y
Gl ¥ ¥’ QULLLY LTAL' &G, LTI)
COULLLUL 40) AUlc Lo QUL LLW CILU (ML ®l CCow* LNy @acu
L &.C & PTY Awl TUAG ANLL 4TED K8, 46U MU CL* LLUALLY Clade
QULILU RLSLCL' L, TLU £Q, L6* LNGTO LAY 4O K8 LTT' L@¥ele 4EULELY
UIEA’ A&L LGL.AL' QULILY dRGU' (LlA4D UAC.L' A% ¢ (Gl uxacly
WL GlAdiD COLUL LNU &LA ook 45U L TUCLLY 8.6 AU LLYC.LY TS
Hod¥ D (RCR LROLS LU 4¥ AU Co¥ LOLCUN aule Ll (o (amdl
(QULLY @.d bode UoL' LLA4E UAC.AY AWGUR d' &% d&L)Y Lag

T ILRU add GIU LGR C4l0 A0 LLGCE UTLCNU CANGULL HUle A¥UR KL
HILUN Til.g @ LEdAL ROl LU, £¢ LU LS ML * ).
COLL LT £aL0 eNil) (CLGLUY TOUL 40 Uaf ¢R CIGLU TGLLA‘ N&W WeC
LQLITLIL LLAL UL UALLUU LU 4CL TLXL Y0 L McCU GUGTLL (LEfefL
UGLL TLL Qe deold LULEUAL COL, &4C4 QUG &8, 61 QNAIL CHLLO'
CLHCwL Qo LGB (A% 09E) LCELLw¢ Ld. Qegl! Ll Q. C, LOICLU TGl
CLUT L LAUL A& WEALGEL: ANl LN U QLCRU TAO LLagt *
C4CL* GG 4R 4NT" RGO Cl4LATLA (TUALL SALLL €1 a0° Tad, dga—da)
auc C.gHZ WA A2, S01° 4ule ALY UERLTE UCeleD TAAL gofl
ROILNLEY 6061 & EPT' CLUC Co LUCASL WD LGN ULQGU CMILLY Chc
a0 £0, d6' (COQ.LLL LOWC (LRL 4O USLL €)° WSO 4, CIRCLLE SENLLGL

CLL 4eALg Ueqh QL LWGLU GULGEL 40U LCTAU 4UOG' UL&CL AL
UGCIU Qegl)er! «NAL UGULeq LEUT QULLE: LURAL AR CEQU
QLLACCLLE® CGc QULENL Cole U4OLA MUL QRCL TQULGEG (calk
LR qu Go WUALCL ¢ ANGL I CALSY COQAUL Q¢ Laul.d
AUGAAL XU KO UUELd Q4ULU ICNU TAUwl @ Wl
QLLL Gl LWATELL HU AUGU Ll QULTL Neld LLNLE gCL' ReR
TARQU LANQU: CEL TUCAY G 1L &g UAdNU LUNG' Gl ualgul-
QUL atudal g4 LSO LUGD LWLEWL CCAQL QelULU ;" LAUL
Cu NO Legl LN AUl AWy al Ul qNUL QUamEl ROt 4t
ALLUD &4 LENULD LWLRALD’ ARIILD CLOL. LaxllAgle,’ QQULULL
(PN TR T
AlddD GLALRLY Ledl LUND' ALAGE Gl Wl WICLE TCAAU LLUZO

CLTL Y (173

[au

Lul! g’ Lk

4rCile MO Ul LIGCAU THULL ULL' RL4O LML &G GAGLU LLCLGE ancl

ALl ** %, NOLO 4N Ll I CCLLLCTAU 4R ThU GLB WL ¥ Tl

ULEL UgGkled LUALGD LUCCAU ATU CEL LNLL 80 CIL &4 Ukl

ULoL QLG CELGYU LOH 448 UL, oUald QGLLAT LLNL Al AT.O REQl

K8, EET—VET: LAQAU. EHCH Glc LLE «KUd Akl CAGOL ULLL 46T Qlle
11 aur cxl umdio ¢UIG WU LOEWL SUGH o He60C«L CULLE' ua.u

£a, dor ugg, dew—do)

WOl GELL COILT. LRULLGO (LRU GLLCC CALW uRl¥s’ qlac LLLeXL
91 LILWL AWALD Gl £0 TUCOLL LNGLU A4 ROUUR LaAlul & UNO' actl
61 L& O HICCAU.' LHU TUALEUU LUILLO REq CUIN' 40" &C La&Q

