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SHAARAI SHOMAYIM, THE “GATES OF HEAVEN"— will always be open—
even if there is but one child of Israel — left—Rabbi Lester Roubey with
sole Confirmand, Edward Cahn, 1951 and —right—Rabbi Samson Shain
with sole Confirmand, Mark Gilbert, 1959.

Every generation of Lancaster Jews has had its outstanding

leaders. Men whose lives were devoted to the welfare of their

Jewish community. The Twentieth Century was honored by the
presence of Dr. Harry A. Elins from 1916 to his death on

March 8, 1979. Like Joseph Simon and Abraham and Herman Hirsh,

“he walked with God, and he was not, for God took him.”’

This book is dedicated to the memory of Dr. Harry A. Elins (1896-1979)
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Shaarai Shomayim.

It is a pleasure and a privilege to write this for-
word to David A. Brener’s history of Lancaster’s Jewry.
The author has worked diligently, has researched widely
and, what is equally important, has employed the criti-
cal method. This is a good accurate chronicle of a Jewish
community that first sank roots about the year 1740.
The town’s pioneer Jewish settler was Joseph Simon, a
full-fledged merchant in the eighteenth century sense of
the word: he was a retailer, wholesaler, manufacturer,
and an entrepreneur. Strangely enough, he was an illi-
terate. Actually he was one of the few colonial Jewish
merchants who could not read nor write, but it must also
be borne in mind constantly that illiterates are not neces-
sarily unintelligent. Simon was a successful and highly
respected businessman who carried his records in his
head and because of his reputation for honesty his recol-
lections of financial transactions were usually accepted.

During the period of the American Revolution
Lancaster sheltered the country’s westernmost Jewish
community. Unfortunately this eighteenth century
Jewish congregation was not destined to survive. By the
early 1800’s there were not enough Jews in town to hold
services. As in most other American Jewish communi-
ties the first settlement was not a permanent one. Lan-
caster Jewry, born in mid-eighteenth century, died only
to be resurrected in the middle nineteenth century with
the coming of the “Germans.” The new Lancaster
Jewry, a permanent one, is part of the westward drive
of the Americans who by the year 1840 had already
reached California. Indeed, in the late 1830’s, a Phila-
delphia Jewish adventurer was already a shopkeeper in
the northern California village that was later to become
San Francisco.

vii

Jacob Rader Marcus, founder
and only Directorof the American
Jewish Archives, as he appeared in
the book Essays in American Jewish
History, published in his honor
in commemoration of the tenth
anniversary of the founding of the
Archives, 1958.In 1956, Dr. Marcus
spoke at the 100th anniversary of
the chartering of Congregation

Jacob Rader Marcus, photographed at work
which originally appeared in A Bicentennial
Festschrift for Jacob Rader Marcus, edited by
Bertram Wallace Korn, American Jewish Historical
Society, 1976.

Mr. Brener’s chronicle of Lancaster Jewry
runs from the coming of Joseph Simon down to the pre-
sent, into the 1970’s. His narrative assumes importance
because it is typical. In some respects Lancaster is a
microcosm of almost every Jewish town in the United
States. This is certainly true since the mid-nineteenth
century arrival of the Central Europeans and the estab-
lishment of their synagogues, their schools, their clubs,
and their charities. They in turn were followed by the
East Europeans. These latter accepted the pattern of
acculturation which distinguished the earlier Germans
despite the fact that these Slavic newcomers held on
tenaciously to many of their traditional practices and
observances.

Thus to know Lancaster is, in a way, to know
American Jewry. In writing of Lancaster the author
has used the felicitous phrase, Portals to the Past. This
beautiful illustrated book, a labor of love, is indeed a
help to all researchers who seek to understand the course
of American Jewish life. When every substantial Jewish
community in this country can boast of carefully docu-
mented annals then, and only then, will the chroniclers
of tomorrow be able to write an authentic history of
American Jewry ... from the bottom up, not from the
top down.

Jacob R. Marcus

American Jewish Archives
Hebrew Union College—Jewish Institute of Religion
April 1979



[Lancaster, Pennsylvania

Lancaster County has a population of 347,300
and Lancaster city, the county seat, 57,690. Lancaster is
located in southeastern Pennsylvania about 60 miles west
of Philadelphia and about 70 miles northeast of Balti-
more.

Lancaster was founded in 1718 as part of Ches-
ter County to the east. It was among the oldest colonial
inland cities and most important. In 1729, Lancaster
County was created. By the mid 1700’s Lancaster
County had developed into a thriving center of agri-
culture and commerce. During the Revolutionary War,
Lancaster was both the arsenal (with the Pennsylvania
rifle and ammunition storage) and breadbasket of the
Continental Army. Lancaster, which never became in-
volved in the hostilities, served as “capital” of the United
States on September 27, 1777. Lancaster was capital
of Pennsylvania from 1777 to 1779 and from 1799
to 1812. Among our native sons were President James
Buchanan and steamboat inventor Robert Fulton.

Known as the Garden Spot of the World, Lan-
caster ranks 12th best agricultural county in America and
2nd on a production per acre basis. Tobacco, corn,
wheat and barley are leading crops.

Lancaster has become a major industrial center
with many national corporations among its 664 indust-
rial establishments which hire 60,000 workers. Tourism
has become a quarter-billion dollar industry with five mil-
lion tourists coming each year. Lancaster’s rich heritage,
beauty, the Amish and close proximity to New York,
Philadelphia, Washington and Gettysburg make it a pop-
ular county for vistors.

Jewisf Community ~1979

The Jewish community of Lancaster is not
large. The Jewish community is just large enough for
three congregations: Reform, Conservative, and Ortho-
dox. While we have no Jewish senior citizen’s home, there
is a strong Jewish Community Center with the Friend-
ship Club (over 55) the most active local social organ-
ization. The only national organizations, with active local
chapters, are B’nai B’rith and Hadassah. The community
is not wealthy but it is above average in income with
many multi-generation smaller industrial and retail places
of business. The united Jewish Appeal raises about
$200,000 per year; a figure that has doubled in recent
years and continues to grow.

An informal census lists 750 Jewish family
units in Lancaster in 1978 with a total population of
1800. Asa comparison,in 1954 the population was 1650.

Since the mid 1900’s the number of family units has
grown but the total population has fallen from a peak of
about 2500. The turnover is large with the majority of
Jewish residents no longer native Lancastrians. Today
980 individuals are between the ages of 25 and 65 and
only 370 under the age of 18. In 1954, the figures were
890 and 480 respestively. We, as a community, are get-
ting older. In 1954, senior citizens totaled 180 and in
1979, 250. Approximately 550 families are affiliated
with a congregation and 330 with the Jewish Community
Center. Jews represents about one-half of one percent
of Lancaster County’s population.

viii
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To begin: to be born.

Birth should be a singular event. Man is born
but once with one life to live and one death to contem-
plate. Yet the Jewish community of Lancaster, Pennsy-
Ivania was born twice, from different mothers, to lead
two lives which have merged into a single heritage. To
begin once, prosper, and fade; to begin again, prosper,
and survive. Yet it is a cemetery, symbolic of the mem-
ories of the leaders of two settlements, that is the sole
link between the community of old and the verile Jew-
ish community of today.

The Diaspora. It is a Greek word meaning the
scattering of the seed. The seeds, the Jews, were thrown
to the currents of history and time by the Romans,
who conquered the Jews and destroyed the Temple in
Jerusalem in 70 C.E. From that date until the present
the Jews as a people, carrying their religion with them,
have moved to all parts of the world. Nations and their
governments would welcome or at least tolerate the
Jew, only to find it later in their best interests to re-
strict, persecute or force him to leave. Turkey, Germany,
Russia, Spain, Portugal, England, Holland, Brazil, for
example, would all see Jews come and go before the first
arrival of the Jews in America in the 1600’s. The Jews
have stayed in America in spite of the theoretical end of
the Diaspora: the birth of the State of Israel, the realized
dream of the return to Zion.

Why two beginnings for Lancaster’s Jews? The
Jews who came to America in the 1600’s and 1700’s
were seeking opportunity. Except for those whose an-
cestors had fled the Inquisition (the Sephardic Jews),
coming to America from Spain, Portugal, Holland,
Brazil and the Caribbean, the impetus for the colonial
Jews who came from Western Europe and England to
Lancaster was the prospect of a better life. Things were
looking better for Jews in Europe, but they still lived
under petty disabilities which severly restricted their
rights of marriage, education, occupation, land owner-
ship and inheritance.

It was not surprising, then, that a young adven-
turous Jew would come to the New World having been
encouraged by reports from those Jews already here.
It was a fact that many colonies had legal restrictions
against the Jews, but in reality such laws were generally
ignored. Trying to survive in a new land was a more
pressing need than hindering the lifestyle of the Jew.

Jews were merchants and Indian traders in colo-
nial times with a few tradesmen mixed in. It should be
kept in mind that by 1740 Lancaster was the outpost to
the West. It was the last civilization one met before
leaving to barter with Indians or to settle in the wilds
of the Fort Pitt and Ohio River Valley areas. Joseph
Simon and a number of other Jews came to Lancaster to
make a living. Still others came to escape the hostilities
of the Revoluntary War. Only several families made their
home here.

Time passed, and Lancaster lost its outpost
role; the settlers had opened new towns to the west.
Likewise, immigration of Jews to America had almost
ceased. 2,500 Jews were in America in 1776, and by
1840 it had grown only to 15,000. Those few Jews who
came after 1776 did not come to Lancaster. There were
no longer opportunities here for the non-farming Jew.
Thus, when Joseph Simon died in 1804, the “community”
went with him.

The slowing of Jewish immigration to the
United States was a byproduct of the French Revolu-
tion. New freedoms were being granted to the Jews
throughout Europe, and the opportunity of Europe
kept Jews from coming to America. With the defeat of
Napoleon and the return to the “old order” in Europe,
the Jew was again under pressure. Between 1840 and
1880, 250,000 Jews, mostly from Germany, came to
America, and Lancaster’s second community began with
the German peddlers who turned shopkeepers and pros-
perous merchants. Two and one-half million Eastern
European Jews would come to America between 1881
and 1924. The thirty German Jewish households of
1880 in Lancaster would be joined by some two hundred
Eastern Europeans by the 1920°s. The Community
would be further strengthened by those who fled the rise
of Hitler and by those who survived the Holocaust. The
Lancaster Jewish community today is some 750 families
strong.

There are really two different stories to tell. In-
deed, this volume is the combination of two separate
and quite different historical accounts of the respective
communities. To the non-historian the colonial account
may be somewhat tedious reading. The story of the Jews
of Congregation Shaarai Shomayim and Lancaster from
1840 on should be found more readable and lively; it
also contains many more photographs and illustrations.



There are reasons for this dual style.

The colonial story is a revised and enlarged
version of an article written for the Lancaster County
Historical Society. This historical account is presented
with a “scholarly” approach including extensive docu-
mentation. I am grateful to the Society for allowing
me to reissue the article, which in its original form
appeared in the Journal of the Lancaster County His-
torical Society, Vol. 80, No. 4, December, 1976 under
the title: Lancaster’s First Jewish Community 1715—
1804 — The Era of Joseph Simon.

The 19th and 20th century account is a greatly
enlarged and revised version of a book published for
Congregation Shaarai Shomayim in commemoration of
the 120th anniversary of its chartering and the American

Bicentennial in 1976. It was originally entitled Lancaster’s
Gates of Heaven — Portals to the Past — the 19th Cen-
tury Jewish Community of Lancaster, Pennsylvania and
Congregation Shaarai Shomayim 1856 —1976.

As Dr. Jacob R. Marcus points out in his For-
word, the story of the Jews of Lancaster is a mirror of
the saga of the Jews in America. While there were signi-
ficant events that were unique to our Lancaster heri-
tage, we also suffered and prospered with the rest of
American Jewry. To know Lancaster’s Jews is to know
America’s Jews. And when one combines that knowledge
with an understanding of the Jews throughout all ages
in all countries, one begins to understand why the Jews,
sustained by their religion, comprise the oldest nation
of people on earth.

Sources

Contained in the Appendix at the end of the
colonial history is a bibliography which outlines the
main sources for the early history.

For the 19th and 20th century history a pri-
mary source was local newspapers from 1800 to 1905.
The vast majority of social and personal items came
from the newspapers. Obituaries were often the only
source for biographical information.

Cemeteries, with names, dates and relationships
etched in stone, are usually a most reliable source. Amaz-
ingly, I was thrown some curves with at least two in-
correct dates of birth. Even more shocking were the
two years of death that were incorrect. Nevertheless,
the cemeteries provided many of my vital statistics.

The minute books of various organizations are
a most important source. The minute book of Shaarai
Shomayim from 1855 to 1880 is in German and has
been placed in the custody of the American Jewish Ar-
chives. An oral translation, on recording tapes was made
from photostats by Kurt Wolff. The minutes from 1880
to 1916 are missing and have been for at least fifty
years. As will be related, the loss of the information
contained within those minutes is enormous. The
minutes from 1916 to the present are available and a
microfilm of them is stored at the Archives.

Scattered minute books of the following
organizations are available: Ladies Hebrew Benevolent
Society (later Ladies Aid Society), Temple Auxiliary
(later Sisterhood of Shaarai Shomayim), B’nai B’rith
Lodge # 228 (1904 to 1922), Harmonie Club, Ephrata
Hebrew Circle. Yearbooks printed by the Jewish com-
munity from 1915 to 1919 provide a summary of
yearly activities, but more important for our pur-
pose contain the first formal, though sketchy, history
of Shaarai Shomayim.

Shaarai Shomayim Temple bulletins were very
helpful. The first one was printed in 1922. Most are
missing from 1922 to 1946, but from 1946 on they are
bound in the Temple Archives. Since 1946, the Jewish
Community Center News has been published.

The courthouse with its deeds, wills, death cer-
tificates and marriage records was useful in answering
questions about the lives of individual people. The Lanc-
caster County Historical Society with its newspaper room,
picture files, city directories, tax records and shelves full
of reference books was particulary benefical.

Regretfully, documentation is not complete.
The Congregations kept no records of vital statistics
(births, deaths, marriages, etc.) until the mid 1900’s.
No Jewish will (except for Joseph Simon in 1804) wasre-
corded until the 1880’s. The city, county,and state did not
keep complete vital statistics until the late 1880’s. The
census of 1890, nationwide, was destroyed by fire. Tax
lists for many of the important years in the 1840’s and
1850’s are missing. Citydirectories did not start until 1863.

Generally, eyewitnesses and personal recollec-
tions do not exist for the period prior to 1900. There
were three exceptions: Mrs. Hilda Gansman Rosen, the
late Mrs. Jennie Goldberg Baer (both members of Con-
firmation Class 1895) and Mrs. Florence Geisenberger
Katz. Numerous oral histories were recorded on tape of
leaders of the community during the present century.

I can only apologize for any errors and ommis-
ions of which this history may be guilty. Every effort
was made to get the facts and to interpret them cor-
rectly. Just as I have corrected and expanded upon prior
accounts, I anticipate that someone will do the same to
mine and I encourage it.
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Dr. Jacob R. Marcus, who wrote the Foreword,
more than anyone else is the inspiration for this histo:-
ical account. Now in his 83rd year, Rabbi Marcus
serves as the Director of the American Jewish Archives
on the campus of the Hebrew Union College in Cincin-
nati. The Archives was founded by him in 1947. He is
the “father” of American Jewish history-the first to
scientifically study and teach the subject. A past pres-
ident of the American Jewish Historical Society (1955-
58) and author of dozens of books, he is everyone’s
guiding light in the field of American Jewish history. I
greatly appreciate his personal assistance, encourage-
ment and his kind Forword.

On the local level, I am indebted to my Congre-
gation, Shaarai Shomayim, for funding in 1976 much of
the work involved in the portion of this book dealing
with the Congregation and for allowing me to assume

control over its archival material. I thank the many
individuals in our community who permitted me to

invade the privacy of their minds and personal papers.
Of special note was Dr. Harry Elins, who died earlier
this year, who was actively involved in Lancaster Jewish
affairs from 1916 on. His memory contained more in-
formation than I could ever print. Thanks to Doris
Harlem and the late Edythe Weisberg for reading my
earlier versions and making numerous suggestions and
corrections.

Special thanks and credit goes to Alan Gilbert.
Alan, over the past several years, spent much time
editing my earlier 19th and 20th century history. In
addition to many corrections in grammer and form,
Alan challenged some of my statements and conclu-
sions. Now residing in Lancaster, Alan took the next
step and has researched some of the problem areas. His
discoveries have added much to this book. A stickler
for details and facts, possessing a fantastic memory,
Alan too is dedicated to the history of the Jews of
Lancaster.
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The Lancaster County Historical Society
collections were at my disposal. John W. W. Loose
President; John Aungst, Administrator; and Laura Lund-
gram and Ann Hoeck, Librarians all responded to my
every need and pointed me in directions I did not
know even existed.

The American Jewish Historical Society and the
American Jewish Archives, the two primary depositories
of American Jewish historical material, are invaluable
sources of otherwise unobtainable information. In ad-
dition to Dr. Marcus, Fannie Zelcer of the Archives,
Bernard Wax, Director of the AJHS and Rabbi Malcolm
Stern, Geneaologist of both organizations, provided much
assistance.

To the members of our Jewish community,
past and present, I owe debt for their deeds, dedication
and determination. Without them there would be no
story to tell. I apologize to them for not filling this
book with lists of those who donated, worked hard or
served as chairperson’s of important committees and
community happenings. I disciplined myself to include
only biographies of those deceased (except rabbis) and
lists of charter members and past presidents of various
organizations.

Since this is a local history, Iwanted my book to
be published locally. I was fortunate to find Corplan
Consultants, Inc. Their president is Herbert Berman.