) CLOW 40 AW dud’ Qo dou*
Cilockd? UL £ 08f AU QUL.e L’ Qo 4T (CTALIL) LML GULILY
$1 QEL LEEULE LG, RUL.8 T.h CULL GLLACCILYY QULLLY @ WGGICl

UALEU-4T. GLOL Q¢ LOUL.O
(LlB4T UALCY KU LOT' Gu LN ULLUe Lok o UNLARE' ALGIL RU

Al TA4E BU LU LRU XO UUCLE L K¢ <Al GQudUL 4g
ool Cow’ oluLgr ag) wull ol RoL @60 ¥uoupotut udug
UCLOL oAL¥e L¥d QMQUL CGLERUL Wue TLEL 4TARL, (LOLe UToU-
NO UUGELE ThMU-LCIQU LUl ALRAU LTLCL ANl X adsl xu
ZUNAL UUL CALY LU TEGU.CLG XL Qrud’ el uaug ua ta

[QANCL 4ULE' AUGLUC UdLld &L e LOLULLD QULATTLLE Ll

WU LU 6 S Lsgaw’ oy gLy UNea Qarl Laan otud,

ARGAL TRA' A LUL CELGEW .o WM LR SULU 4TAGL LOTNL

AUl @0 QR o U 4ALTL: LN gRau qudu arid quedid tadia

ULELN CLLC QAL 4ALL olLU-LALY Qo LU NLU o LELEUIUL qatqul.

wdiaqu T R4 LEGL LACKIL, TULESL LYCL 4RAML o GG AGad
LEUL @¢ LQULLD CLLACELLY L.GNL NLLUN RUEN 4eC0Q AU

WAL QML Col CLLL LGULtf, (LLRL AL CQULLLU LY &0° Qo diL)
LCGhC LACIL """ LW @@ CTell UL (RUL" LLUTLGL UTR &d TLOL
NL MW MU CILY LZNL NULUN (NGLAN) 4000 Ral cdiaau Td Rtad
LCIOU A0 LNCA LG UL Cledl (G40 XD TEGU (LR w)auwey
ILRY 4o C4g GILT CAL ATLLYGE TULE QG AURAL (LATU o TG
CUALEL LCUCMU M54 LUACT.d (Qu AKY WRULG QUATdd)y: NIl
Ll g CLGE RAW GLEU’ augl waw Tl Nraar cl cut qul.o
GUL Tl LGTOU" LGN UGTQ ¥¢ ULCL gUdu Y@ cl arled 440 qlitig

LUQGAL LUCLUW ¢ UTTLY



all

BI

1L SMOWL NU URAL S

ugad’ <2 O L UCLU. flak ALfS @dARU RUCE. NACCL TGl UL
QETL LUUGUULY ULGCU UNGEITRU’ LUwll 8.6 QLGwl UYL LC4ée
INGAL 4CUllgl (LWL L, oXUd' CLCW CO4CL Qe £Y OT £.4) LGSR
Gebel Qe LOLY QUGN ¥l LCIOL CAD Ul.c ANQLL SRAL 4O LGUT
Wl LNU QU AUCUL LaGL LCCRIL UtL.H 40" WWHY TLLC. QAU URuLL’
LRy voal ool 400 44 LOLe ULGN clok &0 LGl TLUT@ GULL NUL
Th.d AT £.6 GOl (4D LG MCM GENL Lol Rau q% [ua]i wauga
TANW L CU* Liudl ROLU SL LUSLU HU £LeU OIU. WlB«lU LEoLR
UMgl' WELY AL’ AQ GE) Wetllb LWLELY &2 Nb GU Acult ceald
vow.d (aEl 4oy wtot.d @RWeL’ QULILY UL ALATE—LUTELY LT JLl&da
CL. «lUCl’ TUN U4CU CLT*"* LOL LE.G LAU {4 GOdL YLlge UNACTLD
Ll 4GALd CLE (Ml MAL CALY 4eBLg’ *'* ML &g YT LLET WL, Ut wgcu
COGL LD LCLedNCOe (Qe UAEL)" LCLS WECG LULQGY C&.. a0 doal:
Ul gk, eomdT LYULY TaEl {CLUl LU 4LNALGE £d, 8¢ Ll cad
4ACU L, cu) Lel L codlt LEELLG. (ACU Qo uau) el tEad TCgde
LCOLLA LUGd Qoo (UILL Se0E LR CAL WU &S L' Qo d0.%
Weee.o (U kgl ka G.0' Ml TUTHLL CulUldl 40 WU R
CULLLY &.d Qelode LY Ll@ded URAC.L SANGUR 0 £U ) Wil
L, L6l GOdL UCLLY LEARGUW L@ AT LCSAU AT (Lau L e
LAUL &4 L, olCl T4 G £o%' LCRQAIU UTULY 20 LA cosl Lauugl
(Q.d Lwea.L)* El [ SULL NUL Wed®'* LCL LAU LCOUTL LR £G.c
CALT LOLG" WOk LCL WAL L4al *** LOUT LLE.N &0° ¥ LRAU 48 Uls
LLHY AL TOLCl Hedl! Soe NAL o0 G £ LDALA olol LOL ¥: LGY
Lcrau’ LRCR.LG )

(CoCAaltLNGL A0) @ SLL Gl TOGLL TANGU Gl 44 URAL Th.
HACE! LELGU Gl UGCwDs’ @6 O (UACY) &% J;0w—a;0l
UEELL LWEaUL” LHL CORQLL uewgh &g L G4d' LRENL uRay Tduulu
A2, TEI—E6I" UL AT MU U LCAGT ATHWUL UALGL QRLLCLY LT Clhke
5L LU WHWE GRLEW Uadls GWEl MGG’ LN WNLAN UL
4Q6L T4O' Qo CLF UZLCL SNU LQUL.O GLLACTILY) LRU: & tLgamrl
LCARLLY CUELLY GLLE. A0 L& dCR' UYL Culildd — UALTLU LaxCll
CL, Tl QULILY .0 LCOLGed’ 4TLEY ULWCY Qo &' SLlCe G.C LeOELW
GALTEY CIUL LgNoLl al ualgo: ' WO R LLUL gL ULCL (aLU qul.d
UUU CEGLY LATH (MCGL)*** 4eBigl OOL GULLLU 4L MO CLUL SULLY Tul
SR USLE TLO OO &l oUdell ' (Gl LLGKAU ulf. 44 Xau aluy
CHIUD Ul LUGOLU EGALU LRI LML GLIXGL Q6L UQu«@' Qe dou:
WU €4 LG GLGL o@ 4LRLU Cudal LLUT JUL &4 QEQLE 44 Uwal

Ll Latkd’ LaRa’ LiaLd Lol
uoue Ldulg quadid RU RO uUad @l tel 44 TLCL' LCRALQL TN
UQULLE GLLACCILEY AULENL NU UNAU QCU.LClauy,” (UCag 1a

QLG cALNG

)+~ J-+0+127

92326 1

1=

<9)

*)+,-./-+0+12 324 356+0/7 3./83,692 :1/*



Circumcision and Baptism
The Development of  Jewish Ritual in Christian Europe
FELISHEVA BAUMGARTEN

#T'le baprism of Jews includes a peculiar castom:
they perform it by cotting.”

This sentence, in the mouth of a hero of the well-known thirreenth-
century author Wolfram von Eschenbach, is 2 contemporary observation
on baptism and circumeision, two parallel rites de parsages practiced in me-
dieval Christian Europe.! Iris doubtful whether a Jew faced with the threat
of baptism or death would have fele that circumeision was just baptism by
cutdng. Yet based on von Eschenbach’s observation one can ack in what
ways these two ceremanies, both the first rituals experienced by children
born in Jewish and Christian societies and both definitive rites in which
children became members of their faiths and received names, can be seen
as similar,

Von Eschenbach’s comment can serve as the starting point for a social
analysis of the circumcision ritual as performed by Jews in medieval Ger-
EE..,“_« and northern France during the twelfth and thirteenth centuries.
The circumcision ceremony has most often been explored from a religious
point of view, as a symbol of the separate natre of Jews, who lived their
lives in their own cultural world and were often represented s 2 commu-
nity that distaneed and differentiated jtself from its surroundings.? From
the Jewish point of view, baptism was not only o symbol ef historic clivigion
but also a ceremony that was to be avoided by all means, even death, From
the medieval Christian point of view, circumeision and baptism manifested
the difference, both spiritual and physical, berween Jews and Christians.}

1n medieval dmes the Jewish community was certainly defined as a sep-
arate community religiously, yet at the same time it was part of European
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. society.* While Jews and Christians understood the spiritual significance

of the ceremonies differendy, comparing circumeision and baptism allows
an examination of the Jewish and Christian social understandings of infant
initiation.