I think I must have driven Herb, Lester Lipman
(layout) and Carol Dale (layout & typesetting) crazy.
The problem with writing and publishing history is that
research never ends. A surprise fact or something new
may surface at anytime. Just when they thought they
had a page finalized, I would ask them to make a minor
change. My “minor”’change was often a major problem
of layout. Their flexibility allowed me to make this
book as complete and accurate as possible.



I am grateful for their efforts and suggestions
which made this book readable and artistic.

On a more personal level, inexpressible apprec-
iation goes to my wife Kathe and sons Scott and Michael,
who had to pretend I didn’t exist while I did my re-
search. My parents, Sydney and Fannie Brener, not only
let me off work many days, but spent their free time
helping read a century of local newspapers.

Finally I think I may be forgiven at this
point for taking personal pride in the very fact of

not having given up, in having overcome the fact that I
was and am an amateur or lay historian untrained to
write history. Much of local American Jewish history is
written by non-professional historians. What we lack
in expertise, we try to make up with determination.
We view our product not as a scholarly exercise which
might or might not have been better written or organ-
ized for presentation, but as a hobby that got out of
hand, a labor of love for our Jewish heritage that in
tangible form we can enjoy today and for generations
to come.

Sluthor

David A. Brener was born a fifth generation
Lancaster Jew in 1945. Married in 1967 to the former
Kathleen Sherman (whose gentile ancestor came to
Lancaster County in 1777 as a captured Hessian soldier),
they are the parents of Scott and Michael, the next
generation.

To become better qualified to join the family
wholesale distribution business, United Twine and Paper
Company, Inc., he attented and graduated cum laude
from Western Michigan University, Kalamazoo, Mich-
igan with a Degree in Paper Technology. Active in Con-
gregation Shaarai Shomayim (his great-grandfather,
grandfather and father were all Presidents), he has
served as Secretary, Board member and archivist over the
past twelve years. He currently serves as Treasurer of
the Lancaster Jewish Community Council and was a
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Board member of the Lancaster Jewish Community
Center.

His family tradition in Lancaster (from 1871) and
the “putting in order” of congregational records as Secre-
tary, led to his interest in the history of Lancaster and
American Jewry. During the Bicentennial year, he wrote
the colonial history in the form of an article for the
Journal of the Lancaster County Historical Society, on
whose Board he now serves. His research efforts led him
to contact the leaders of the American Jewish Historical
Society to whose national Executive Council he was
elected in 1976. He currently serves as Associate Trea-
surer of the AJTHS and as chairman of the Local Jewish
Historical Societies Committee and Long Range Plan-
ning Committee.



LANCASTER’S FIRST JEWISH COMMUNITY
1715— 1804
THE ERA OF JOSEPH SIMON
By DAVID A. BRENER

e, i =T ;
' . LANCASTER-PENNSYLVANIA. |
5 VoL s Ng 4 AN

" MICHAELMAS, 1976

"
5

PUBLISHED QUARTERLY

INTRODUCTION

It would be nice to be number One, first. Lan-
caster Jews are not first; we are fourth. We are the fourth
oldest Jewish community in North America.

Lancaster did well however. Only New York
(1654), Newport (1677) and Philadelphia (1703-1738)
welcomed Jews earlier. All those cities, and several that
came after Lancaster, had one thing in common: a natur-
al waterway. Lancaster is landlocked, it had no right to
have Jewish settlers before Savannah (1733) Charleston
(1749) and other seaports.

Yet Lancaster was the most important inland
city in colonial America and it was that importance, as
we will see, that attracted Jews here. Although populated
much earlier, Lancaster County was born in 1729.
From as early as 1715 to his death in 1732, Isaac Miran-
da, a Jew by birth, would maintain a farm and trading
post in Lancaster County. It is his presence that dates
Lancaster ahead of a boatload of Jews that arrived in
Savannah in 1733.

It was typical of colonial towns to have one or

more Jews as their leaders both spiritually and financial-

ly. In Pennsylvania, Philadelphia would have Nathan
Levy, David Franks and later Michael and Barnard

Gratz. The smaller Jewish communities around Lan-
caster—York, Reading, Easton and Heidelberg (Schaef-

ferstown)—were led by Elijah Etting (1750s), Myer
Josephson (1756), Myer Hart (1752) and Barnard
Jacobs (1759) respectively. In Lancaster it was Joseph
Simon who arrived in Lancaster town no later then 1740.

JEWS COME TO AMERICA

In 1492, on order of the Inquisition, Jews were
forced to leave Spain. At first they fled to Portugal
(where they were expelled in 1497), Morocco, Egypt,
Italy or Holland. Columbus, for his voyage in 1492, had
so much Jewish scientific and financial support, that
there are those students of Jewish history who feel
Columbus may have been of Jewish blood. Neverthe-
less there were at least six “baptized” Jews with Colum-
bus and one of these, the interpreter of the fleet, Luis
de Torres, was the first person to set foot on New World
soil.

In 1631, the Dutch captured from Portugal,
Recife, Brazil. Under the Dutch, Jews, who had fled
there, lived in virtual freedom. It is estimated that some
1,500 Jews emigrated to Brazil. However in 1654, the
Portuguese recaptured Recife and the Jews again fled.
Some went back to Holland, but others boarded a ship
for New Amsterdam (New York).

In September of that year, 23 men, women and
children arrived at the harbor of New Amsterdam. They
were greeted by Peter Stuyvesant who wanted the ship’s
captain to turn around and leave without letting the
Jews enter his Dutch colony. The captain refused as
these poor Jews had not the money even to pay for their
voyage to New Amsterdam.

Peter Stuyvesant did his best to restrict the
freedom of these newly-arrived Jews. He feared that al-
lowing one minority in would encourage even less de-
sirable minority groups. Many times, under the lead-
ership of Asser Levy, the Jews had to go over his head
to the Dutch West India Company to gain the rights that
the other inhabitants of New Amsterdam enjoyed. While
under the thumb of Stuyvesant, Jews could not pur-
chase a cemetery nor have a formal house of worship.

In 1664, the British drove the Dutch out and
New Amsterdam became New York. Almost at once a
cemetery was purchased and, with the consent of the
English, Congregation Shearith Israel was informally
organized in 1686 and given a bonafide charter in 1729.
It would be the oldest Jewish Congregation in North
America. The second Jewish settlement would be
Rhode Island in the city of Newport. The community
dates back to 1677 with their cemetery being deeded
in 1678. Their synagogue, constructed in 1763, Yeshuat
Israel (Salvation of Israel), better known as Touro Syn-
agogue, is the oldest surviving Jewish house of worship
in the United States. It is not premature to point out
that Lancaster’s Congregation Shaarai Shomayim’s syn-
agogue on the corner of Duke and James Street is the
fourth oldest, still in constant use, in the United States.

1



JEWISH MOVEMENT INTO PENNSYLVANIA

The Jews of New York and Rhode Island were, for the most part,
Sephardic. That is, they were of Spanish or Portuguese blood. The
majority of Jews who first came to Pennsylvania were Ashkenazic or
Germanic Europeans. Some were even second generation Americans.
The Sephardic Jews, who first came to America, were fleeing the Inqui-
sition. Many who came over in the 1700’s came of their own free will.

Why did the European Jews come to America? In the eighteenth
century, America was not the place of ‘‘Golden Opportunity’’ which it
would be for Jews in the nineteenth and twentieth century. Indeed,
Europe, by the mid 1700’s, was becoming tolerable for the Jews. Prot-
estant Europe, unlike Catholic Europe, did not try to convert the Jew
under threat of death. Rather it recognized their skills in commerce
and flair for international trade. Slowly, ever so slowly, Jews were

gaining respect and freedom in Europe and England.

Still Jews came to America, often over strong objections of rela-
tives and friends. Even though there was progress, Jews still had to
live under petty political disabilities. Among these were: having to live
in ghettos; wearing of badges; exclusion from honorific office, political
rights and the owning of land; not being allowed to join craft guilds or
attend schools and universities; exclusion from certain professions;
prohibition from marrying; subjection to humiliating oaths and discrim-
inatory taxation; and the restriction of inheritance from father to only
one son.

It was from this that the Jews fled to America in the 1700’s. Others
simply had a lust for adventure. Dr. Jacob Marcus, director of the
American Jewish Archives said it best in his The Colonial American
Jew 1492 to 1776 in a chapter titled ‘‘Whence, Why, Who, When,
Where.''?

Very little of the traditional anti-Jewish medieval legislation took root
in British North America, and so there were fewer laws that hampered
Jews. The Colonies possessed no feudal heritage, developed no guilds;
knew no prohibitions in the purchase of land. The only truly effective bar-
riers here were nature herself, her savage Indians, and man’s own per-
sonal incapacity.

The Jews could make progress here because there were no bounds to
his freedom of movement, his freedom to settle where he wished and
marry whom he would. Capital went further in America than in Europe
and competition was less keen. Additionally the American Jew's strong
family ties in Europe were a boon to the import and export industry in
which they would engage.

Jews were under less pressure when they came to America. They
came by choice and were not forced.

The colonial Jew was scarcely ever forcibly uprooted or in flight from
a situation of crisis. Desperation led very few Jews to come; there were
few indentured servants and fewer criminals among the Jews who sailed
to America.

The typical Jewish immigrant of this period was either wealthy
enough to have or to have quickly earned the six to ten pounds needed
to purchase passage across the ocean. It could be said that the Ameri-
can Jew being wealthier, better educated, fostered by cohesiveness to
other Jews and having his family ties in Europe, had an excellent op-
portunity to find peace, freedom and economic success in America.

Philadelphia

It was only natural that the first city in Pennsylvania and the third
in North America to welcome Jews would be Philadelphia. Under pres-
sure, Stuyvesant allowed a handful of New York Jewish merchants to
travel down the Delaware for the purposes of trading. The first of these
were Isaac Israel and Isaac Cardoso in 1655.

Philadelphia in 1663 was a small settlement of tiny cabins called
Wicaco. A ‘“‘Councillor’’ named Israel, perhaps Isaac Israel, held the
political office of being in charge of this small settlement of Indian

traders. Individual Jews appear in Philadelphia records as early as
1703. Yet, it would not be until 1738 that Jewish leadership in the form
of David Franks and Nathan Levy would come to start a bonafide Jew-
ish community. Levy would purchase a cemetery and Jews worshiped
informally as early as 1740 with congregation Mikveh Israel being char-
tered in 1771.

William Penn’s Philosophy
Pennsylvania was a good environment for Jews. William Penn

tolerated minorities. His ‘‘advertising agent’’ Gabriel Thomas wrote
this in 1698 to attract Jewish settlers:

The Natives, or first inhabitants of this Country in their original, are
suppos’d by most people to have been the Ten Scattered Tribes (of Israel),
for they resemble the Jews very much in the Make of their Persons, and
Tincture of their Complexions; they observe New Moons, they offer their
first Fruits to a Maneto, or suppos’d Diety...... and have a kind of Feast of
Tabernacles. *

James Logan was not Jewish; he was a Quaker born in Ireland. In
1699 he accompanied Penn on his second visit to Pennsylvania. From
1701 to 1717 he was appointed by Penn as Secretary of the Province or
in other words, the man who ran things for Penn. He was absolutely
brilliant and among his many languages was Hebrew. His interest in
the Jews, their culture and history was amazing. He had the finest
Hebraic Library in Philadelphia and in America outside of the universi-
ties. * He was also a friend of Isaac Miranda.

ISAAC MIRANDA ¢

It is based on the travels of Isaac Miranda, that Lancaster County
places fourth in order of Jewish settlement in North America. He emi-
grated to Pennsylvania between 1710 and 1715 from Tuscany (Italy). He
was born a Jew and apparently was well to do. At first he engaged in
Indian trade with James Logan but soon went out on his own. By 1720,
he was in Indian country, in the wilds of Lancaster County. He ran a
trading post near Campbell's Inn. His farm was located along, just be-
low and southeast of Conoy Creek running along the Susquehanna
River about seven-eighths mile. It was about 210 acres in 1737 in his
son George's name, but was about 500 acres when listed in Isaac’s will
of 1732. Perhaps his son sold part of it off by 1737. Originally, this land
was in Donegal Township, but in 1842 became Conoy Township. When
Isaac first settled there, it was part of Chester County.

He did quite well on his farm and in his Indian trading post. There
is record of his purchasing a pair of silver candlesticks, a pair of snuf-
fers, and a stand for them in 1720. Through his friendship with Logan
and his willingness to take Christian Oaths of Office, he obtained politi-
cal jobs. In 1723, he was sent by the Governor to negotiate details con-
cerning a mine beyond the Susquehanna. Under orders, he apparently
acted against the best interests of the settlers.

In 1726, in a letter to a friend, Logan described Miranda as “‘an
Apostate Jew or fashionable Christian’’ and warned his friend to be
careful in dealing with Miranda. In 1730 the Indians filed a formal com-
plaint against Isaac who they claimed defrauded them. In all probabil-
ity it was the gullibility and childish wants of the Indians which made
them give their valuable furs in exchange for trinkets, mirrors, rum and
blankets. Such was the nature of Indian traders.

In 1727, he was an ‘‘Agent to Receive and Collect Perquisites
(compensations) and Rights of the Admiralty’’ and later that year he
was named ‘‘Deputy Judge of the Court of Vice-Admiralty of the Prov-
ince of Pennsylvania.”” His time in office was short, and he was fired
for failure to carry out an order of the Vice-Admiralty Judge. Corrup-
tion of others may have been involved.

Miranda was able to hold these offices because he had converted.
In the gentile world of Lancaster County, he led a lonely Jewish exis-
tence. There was no minyan (ten males) for services, no Kosher meat
and no fellow Jews to observe his Jewish life or lack of it. Worse, there
were no Jewesses to court and marry. It was no surprise to the histor-
ian that Miranda took a Christian wife and, by default, he and his child-
ren left the practice of Judaism.

He was a ‘‘wheeler dealer’’, mixing politics with Indian trading.
By the time of his death in 1732, (his place of burial is not known) he
was quite wealthy and had extensive landownings. In his will he left a
large tract of land along the Rahway River in New Jersey to his son
George (also an Indian trader who would be an early partner of Barnard
and Michael Gratz); he bequested to son Samuel, 500 acres of land in
Donegal (Lancaster County), and to daughter Mary several houses in
Philadelphia. Even in death he had politics on his mind. He left to
James Hamilton, Esquire (who laid out Lancaster), several thousand
acres of land in New Jersey and a large amount of personal property, if
he married Miranda’s daughter Mary. Hamilton did not marry Mary,
but did become Governor of Pennsylvania.

That is about all we know of Isaac Miranda, the first person of Jew-
ish blood to enter Lancaster County. It is he and he alone that places
Lancaster ahead of a boatload of Jews that arrived in Savannah in 1733.

Lancaster Town 7

Before we turn our attention to the arrival of Jews in Lancaster
city, we should briefly review some basic facts about early Lancaster.



The Proprietaries of the Colony of Pennsylvania decided to
establish a town ten miles from the Susquehanna ‘‘situate on or near a
small run of water.”” This land was originally granted in 1682 by
William Penn to Richard Wooler of London. His sons in turn granted
this land to Samuel Arnold in 1714. In 1730, Andrew Hamilton pur-
chased these 500 acres and sold the land to his son James for five shil-
lings. James then proceeded to plat the town of Lancaster.

Prior to 1729, Lancaster was frequented by Indian traders. Some
settled here establishing friendly relations with Indians with whom they
bartered powder, blankets, trinkets etc. for valuable furs. By this year
it is estimated that Lancaster County had some 3000 inhabitants and
what was the beginning of Lancaster city, 15 households.

Originally part of Chester County, the settlers found it inconven-
ient to travel from Lancaster to the county seat of Chester to transact
legal business. Furthermore, no attention was given to the needed
roads and bridges. Following a petition of the settlers, Lancaster Coun-
ty was created May 10, 1729, and Lancaster Town was chosen the
county seat.

Lancaster soon became the most important inland city in America.
It was far enough (two days ride) from Philadelphia to be economically
self-sustaining. Emigrants moving into the wilderness of the West
stopped in Lancaster to buy cattle, wagons, guns, trading articles,
hardware and utensils for their journey. The merchants of Philadelphia
and New York would import these items from England and sell them
through the Lancaster shopkeepers. Likewise, the furs these Indian
traders took in trade would be exported to London by these same big
city businessmen. By 1741, Lancaster city had grown to about 300 to
400 citizens.

LANCASTER’S FIRST JEW

From all indications, the first Jew to settle in Lancaster was Joseph
Simon who arrived in 1740 or 1741. Certainly prior to that date,
Miranda or other Jewish traders passed through or even stayed a while
in Lancaster. But Simon was the first to make his home here. One
early American Jewish historian in 1888, without proof, stated, that
Simon arrived in 1735, but I have not been able to confirm that date.®'
Joseph Simon’s obituary of 1804 stated that he had been ‘63 years in
the city.’' ® Furthermore, Simon was ‘‘naturalized’’ in 1749. Naturali-
zation was an English law giving certain trading rights to colonists who
were not born in England, but who had been in America at least seven
years. The bulk of this paper will deal with Joseph Simon and his neph-
ew Levy Andrew Levy who arrived in 1746. At this point, I will merely
introduce them, Simon being the first and Levy an early Lancaster Jew.

Identification of Lancaster Jews

As anyone who has researched the pre-Revolution knows, it is no
small task to find out who and when settlers arrived or what they did.
No birth or death records were kept and, as we will see later, there were
no religious records kept either. We can place and date people by the
tax lists, wills, deeds and other legal records. Another source that has
been used is personal correspondence of early American Jews. Fortu-
nately large collections, referred to in the bibliography have survived.1o
All these sources, when each fact or event is recorded and then taken as
a whole, give us some information on Lancaster Jews.