As @ wide range of anthropological studies have demonstrated,® examin-
ingr rituals provides a useful key to understunding the societes that perform
them, sinee rituals provide elues to understanding their codes and, depend-
ing on the nature of the ritual in question, reveal differentunderstandings of
order and disorder.® The centrality of both circumcision 2nd bapdsm in me-
dieval society is apparent in the sources that discuss them, which describe the
preparation and meaning of each ceremony in grear derail. This can also be
seen in the face that both ceremonies took place in the ceneral shrine of wor-
ship—the church or the synagogue. In anthropological terms we can da-
scribe these birch ritvals as rives thar expressed social order and community
hierarehy. Seholars who have exploved the saeial pelities of medieval baptism
in recent years have emphasized the extent to which this ritual expressed
both the desired soclal order and the tensions of dhe existing one.” Plerre
Bourdieu, also defining baptism and circumcision as rites of insttution, has
reminded us that underseanding a ritual means noticing not only those who
were present at the ritual butalso those who were not included.?

Comparing baptism and circumcision involves many different aspects of
the rites from examining the participants to paying attention to smaller de-
tails such as the food eaten at them or the way the babies were woashed and
dressed before the ceremony. It is necessary ac the gotset to menton a cen-
tral difference berween Judaism and Chrisdanity— for while boys and girls
were baptized in Christanity, only males were circumeised in Judaism.
‘This difference, one of ntmost importance that has characterized the two
religions since the birth of Christdanity, requires a separate discussion.”

The participants in the baptism rite included not only the biological
parents of the bahy heing baptized but also a number of other men and
wamen. These participants sre called godparents in modern English, but
when discussing the medieval ritual it is more exact to call them by their
Latn name: parenter in the early middle ages, and comparentes (co-parents)
in the medieval period.! This term expresses the purpose of their role.
The co-parents were chosen by the hiological parents of the baby and
acted as the spiritual sponsors of the ceremony. Their wsk was to prepare
the baby for baptism: they washed the baby and dressed and carried him or
her to the bapdstnal font. Carrying the baby to the baptismal font and
holding the baby during the ceremony was considered the greatest of all
honors, known in Ladn a5 eveipery or suscipere. An addidonal tsk of the co-
parents was ka hold a feast the night before baptism, a night during which it
was common belief that the baby had to be protected from evil spirits. At
this event the co-parents provided refreshmenis consisting of small cakes.
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Also present at the baptism ceremony was the biological father of the
newbomn. The baby’s mother always remained ar home, entertained by
other fermale friends, resting in her bed."! This was the first time the baby
was taken out of the home and out of the realm of the women among
whom it liad been nurtured since birth. This was also the first official pub-
lic recognition of the baby by his or her father, )

Research done over the past years has emphasized that the central im-
portance of co-parenthood was the bond forged by baptism berween the
binlogial parents and the co-parents. This copperation was meant to con-
tinue after the rite and to be of Ainancial and social sdvantage o hoth fami-

lies."* The links berween families created by baptism had implications for
the long term, a central one being that the co-parent could not marry into =

the famnily of his ar her spiricual child.!

Choasing co-perents reflected gender differences as well. Christiane
Klapisch-Zober has shown that fathers usually chose men of social stand-
ing slightly higher than their own, who could serve as good politeal or
economic contacts.™ From this perspective the rimal reflected the differ-
ent social positions of the male perdeipants. Wamen, on the ather hand,
chose their close friends or their midwives as co-mothers. The difference

hetween the mother's and father's choices of spansers is an indication of :

medieval understanding of women’s roles in the political and economic

networls of the period. Baptism symbalized existing social connections in -

womens® circles and prospective des in male circles. For their part, ca-

parents saw being chosen for this tsk a5 both an honor and a reflecdon of *

their own starus. Especially in the case of men, the sources tell of those
who refused to accept the role when they suspeeted the baby to be the

praduct of an illegal or immoral lisison, one that could reflect badly on

themselves: or, in contrast, of men who showered the baby with elaborate
gifts when the honor was much desired.