The first thing that became apparent is that with the exception of
Joseph Simon, Levy Andrew Levy and Joseph Solomon and their fami-
lies, no other Jew made Lancaster his home for the bulk of his adult life.
When Lancaster was the last civilized outpost from 1740 to 1760, many
Jewish traders were in town for various periods of time. After 1763
when Carlisle and Pittsburgh became the westward outposts, the Jew-
ish population declined. It rapidly built up again from 1776 to 1781
when Jews and others fled the British occupied cities such as Philadel-
phia and New York for the safety of Lancaster. After 1783 the popula-
tion of Jews dwindled significantly.

It shall be my purpose to identify Jews who were known to have
been in Lancaster. I will try to identify what they did here and also to
give a short biography of each. By reading this, one canget afeel of the
lifestyle of the colonial American Jew. In the appendix is a chart that
“‘logs’’ the Jews of colonial Lancaster. With the exception of the boat-
loads to New York and Savannah, most Jews immigrated as individuals.
Jewish population 1n North America by 1776 totaled only about 2,000
out of a total population of two or two and a half million or about one
tenth of one percent of the population.

Barnard Itzhak Jacobs 1

It is only fitting that we start with Barnard Jacobs. He played a
role of great importance to the community and to the modern American
Jewish historian. He was Lancaster County’s Mohel or ritual circumci-
ser. By Jewish tradition and law, each male child must be circumcised

on the eighth day of life. Amazing as it sounds, Jacobs’ record or diary
(when compared to birthdates confirmed from other sources) indicates
he was always there on the eighth day whether the birth was in Phila-
delphia, York, Lancaster, Easton or Reading.

Jacobs’ value to the historian is that he kept a record of some 33
rituals he performed between 1757 and 1790. That record has survived
and is the property of Congregation Mikveh Israel of Philadelphia. His
record has proved invaluable in pinpointing the dates and places of
birth and names of parents of the sons of this colonial era. The first
seven pages of the book contain the ritual in Hebrew and it is illustrated
with drawings of his technique and instruments used.

Jacobs was probably born in Germany. By 1757 he was in
Heidelberg, then in Lancaster County and now known as Schaeffers-
town of Lebanon County. In partnership with Isaac Levy, he ran a gen-
eral store. (One could not make a living in being a Mohel.) In 1770,
after both Isaac Levy died and Jacobs’ wife Clara, whom he married in
1761, died, Jacob married Levy’'s widow Judica. Apparently he was
respected in Heidelberg by the Christian community. He was given
the honorary title ‘‘Jew Rabbi'’ and was made manager of a lottery
to raise funds to build Millcreek Church. He was accused of stealing
some of the funds, but was completely exonerated.

Circumcision Book of Barnard Itzhak Jacobs, ca. 1765

He was in Philadelphia from 1770 to 1776 and spent the war years
of 1777 to 1783 in Lancaster. From 1783 to 1788, there is no trace of
him. However, in 1788, he was back in Philadelphia for the marriage of
his daughter. In 1790, his last recorded circumcision was performed on
his grandson, Naphtali Raphael.

He moved to Baltimore about 1790 but was gone by 1796. He did
not perform the ritual on his second grandson in 1792. Perhaps he was
incapacitated due to old age or even dead by that date.

Circumcision set typical of the type that may have been used by
Barnard Jacobs. This one belonged to Moses Mendes Seixas (1744-
1809). Courtesy of the American Jewish Historical Society.



Jacobs seemed to have his financial ups and downs. Often he was
at odds with Joseph Simon, and Simon had to sue him in 1762 to collect
some debts. He was known to have been in prison, but it is not clear if
it was for failure to pay debts or for that false accusation of stealing. Yet
David Franks once asked Jacobs for money to help ransom a Nathan
Levy (not of Philadelphia fame) who was aboard a British prison ship.
This would indicate some wealth.

Daniel Mendez da Castro **

A prime example of knowing about someone only from legal
records, is the story of Daniel Mendez da Castro. His story revolves
around a lot and house he owned in Lancaster. This lot was known as
Hamilton lot #175 located at the rear of present day 20-32 North Queen
Street and is now part of the Central Market Building. Apparently
Castro had a shop or store there.

This is what the deeds tell us. On November 10, 1744, he pur-
chased from James Hamilton the above lot measuring 40 feet by 139
feet. As was common with sales by Hamilton, he had to promise to
build a house and to pay Hamilton three pounds yearly as ‘‘ground
rent."”’

One month later, on December 28, he mortgaged this property to
David Franks and Nathan Levy of Philadelphia for 102 pounds. In all
probability this was in security for goods sold to Castro for sale in his
store. On April 29, 1745, Franks and Levy gave him a second mortgage
of 50 pounds.

Joseph Simon, by virtue of power of attorney, on August 15, 1746,
guaranteed a third mortgage of 54 pounds to Jacob Franks and Naphtali
Hart Myers of Philadelphia.

In a Philadelphia newspaper of December 1746, Castro advised
that he was going back to Curacao and called in his debts. He appar-
ently left without clearing up his mortgages however.

These financial dealings came to a conclusion when the sheriff on
September 15, 1750, sold at public sale his property to Peter Spyker to
satisfy a judgment due Franks and Levy. The property sold for 230
pounds. That is all we know about Daniel Mendez da Castro, which is
unfortunate, as he was probably the second earliest Jew in Lancaster.

Isaac Nunes Henriques **

Isaac was probably the third known Jew in Lancaster city. He was
married in London in 1726 to Abigal Sequeiro and was on that first boat-
load of Jews that arrived in Savannah in 1733. Economic problems in
Georgia and the fear of Spanish Florida (the Inquisition was still on
their minds), caused most Georgia Jews to leave the colony. Henriques
went to New York and learned the art of being a Shohet (ritual slaugh-
terer). By 1736 he was granted a license as both a Shohet and Bodek
(inspector of meat).

He was still in New York in 1741 when he was naturalized. Yet as
early as 1743 or by 1747 he was in Lancaster, where on February 3 of
that year, he joined Joseph Simon and deeded a cemetery for use by the
‘‘Society of Jews settled in and about Lancaster.”’” He lived next door to
Simon on the south-west corner of Penn Square and in all probability
was the Shohet for the community. Tax records indicate that he was
gone by 1756, and he died in Philadelphia in 1767.

Abraham de Lyon

Abraham de Lyon was unique. He left London in 1732 and was
on a boatload of Jews who arrived in 1733 in Savannah. However, he
was from Portugal and was an expert grower of wine grapes. With
the encouragement of the Trustees of Georgia, he planted a vineyard
with seedling he brought with him. By 1737 he had excellent grapes.
After spending 400 pounds of his own money, he appealed to the
Trustees for financial help. Since it was not forthcoming and since
slavery (in Georgia at that time) was outlawed, he no longer could
afford to grow grapes. Thus he left for New York and was natura-
lized with Henriques in 1741.

In a New York business record there is an entry in 1743 indicating
that de Lyon had ‘‘gone to Conestoga’’, (perhaps with Henriques) a ref-
erence to Lancaster. What he did here or how long he stayed is not
known. The earliest Lancaster tax list of 1750 indicates that he was
gone by then. He was dead by 1761.

Mordecai Moses Mordecai

Abraham de Lyon’s daughter Zipporah (born Savannah 1738,
died Baltimore 1806) married Mordecai Moses Mordecai in Easton,

PA in 1761. Moses was born in Lithuania in 1727, came to America
about 1757 and would die in Baltimore in 1809. An excellent ac-
count of his life written by Rabbi Malcom Stern is found in the bib-
liography.

He spent some time in Lancaster, but fails to appear in the tax
lists. Two letters dated May 4 and October 19, 1761 were written by
Mordecai from Lancaster to the Gratz brothers in Philadelphia.

Sampson Lazarus 15

Sampson was an early Lancaster shopkeeper. His name first ap-
pears in the 1751 tax list. However, by 1757, he seemed to have left
Lancaster for Frederick(town), Maryland. He spent part of the War
years there helping to care for British War prisoners for the Continental
Congress. By 1780, he was back in Lancaster when his daughter
Brandly (1752-1825), on March 28, 1781, married Joshua Isaac.
Joshua (1744-1810) and his bride (who gave birth tosons in1782 and
1783) left Lancaster in 1785. Sampson left in 1783 and died in New
York in 1788.

Joseph Myers ¢

Lancaster tax lists from 1769 to 1780 mention a Joseph Myers as a
silversmith in 1771. There is some confusion as to who he was. In New
York there lived a famous silversmith named Myer Myers. He had a
son Joseph who was born in 1764 and died in Richmond in 1827. Ob-
viously, Myer Myers’ son could not have been the Joseph Myers of
1771 at the age of seven. Yet Myers’ son Joseph does appear in a relig-
ious record in 1780 at the age of sixteen. To further confuse matters, a
Joseph Myers appears on deeds of 1753 in Lancaster and a Joseph M.
Myers is well documented in Philadelphia Jewish circles in the 1780’s.
At best, we can say that a Joseph Myers, who may have been three dif-
ferent persons and perhaps Jewish, was in Lancaster from 1769 to 1780
and in 1771 was a silversmith.