The medieval Ashkenazic Jewish communities developed and expanded
a function similar to that of the Christian co-parents in the circumeision
rirual. This function is called beaf bt For a mon, be'alat brit for a woman or
ba'aled brit {masealine) and ba'a Jot brit (feminine) in the plural. The ba'alei
brit were not the hiological parents of the boy cireumcised, but rather men
and/or women chosen |y the biological parents. This figure is somedmes
called sndek, 2 verm of Greek origin that first appears in sources from the
mid-tenth century in Tealy, but chat was not the widespread term for the
function in the middle ages. As early as the ninetzenth century: the Eb.wumh.
chaft des Fudentumes scholar Leopold Zunz suggested that the ms.,ﬁ_ brit in
Jewish sources represented a Jewish practice similar to Christian co-
parenthood, one that was taken up by the Jews in Iuly and in northemn
France and Germany.” This functon did not exist in other medieval Jew-
ish communities outside of the Ashkenazie region, and in these other
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communities, such as Cairo, Geniza evidence suggests that the father usu-
ally held the baby on his lap during the ceremony and that e was called oz
- drit or the father of the circomeised.1® In Ashkenaz, the b'aled drit are pre-
- sented as being very important to the eeremony. R. Tsanc ben Moses, au-
thor of the thirteenth-century compendium Or Zaru'a, even states that the
ba'al lnit is more important than the suebe! {circometsor),” This sttement
~in and of itself is revealing, becsuse the funetion of the be'sl brit was de-

fined purely by custom and not by balakbab, and there was no halakhic im-
‘ portance, ar at least there was seemingly no halakhic significance to their
-actons, Surely, a circumeision ceremony could take place without the b's/
- forit. UTnlike the father, who was commanded to circumeise his son, and the
' eircumcisor, who was obligated to perform the surgical nct, the ba'ulef brit
" did not perform any required task. Despite this, in the medieval Ashlke-

| nazic world the task was very much parallel to that of the father and was

considered as imporeant.

The role of the br'ale brit was very similar to that of the Christian com-
parentes, They helped wash the baby before the circumeision eeremony,
they carried him from his home to the synapogue, and they held him dur-
“ing the ceremony.!¥ This description fits the deeds of both the male and
CFemale bawled brit undl the end of the thirteenth century. As in the bap-
tism ceremony, the fther, whose religious obligation included eircomeis-
ing his son, was present at the ritual whereas the whereabouts of the baby's
mother are not clear from the sources. Most probably she was lying in at
chome. ¥ This ceremony, like the baptism ceremony, represented the first
official acknowledgment of the baby by his Father, As the famous medieval
sage, Rabbi Solomon of Troyes (Rashi) says, up until the circumcision cer-
emony the baby was in the mother’s domain and she was in charge of it; at
the circumeision ritual the baby is recognized by his father?! In addition
o his active partdcipaton in the circumeision ceremony, the be'al brin®
like the co-parent, hasted 9 small feast the night hefore the cireumeision
eremony in which he provided refreshments, in the form of cakes and
wrsmall rolls.”
The medieval Jewish sources [eave no doubt as to the similaricy the Jews
themselves saw berween the ba'afei brit and the co-parents. This can be
emonstrated aptly, for example, by a comment made by Rabbi Moses of
Zurich, who in his fourteenth-century glossary 1o the Sefer Mizvar Kan
n.n.HHE.._..u that the fa'sf brir is the conpére™ A fifteenth-century source ex-
lains that the conpére is the gevareer.” Both these terms, conpére and geoae-
s refleer the vernaculars spoken by the Jews. Conplre or waupére means
io-father in French and gevereer is the German term for co-father, a term
that we are familiar with in modern cireumeision ceremonies—the kuutter.
‘It is important to note that—as opposed w what is customary roday in
modern circumeision esremonies where at least two people are chosen,
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one who is called kuatter and carries the baby into the synagogue, often as-
sisted by his wife, and one called the sendel, who holds the baby on his lap

during the ritual—usually only one person was chosen for these tasks in the -

owelfth and thirteenth centuries in medieval Germany and northern
France, This person is called, as we just saw, either by the Hebrew name
a'ad brit or by the European equivalent, and only rarely by the Greek smn-
dek that became more popular in early modern dmes.

Choosing a ba'sl brit was not @ minor matter. Thirteenth-century
sources emphasize that the choice of the be'al brit was the father’s® Differ-
ent problems mentioned in responsa literature illustrate difficuldes en-
countered when choosing ba'alef brir. One issue was how to deal with pea-
ple wwho had promised more than one persan the main honor of holding
the baby during the act of circumecision, If o man had promised this honor
to more than one friend, how should this dilemma be resolved? The rab-
binical authorities of the time determined that the first person promised
this honor was to be given the msk.?

Itis clear that honoring & friend in this way was, to use the words of the
guthor of Sefer Hasidim, a sure way to “buy friends.”™ That this issue comes
up a number of times in the responsa literamure demonstrates thar the
honor of being  ba’s/ Irit was not inconsequential, Considering the size of
the Jewish communites, this is not surprising. Although we do not have
statistical information concerning the numbers of babies born in 4 commu-
nity during a given year, we do lmow that the Jewish communities were
small, so we can assume that circumeision ceremonies did not take place all
that often. In small, tghtly knit communities, 4 ceremony that took place
at the synagogue would have been a cenmal community affair, and the
honor given to a fumily or community member to serve as the ba'al brit
would have been nodeed and discussed.

A second issuz in the sources hos to do with cases in which the mother
had promised the honor to someone. The sources state clearly thae if the
mother of the newborn designated 2 person ta be the ba'al brit, her choice
was invalid, Only her husband was supposed to choose the da'a/ brie?” Even
in cases in which itis clear the father was doing the choosing, he was some-
times under grear pressure from various quarters. Thus it is told:

And it happened that someone had a boy born to him, and his mother com-
manded him to make her the ba'al brie and his mother-in-law said: T will
merit,” It seems that since the father is commanded to circumeise him, he
:..Enﬂ_unum_ his methers command

These two grandmothers are arguing over who would receive the honor of
being the ba'alat brit. The halalthic decision was that the paternal grand-
mother should be given the honor, sinee her son, the father of the newborn,
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was commanded to cireumeise his son and to honor his parents. This
ample points not only to the honor invelved in the role, but also o
hierarchal guidelines that determined the participants. It also demonstr
a central difference between Jews and Chrisdans: in Jewish society far
members were often ba'wler bt (though if there were two ba'aled brit v
were not necessarily relared to esch other) whereas, among Chrisd
family members were not suppesed to be co-parents, and this prohibil
was strietly enforeed during the high middle ages)!

This short deseription of Christian and Jewish practices demonsir
the importance awributed to the function of the co-parent/ba’sl bri
both sociedes as 2 way to strengthen bonds between families or wi
families. During the twelfth and thirteenth centuries, Jewish women,
their Christian neighbors at bapdsm ceremonies, served as ba'wfor Ina
circumeision rituals. Semetimes they shared this task with a man
sometimes they served on their own. For example, in the source conct
ing the two grandmothers there is no mention of men. Until the end of
thirteenth cenrury, in cases in which 2 woman was chosen as the daefat,
she sar in the men's section of the synagogue holding the baby as he
circameised. It is impartant ta emphasize this detail in the contest of
circomeision ritual, as circumeision is @ male rimal from every perspec
possible: fathers were obligated to circumeise their sons, only males w
circumeised, and of conrse the very act of circumneision embodies malen
The presence of a woman in this ritual challenges the male meaning of
ceremony, as does her appearance in the men's part of the synagogue.’]
fact calls forth questions abour the role gender played in social understa
ings of the time.

The presence of women is attested in 3 number of sources, as we
above in the source that reported the contention between the two gra
mothers over the honar of being chosen as ba'slat frit. The ba'alor br
mentioned performing different parts of the tasks mentioned abov
washing the baby before the ceremony, carrying him to the synagogue, -
ing him from the father at the beginning of the rivual, as well as holding
baby on her lep during the ceremony.*

As js often the case in gender issues, the sources revez| some of
women's actions through prohibitions rather than by descriptions of ¢l
actual deeds. At the end of the thirteenth century, we encounter the w
imown objectdans of Rabbi Meir of Rothenburg (Maharam) to women -
ing as the fa'af brit in the rite. It is possible that this ruling also reflece
P_.Bun_q. mﬁwE.-m opinicn, such as the one we saw above n_o:....m_._._.:..m
nominaton of the ba'al brit, that the mother should not have a say in th
MAtters.

Maharam’ student, Rabbi Samsen ben Tezadok, reports his ment
opinion:
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Ir does not seem to me permissible that custom which is practiced in most
places, that 1 womzan sits in the synagogue wich the men and they circameise
the baby in her lap, and even if her husband is the mmired or her father or her
sofl, 45 it is not appropriate [more literally: it is not the way {of the world))]
that such a decorated woman should enter amongst the men and in presence
of God ... and especially since she is nor commanded o cireumeise, not even
her own son, as it says "which God commanded him,” *him" and not her,
and if so why do T need all this that they circumcise in her lap and they [the
women] snarch this commandment from che men. And whoever can object
should object, and whoever zew stringently in this ense may he be blessed.
Meir son of Barukh. . . . About this that my reacher has written, T have eried
out for many days, yet no ene pays any attenton. For it seems very ugly. And
even though they are busy [with the commandment] their thoughts wander,
+++ Is ix for no reason that the women's section was alone? and this seems o
be 1 commandment performed in sin . . . and every man who fears the Lord
should leave the synagogue, lest it look as if he is an sccomplice to sinners.
Shalom, Meir san of Barukh."