Eleazar Lyons 17

Eleazar Lyons (1729-1816) was a native of Holland. In 1776,
in what would be Harrisburg, PA, he married Hannah Levy (1755-
1849) also a native of Holland.

Using his hebrew name of Leizer ben Leib he writes from
Lancaster on August 6, 1769 to Michael Gratz of Philadelphia. As
a clerk for Joseph Simon in Lancaster, Eleazar writes two business
letters in 1770 and 1772.

He appears in local tax lists from 1775 to 1781, but a son
(Judah) was born in Philadelphia in 1779 and a son (Samuel) in
Baltimore in 1781. By 1792 he was in the Dutch colony of Surinam
in South America. He later returned to Philadelphiaand died there.

Moses Lazarus 18

It was common practice for Joseph Simon to hire a person to serve
as his and the community’s Shohet and to teach the children. A letter
of 1768 indicates that Moses Lazarus, who had served Simon in that ca-
pacity, was leaving the family. When he first came is unknown and as a
non-property owner and a boarder of Simon, he did not appear on tax
lists. There was a Moses Lazarus who served as Shohet for Congrega-
tion Shearith Israel in New York in 1771 and who in 1785 applied for a
peddler’s license in Baltimore.

Joseph Solomon 1¢

Joseph Solomon was born in London in 1710. He married there, in
1738, Bilah Myers-Cohen and became the uncle of Rosa Bunn, the
future wife of Joseph Simon. Shearith Israel records indicate that he
was in New York as early as 1742. The business record of Daniel
Gomez indicates that he was in Lancaster as early as 1744. The
Shearith Israel (New York) account book of 1747 stated that a tax
on all Jews “to be paid by every person that congregates with us
living either in town or Country (the rest of America).” Joseph
Salomons (sic) was listed as being in the “Country™.



Joseph Solomon (1710-1777), early Lancaster Jew and
shopkeeper. Buried in Shaarai Shomayim cemetery.

By 1747 he joined his brother-in-law Hiam Solomon Bunn and his
niece Rosa Bunn in Lancaster. In that year he witnessed a deed trans-
ferring property (a dowry) from Bunn to Joseph Simon. He was natu-
ralized in Lancaster in 1749.

His name appears on the 1751 to 1775 tax lists with the exception
of 1769. It can be assumed that Lancaster became his permanent
home. He was a shopkeeper and his name appeared on the list of ap-
proved Indian traders in Pennsylvania. From time to time, prior to
1768, he served the community as shohet. He usually filled in when
Simon was unable to hire a permanent one.

Solomon may have made a trip back to London in 1769-70. In a
1770 Michael Gratz letter, Gratz signed a bond to secure return passage
for a Joseph Solomon from London. This is further confirmed by his
name failing to appear on the 1769 tax list and that his son Isaac signed
a petition (rather than the father, Joseph) in 1770 for a new road be-
tween Strasburg and Philadelphia. In 1763 Joseph Solomon was a
charter member of the Friendship Fire Company and assisted in
putting out a fire at Joseph Simon's house in 1765.

Joseph had two daughters. Rachel (1747-1797) would marry the
tailor Levy Marks (1737-1781). Shinah (1744-1822) would marry Elijah
Etting (1724-1778) who was the only colonial Jew in York, Pa. Their son
Solomon Etting (1764-1847) would take, as his first wife, Rachel Simon
in 1783. In other words, Joseph Solomon’s great-grandchildren would
be Joseph Simon's grandchildren. However Solomon died in 1777
before the marriage. He is buried in Shaarai Shomayim’'s ceme-
tery and his stone is readable today.

Joseph Solomon had three sons: Myer (1740-1800), Isaac (1742-
1798) and Levy (1748-1827). They worked with their father as shop-
keepers but all three eventually moved to Baltimore. Isaac left in 1782
and Myer was the last to leave in 1793. Levy Solomon became quite
wealthy and prominent. Isaac and Levy never married. Myer on
December 23, 1778 married Catherine (Caty) Bush, and had seven
children. Their daughter, Arabella (1786-1826) married in 1805 Zaleg-
man Phillips, who, in 1799 was the first professing Jewish lawyer in
Philadelphia. They had numerous children.

Dr. Jacob Marcus relates an interesting story about Myer. Eleazar
Lyons, in a letter to Barnard Gratz in 1771, relates that Myer had to be
begged to attend religious services. It wasn't that he lacked Jewish-
ness. Apparently he was angry with some local Jews, and by staying
away it made it more difficult for them to find the required ten males
needed to conduct worship services.

Levy Marks *

Levy Marks was a gentlemen'’s tailor who as early as 1760 travelled
between shops in Lancaster and Philadelphia. Levy’s date of birth is
considered to be 1737. Michael Gratz, in an early will, lists Levy and

his brother Henry (1729-1809 a manufacturer of starch) as cousins. In
1764 Levy became part of the Joseph Solomon family by marrying
Rachel Solomon. By outfitting the wealthy Philadelphia families, he
made a good living. By 1767 he had an indentured servant of his own.

He had the distinction of being the first Philadelphia Jew to join
the Masonic Order, having been raised in 1762 to the Third Degree in
Lodge No. two. He was a benefactor and trustee of Mikveh Israel
during its formation in 1773.

Marks seemed to have spent a good portion of the war years in the
safety of Lancaster. In 1777 he joined other Lancastrians in supplying
the money to pay for a messenger between Lancaster and the armies of
George Washington. In 1777 he petitioned the Continental Congress in
hopes of being named to the post of supervising the making of Army
uniforms. It appears that he did not get the job. Christopher Marshall,
who kept a diary of his personal activities and Thoughts during the
Revolutionary War period both in Lancaster and-Philadelphia, on No-
vember 8, 1778 speaks favorably of Levy Marks for inviting him to din-
ner. In 1780 Levy is listed in Philadelphia records as well as Lancaster
and he died in 1781. His son Solomon (1766-1824) was listed as a tailor
in Lancaster in 1782, but left shortly thereafter.

Lazarus Isaac 2

Lazarus Isaic was a ‘‘glass cutter and engraver upon glass’’ who
advertised in May of 1773 in the Pennsylvania Packet for a job. He was
hired by William Henry Steigel, June 14, 1773. He worked for Steigel
from August 10, 1773, to February 14, 1774 in the famous Elizabeth
Furnace in Lancaster County, and was paid five pound - ten per month.
It is comforting to know that some of that famous Steigel glassware was
carved by a Jew. There is no doubt that he was a Jew, because his con-
tract, still in existence, was signed in Hebrew. (Lezar bar Yitzhak).

Aaron Levy 2?

Aaron Levy is not unknown to historians of American Jewry. He
was thought to have been born in 1742 in Amsterdam and to have emi-
grated to America in 1760. His first ten years were spent in and around
Lancaster and Philadelphia. The earliest official record of Levy was in
1772 when he purchased a lot in the frontier town of Sunbury, North-
umberland County. He was listed as a ‘‘merchant,’” a title of higher
standing than a ‘‘shopkeeper,’’ in early Sunbury tax lists. He had busi-
ness connections with the Gratzes, Joseph Simon and Levy Andrew
Levy (no relationship). He handled imported goods, selling them to the
military units and local inhabitants. He also did a little Indian trading
and land speculation. During the Revolutionary War, the British en-
couraged the Indians to raid and massacre Sunbury residents. Levy
and his wife Rachel fled and arrived in ‘‘safe’’ Lancaster in 1778. There
he bought out Levy Andrew Levy's interest in some of Joseph Simon’s
enterprises. Levy was patriotic, having served in the militia in Sunbury
as well as under Captain John Ewing in Lancaster. An entry in the
Journal of the Continental Congress indicated that by 1781 he had in-
vested in treasury loans. He left Lancaster about 1782.

Aaron Levy's greatest fame is the 334 acres of fertile countryside
in Penns Valley, situated 30 miles west of Northumberland, which he
laid out as Aaronsburg in 1786. His dream was to make this city the
capital of Pennsylvania. His dream was shattered when in forming
Centre County, the authorities by-passed his town and made Bellefonte
its County seat. Soon Levy found himself the only Jew in town. He had
no children and longed for a Jewish society. So in 1790 he moved back
to Philadelphia. He had plenty of land, but no cash. He befriended and
‘“‘adopted’’ Simon Gratz, son of Miriam Simon Gratz and Michael
Gratz. In exchange for being ‘‘taken care of in their old age,”” Levy
turned over almost all of his land holdings to young Simon. In 1805,
Simon Gratz took some of this land and created the Borough of Gratz in
Dauphin County. Gratz and Aaronsburg were the first two Jewish
named towns in America. Levy returned to Lancaster in 1797 to avoid
the yellow fever epidemic in Philadelphia. He died in Philadelphia in
1815.

There is an interesting story as to how Levy met his wife Rachel.
One day, while walking in pre-Revolutionary Philadelphia, he came
upon an indentured servant girl crying on the front steps of her mas-
ter’s house. Levy asked what was wrong, and she explained she was a
Jewess and her master demanded she work on Saturday, the Sabbath.
Levy at once paid the master her indenture and married the now free
lady.

Joseph Cohen

Memoirs of the Cohen family of Philadelphia includes the story
of the patriarch of the family Joseph Cohen (1745-1822).



He first came to America in 1768 from Germany via England
and clerked with the Gratz brothers in Philadelphia. He returned to
England where he married in 1781.

In the1790’s he returned to America. In 1798 he servedasshohet
for Shearith Israel in New York. By 1799 he was in Lancaster in the
house of Joseph Simon as “Household Rabbi”. He appears in Lan-
caster tax records 1799-1801 as a shopkeeper.

The memoir states “She (his third daughter) lived but fourteen
months, dying at Lancaster in 1799, shortly before the birth of his
son Lewis. Her burial was performed in the fields adjoining his house
by his own hands, a ceremony that was only surpassed by his per-
forming on his newly-born son the rite of circumcision, a circum-
stance of peculiar difficulty from its occurring on the Ninth day of
Aav (when he was weak from fasting and), when he was suffering
from the loss of a nail on his thumb. (The circumciser used his
thumbnail to help perform the operation.) This he supplied with a
piece of silver of the same form and, in the presence of the doctor,
successfully performed the operation, immediatedly after which he
yielded to overwrought nature and swooned away. . .”

Dr. Isaac Cohen

Dr. Isaac Cohen had been incorrectly ‘‘dated’’ by American Jewish
historians. He was first reported by Ellis and Evans in their 1883 histo-
ry of Lancaster County. All we know of him is his calling card dated
August 14, 1797. In Monroe Hirsh'’s article of 1901, the printer incor-
rectly listed the date as 1747. This error of 50 years would have made
him the first Jewish doctor in America. His card reads as follows:

Dr. Isaac Cohen, from Hamburg, Germany, who studied seven years
in the City of Copenhagen, informs the public that he has lately arrived in
Lancaster, where he intends to practice physic and the art of healing, at
the house of John Hatz, inn keeper, at the sign of the Penn Arms, North
Queen Street. N. B. Poor persons cured gratis if they can show a certifi-
cate from a clergyman that they are really poor. He expects letters ad-
dressed to him to be postpaid and those who live at a distance and desire
his aid will please send a horse for him. (Ellis and Evans, History of Lan-
caster County, 1883 page 250)

We should stress again that these people in many cases never
called Lancaster their home. There is evidence that they were in Lan-
caster at one time or another during their lives. At best it gives the
reader an insight into the backgrounds and lives of various Colonial
Jews.

SEVENTEENTH CENTURY JUDAISM IN LANCASTER

It is perhaps hard to believe that America did not see its first train-
ed and ordained Rabbi until the 1800’s. The reason is simple enough
and although it sounds less than acceptable, we have to accept it. First,
the American Jewish Community could not afford a trained Rabbi and
second, why would a Rabbi want to leave the comforts and security of
England, Holland or Europe for the wilds and dangers of a new World?

Judaism is fortunate in that Jews do not need a Rabbi to properly
practice their religion. Basically, a Rabbi is a teacher. Furthermore, it
is the tradition of Judaism that the father, within his own family, have
the responsibility to teach his children the tenets and heritage of Juda-
ism. Judaism is a home-based religion, and it was this strength that al-
lowed Judaism to survive even in environments where its open practice
meant death.

Ark (sron kodesh) from the home of Joseph Simon (1712-1804) used
in home worship in Lancaster, Penna. Courtesy of the American
Jewish Historical Society.

In effect, a Rabbi was a luxury which the colonial Jew was able to
do without. However in New York, Newport, Philadelphia, Savannah,
Charleston and other cities, formal congregations did organize with
by-laws and separate structures. These congregations did have em-
ployees or religious functionaries. That is, they had a Hazzan who was
the reader and teacher (although not an ordained Rabbi), a Shohet for
ritual slaughtering of kosher meat and a Mohel to perform the ritual of
circumcision. In addition they had their President, Officers and Board
of Trustees.

Lancaster’s Organized Religion

Did Lancaster have an organized Congregation?

It is only natural that the first thing Jews did when settling a new
community was to provide for a place of worship and a place of burial.
In 1747, Lancastrians, Joseph Simon and Isaac Nunes Henriques, pur-
chased a plot of ground ‘‘in trust for the Society of Jews in and about
Lancaster, to have and use the same as a burying ground.’’ Total cost
of this one-half acre of land was six pounds sterling or about fifteen
dollars.? In the period 1747 to 1804 only six people were known to have
been buried there and five stones remain today. In all probability,
others lie in unmarked graves. This Jewish cemetery, the fourth oldest
in the United States, belongs to and is maintained by Congregation
Shaarai Shomayim.2s Even today, burials are made in this original plot
of land.

With the first requirement obtained, we can turn our attention to
the congregation. It is really a matter of semantics. If by ‘‘congrega-
tion,”” one means a formal charter and a separate structure in which
they worshiped, the answer is there never was a congregation in colon-
ial Lancaster. If by ‘‘congregation’’ one means ten adult males who
worshiped together and practiced the rites and ritual of the faith of their
fathers in a strange new Land, the answer is an emphatic-yes! These
colonial Jews, mostly of Ashkenazic background, worked hard to be
‘‘good’’ Jews.

As we have seen, Lancaster’s Jewish population was very fluid.
With the exception of the families of Joseph Simon, Joseph Solomon
and Levy Andrew Levy, no other Jewish households made Lancaster
their permanent home in the 1740 to 1790 period. Three backbones of a
Jewish community do not make a congregation.

Yet there is ample evidence that there were at least ten Jewish
families in Lancaster during most of that 50 year period. In 1747, Rev.
Richard Locke of the Anglican Lutheran Church wrote: ‘‘Here are less
Quakers than in many other counties, and very few Indians appear—
here are ten families of Jews. ’2¢ I assume he was correct, but I would
be hard pressed to name those ten families. In the Journal of Witham
Marshe, who was secretary for the Maryland delegation to the negotia-
tion of the Lancaster Indian Treaty of 1744, we find this June 27, 1744
entry about a social dance held. ‘‘The females (I dare not call them
ladies, for that would be a profanation of the name) were, in general,
very disagreeable. The dancers consisted of Germans and Scotch-Irish;
but there were some Jewesses who had not long since come from New
York, that made a tolerable appearance, being well dressed and of an
agreeable behavior.”” Marshe, who said earlier in his journal that there
were a few Jews in Lancaster, most have thought the Jewish ladies at-
tractive and the only bright spot in an otherwise dull dance.

Myer Josephson, of Reading, in a letter to Michael Gratz in 1763,
tells Gratz ‘‘that I am going to Lancaster for minyan for Yom Kippur.”’
What Myer is saying that he is going to nearby Lancaster where he is
sure to find ten males required for worship services on this most holy of
holidays (Day of Atonement).

A Jewish community was important to the American and Lancaster
Jew. In 1784, when the first Lancaster Jewish community was on the
decline, Levy Andrew wrote to Michael Gratz. Levy, at the age of 50
with seven children, was in grave financial difficulty and was leaving
Lancaster. He writes that he desires:

to remove to a place were a Congregation of our Society (was) and
that I might bring up my children as Jews—this my Dear Sir is part of my
troubles & which I often consider of, for a family to be remote from our
Society (a Jewish community) is shocking. The Almighty I hope will be
my guide and protector, in him I place my trust and hope forgiveness
should I be drawn against my will to a strange place (because of my
poverty), that my capacity (wealth) cannot afford me to keep a person to
kill (meat according to ritual) for me. 27

Like every other town, Lancaster’s Jewish Society, as Levy calls
the community, needed four things to properly practice and observe
their religion: A Mohel to perform the Abrahamitic covenant on their
sons; a Shohet to slaughter meat in accordance with Talmudic precepts;



a Torah and a place of worship; and a Hazzan to serve as reader,
teacher and perform marriages. Let us see how Lancaster, without its
formal Congregation, provided these basic religious needs.

Of course, Barnard Jacobs from 1757 to 1790 acted as the Mohel
not only for Lancaster, but for surrounding communities. His diary lists
33 such rituals during that period.?® Prior to Jacobs, it was the responsi-
bility of the father or someone else who, in a pinch, had the ability to
perform the “‘operation.’”’” After Jacobs, Philadelphia’s Congregation
Mikveh Israel provided the Mohel.