It is elear from this source thar the removal of women from this task :..nm
not simple. The strong words at the end of the passage, warning men o
sty away from ceremonies in which women serve as ba'alot lrit, are evi-:
dence of the fight Maharam and his student Rabbi Szmson ben .H.Bm_ur ?:
it necessary to conduct against these wamen.

In fact this struggle against women probably went en for some time,.
since commentators who repeat Maharam's ruling emphasize it with grest
passion well into the fourteenth century. Evenmually, during the course of.

the fonrteenth century, Maharam's ruling was accepted, and with it there:
was a.change in the role of the be'alet brit. Ne longer an independent fig--

ure, she had become the wife of the ba's/ brir. She mediated between the
women at home in the house of the parturient and the men in the syn-
agogue. She now brought the baby to the synagogue door but she did not’
enter into the male realm.™

At this point I would like to return to the role of the biological mother
in this process. As noted above, she was not allowed to appoint the ba'ale
brit, although ir is evident fraom the rulings against this practice that she
tried at imes to do so. One can say with certainty that, from approximately
the time Maharam forbade women serving as fa'alof brit in the late thir-
teenth century, the mother remained at home while the ceremony was con-

ducted. However, it is impossible te determine if before Maharams prohi-.

bition, during the twelfth and thirteendy centuries, the mother strended
the circumcision ceremony along with her husband, the father of the baby.
The sources discuss giving the mother a sip from the wine that was blessed
as part of the ceremony.)’ Howaver, we have noe way of knowing whether
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e cup of wine was sent 1o the mother where she was waidng, either at
ome or in the synagogue with the other women. It is clear from
iirteenth- snd fifteenth-century sources that during this later period the
other remained at home. This coincides with a new medical practice ofa
omger lying-in period after the baby was born.3

The faurteenth- and fifreenth-century sources also reveal that there
s some tension between the men conducdng the ceremony in the syn-
gogue and the women. In Sefer Mabaril, 2 collection of customs compiled
‘by Rabbi Jacob Molin's student in the fifteenth century, the following is
related:

Mahar"i Segal said: Maharam wrote that o woman who is a ba'alee brit and
brings the child from the parturient to ke to the synagogue should bring
him to the entrance of the synagogue and should not enter it to be the sandelk
and to have the child circumeised in her lap because of immodesty that a
woman should wall smong the men, And he sald thae theve are people that
were srdabing and their wives were not with them and they go themselves
and bring the baby from the parmurient. But he was eareful with this and once
he was w sk and his wife wasn't with him and he ordered that the baby be
brought to him to the synagogue. Because one who goes Into the parturient
to bring the baby, it is the custom of the women to grab the cost of the one
taking the baby o the mir=val and he said if Maharam was coreful thar a
wottan should not enter the men's seetion, elearly a man should also not be
among the women, since one who tries to stay away from them as much as
possible, should be praised.?”

This source suggests a clear division of space. The women were at home
with the parturient, the men in the synagogue. In addidon there is an ele-
ment of perceived threat from the women. This tension is also apparent in
another-fifteenth century souree, Rabbi Joseph ben Moshe'’s custom book
Leket Yosher:

Onee there was a circumcision and the women were delayed coming eo the
synagogue and o rich man was the ba'af brit .. . and he [the Rabbi] seid ro the
rich man “sit by me” and when the women came with the buby o the sym-
agogue he sent the Shamash to the women, [to siv] stand there and waie for
us the same amount of time thae I have waited for you. And the women stood
there in rebuke untl everyone knew of their bad deed, and all the people
thanked him except one student who suid it was an insult te the child, and i
wiis more appropriate to punish them in @ different manner.®

This struggle concerning the place of women in the circumcision cere-
mony further indicates the importance of the role of the la'slef brit. Had
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this role been inconsequential, there would have been no reason w engage ! which these answers lie. “These answers can be provided only by returning
in controversy. Let us retorn to examine Maharam's argument against this o the European context. A similar development is clear in Chirlstian soci-
practice so 15 to understand his objections better. He rejects this practice i gty where, after 2 period in which women enjoyed reladve religious free-
for a number of ressons. First of all, e seys thac the women who serve ssbodom {evident in the growth of lay piety and female orders in the twelfih
bat'alot brit are required to enter into the male realm of the synagogue, an 2 cenrury), the Church authorities in the thirteenth century set out to curb
act he interprets as immodest and impure. The text does not explain why i their oppermnites and especially their religions functions, Thus women
this role of women has become immodest and impure, while in previous® who tried to preach were gravely reproached. Many of their religions peac-
texts there is no mention of this problem. Secondly, he sees this as an in-| “tices including fasting and other devotions were crideized ¥ Women did
stance in which women are “snatching the mitzvah from men," as eircum- . continue to 2ct as co-mothers, but women had always had more of a place
cision is not a commandment women are obligated to perform. This rea=:.in the baptism rite than in the circumcision rite,
son, a5 opposed to concern over the modesty of women, which can be ' The eliminadon of wamen from active participation in the eireumcision
found in a varfety of sources throughout the ages, appears, to my knowl- &ceremony certainly tells us something about women's riveal roles. The par-
edge, tor the first ime in this wexc™ Hripation of women or the prohibidon of thet partcipadon also rells us
What does the Maharam mean when he accuses women of “snatching 7 something about the communities' higrarchical strucrures, As mentioned
mitzvot™? It is clear that one meaning of his comment is that women are 2 nhove, the role of the be'nd brit as presented here was a relatvely new ritual
taking over an area that is not meant for them, Were women in fact taking & function. We have no mention of he'alei brit from before the medieval pe-
over mitzvot that were not traditionaily in their realm? The removal of the * riod, and in no other regions was the functon as developed as it was in
women from the circameision ceremony alerts us to examine women's par2 7 Ashkenaz. Historians whe have studied Christian society have suggested
ticipation tn ritual more extensively. Examination of this issue reveals that - twe main ways of understanding the function of co-parents. John Bossy
the case before us is not a unique one. In the eleventh- and especially | has suggested that the rolc of co-parents was meant to mediace violence
twelfth-century sources there is evidence that some women tool: upan | and aggression within medieval society. As 2 connection forged between
themselves obligations that were raditionally male, such as time-hound © men and women of different social classes who most probably would not
commandments that only men are commanded to observe—like tefillin © have married each other in any case, the tes of co-parents enabled a more
(phylacteries) and tzizit (the ritual Fringe garment). During the course of *amicable relatonship.# Bernhard Jussen has suggested that the ties of co-
the thirteenth century, 2 new discomfort with these women who took upon - parents were not meant to reduce violence so much as to promote friend-
themselves religious obligations can be seen in the Hebrew sources. Thus ship.* Both these explanations, the results of different emphases on ways
abjections w women who performed dme-bound commandments become - anthropologists have understood rimal, 7 could work in different ways
more prevalent throughout the thirteenth century* when we turn back to the Jewish community. The small communities the
Another example of objection to women perforining a ritual functon re- - Jews lived in were, as other research has shown, often fraughe with ten-
lates ta the issue at hand, The Jewish sources discuss the possibiliy of hav- - sions. Honaring another member of the community could have been a
ing a woman actually perform the act of circumcision. According to Jewish declaration of allegiance or an artempre to make contact with 2 forure part-
Law, Jewlsh women are allowed t circumeise, 48 opposed ta non-Jews who © ner. Yet in the case of the Jews we have an additional element that changes
are not allowed to do so.!! In a circumeisors’ manual, Rabbi Gershom the * the situation.
Circumcisor, at the beginning of the thirteenth century, states that women - As mentioned before, despite the similar fanction of the b 'aled brit and
are permitted o perform the rimal of circumeision. ! He says clearly chutif - eo-parents, there was a centrol difference —the ability of relatives to serve
there is a man who can do so, this is preferred, but ultdmately if s woman is  as ba'a/ei brit in Jewish society, an option that was nat available in the medi-
best at performing the surgical procedure, she should, One who checks - eval Christian world. We do nat have a medieval regiswar from which we
what the halakhic opinion on this issue was in the mid-fourteenth century  can learn whether relatives or friends were given this honor, but from the
finds that the acceptable ruling on this issue had changed and women were  rather sporadie accounts of cireumeision ceremonies and their partici-
no longer allowed to circumcise. It had become a task for men alone® This  pants, I would suggest that in the Jewish reality both possibilivies existed:
change seems to aceord with the development L am describing. Although the parents of the baby were never ba'aief brit, grandparents and
Why did these changes ocenr? A full answer to these questions fles be-  relatives were often ba'aled frit, and so were friends. Some of the halakhic
yond the scope of this discussion, buc I do wish to point o the direcdon in - responses deal with promises made to friends specifically and not to fmily



















