The community Shohet was provided by Joseph Simon. He would
hire and house the ritual slaughterer for the community. Many people
filled that job. Among them were Isaac Nunes Henriques, Moses
Lazarus and Joseph Solomon. Apparently a Shohet was not always
available as this February 23, 1768 letter from Levy Andrew Levy to
Michael Gratz indicates:

Moses Lazarus is going to leave our Family, my Uncle (Simon) pay’d
him off yesterday— can that man who boarded at Moses Mordecai be
spared, and if he would come live with us my Uncle will allow him the Sal-
lery of 20 pounds per year— to kill meat for us and to teach the children—
if none to be had at Phila., it is my Uncle's request will write to New York
& Endeavr. to get him a Sober man if possible— 20

Joseph Solomon temporarily filled in but by July of 1768, he would no
longer kill for Simon and the community.*® Yet we can safely assume,
that at the insistence of Simon, Lancaster was never without its kosher
meat.

Lancaster never had a Hazzan of its own that we know of. Indeed
for the marriage of Simon’s daughter Miriam to Michael Gratz in 1769,
young Gershom M. Sexias had to be brought in from New York at a fee
of ten pounds. On his way to London, Michael’s brother Barnard made
the arrangements. Armed with a letter of introduction to Simon, the
father of the bride, Sexias made his way to Philadelphia. Sexias later,
as leader of Shearith Israel in New York, would become famous for
closing the synagogue and fleeing with the Torahs during the British
occupation of New York during the Revolutionary War.3:

Joseph Simon also provided the place of worship. It was a room in
his home on the southwest corner of Penn Square in downtown
Lancaster. Inthe room was an Ark. A portion of that Ark is in the pos-
session of the American Jewish Historical Society. It was presented to
them by the daughters (Simon’s great-great granddaughters) of Sarah
Ann Gratz Hays Mordecai. It is a strange coincidence that the Hebrew
inscription on the Simon Ark is the same as the ‘‘Know Before Whom
Thou Standest’’ that adorns the arch above Shaarai Shomayim’s pulpit.
In the Ark, at least by the time of Simon’s death, were two Torahs.

Simon's will directed that ‘‘the silver plate used or appropriated
for the purpose of religious worship in my family and the two rolls
(Torahs) containing the Five Books of Moses each shall immediately
after the death of Levy Phillips (a son-in-law), who shall have use of
them in the family for the same religious purposes during his life, be
placed in the synagogue of the Jews of Philadelphia (Mikveh Israel) for
the use of said Synagogue and those who worship therein.’’s2 Mikveh
Israel today has those Torahs.

Formal congregations were slow in forming in Colonial America.
Jews were in New York by 1654, but Shearith Israel was only informally
structured in 1686 with formal Constitutions in 1703 and 1729. Phila-
delphia Jews informally gathered as early as 1740 and had a constitu-
tion by 1771 and a synagogue by 1782. Lancaster and Philadelphia
grew up together. Obviously, the proximity of Lancaster Jews to Phila-
delphia and the strong business and family ties that kept them together,
put no pressure on Lancaster for a congregation of its own.

Other evidence for a no Congregation thesis is as follows: In 1761
Simon and Jews from Reading signed a receipt to borrow a Torah from
Shearith Israel for use in Philadelphia s In 1782, Simon's gift of twenty-
five pounds was the third largest to the Mikveh Israel Building Fund. In
1791, Lancastrian Solomon Etting was the local agent for the sale of
“‘lottery tickets’' to raise monies to ‘‘enable the Hebrew Congregation
of the city of Philadelphia to extricate their house of worship from its
present incumbrances.'’ss Simon, in 1782, was also trustee appointed
for the Mikveh Israel cemetery 3 These involvements of Lancaster Jews
in the Philadelphia community indicate there was no local congregation
of their own. Of course, the will of Simon, leaving the Torahs to Mikveh
Israel, is conclusive evidence.

Yet Lancaster did come very close to a congregation. During the
War, many Jews fled the occupied cities of New York and Philadelphia
to the safety of Lancaster. It was only natural that these Jews, now in
substantial number, formally organize into a congregation. A Pinkas
(offering book) has survived, dated 1781. In it were listed 15 members
to-be of a congregation-to-be in Lancaster. Pledges were to be solicited
via this book toward the new congregation. However the book was

One of the two Torahs left by Joseph Simon in his will to
congregation Mikveh Israel of Philadelphia. The Ark con-
taining the Torah is 18th century, but not Joseph Simon's.

never used and with peace coming shortly thereafter, many Jews left
Lancaster. ss

Further evidence of the almost Congregation comes from the
Mohel record of Barnard Jacobs referred to above. For Lancaster cir-
cumcisions he always used the date and the term *‘in Lancaster.”” How-
ever, in 1776, and twice in 1782, he uses the phrase ‘‘holy Congregation
of Lancaster.”” That is, for those three events, Jacobs considered Lan-
caster to have a Congregation. Yet, twice in 1777, and 1779, he re-
verted back to ‘‘in Lancaster’’ and after 1783 it was always ‘‘in Lancas-
ter."" The 1776 entry coincides with the British occupation of New
York. The 1782 entry would coincide with the Pinkas mentioned above?'

There are two other references to a Lancaster congregation. In
September 1880, in ‘‘Statistics of the Jews of the United States'’ pub-
lished by the Union of American Hebrew Congregations it is stated that
in 1776 a congregation was organized in Lancaster.®® In 1789, General
Edward Hand in a letter to Congress urging the adoption of Lancaster
as the nation’s capital, wrote this about the largest inland city in Ameri-
ca. ‘‘There are several places of worship besides a temporary
synagogue.’’ss He must have meant Simon’s home.

In conclusion, we must say there was no formal Congregation in
colonial Lancaster. The census of 17904 lists only three Jewish house-
holds in Lancaster, and when Simon died in 1804, he was the last. In
1837, Rebecca Gratz, granddaughter of Joseph Simon, who had visited
Lancaster wrote ‘‘the last day I spent in Lancaster I visited his (Simon’s)
tomb, the fence was broken, cows were grazing among the high grass
and weeds covered it— and I came away sorrowful.”’s1 There was no
Society of Jews to care for the cemetery Simon deeded to the communi-
ty until 1856 when Congregation Shaarai Shomayim was chartered and
was declared, by the Superior Court of Pennsylvania in 1903, as the
legal heir to Joseph Simon’s ‘‘Society of Jews in and about Lancaster. %}

JEWISH LANDOWNERS IN LANCASTER

It would follow, that since few families made Lancaster their per-
manent home, the number of Jewish landowners in Lancaster city
would be small. This is quite correct. Those who felt that they would
not be staying long, usually boarded in homes. And because of the
Jewish dietary laws, they usually boarded with a Jewish family.

James Hamilton Lays Out Lancaster

James Hamilton was most systematic when he laid out Lancaster.
He plotted out some 500 lots in a six square block area around Penn
Square. All streets were 65 feet wide, his lots 64’ 4-%2'" by 245’ deep,
four lots to a half block with a 14 foot alley behind them. In today’s
term, each of those lots has been sub-divided into several individual
homes and later businesses.

Hamilton would sell these lots with two provisions: one that the
owner build a house and second that he pay yearly ground rents to
Hamilton. These ground rents would vary from three to 15 pounds



yearly. Most of these first lots were sold by 1800, and although most
downtown landowners have freed themselves from ground rent, some
are still paying them. An excellent and invaluable study of these lots
and their original owners appears in the Lancaster County Historical
Society Journal Volume XLVI No. 2 and 3 of 1942, 4

Lots Owned By Jews

To determine which Jew owned which lot and for how long is an ex-
ercise in futility. Even after a thorough study of these 1700’s deeds,
one is still quite confused. Often, one deed with its description of the
adjacent property owner, is in direct conflict with another deed. Never-
theless, to the best of our knowledge, the following were properties
owned by early Lancaster Jews.

Levy Andrew Levy, from at least 1775 to his departure from Lan-
caster in 1785, lived on lot #508 or 15 North Queen Street. Prior to that,
or at least until his marriage in 1762, he lived with his uncle Joseph’
Simon.

Joseph Solomon, from 1750 to his death in 1777, (and his family
thereafter until the 1790’s), lived on lot #122 or 3 to 5 East King Street.
Daniel Mendez da Castro lived where the Central Market now is or the
rear of 20-32 North Queen Street or lot #175.%

Joseph Simon’s Land Holdings

By far the most extensive Jewish land owner was Joseph Simon.
Like most everyone else, in the beginning he boarded with someone.
His future father-in-law Hiam Solomon Bunn, in 1748 by the deed re-
ferred to earlier, transferred ownership of a lot and house bordered by
West King Street and South Queen Street. The lot measured 21’ by
48'. This was part of sub-section E of Hamilton lot #178. In a 1762
deed, his lot was described as being 66’ by 57’ indicating that he had
acquired additional land. In 1767, at sheriff sale, he purchased 33’ of
additional front footage on Queen Street. His ground rent became 15
pounds per year. By the time of his death, these two lots (which adjoin-
ed in the rear) had two—three story brick buildings on them. His heirs
in 1814, sold them to William Jenkins, noted local attorney for $12,700.
Today, the Commonwealth National Bank sits on these lands.*

Simon’s Open Door Policy

Simon needed his two multi-story dwellings. In addition to his
family, which was as high as ten at one time, he housed, at least until
1775, Levy Andrew Levy and his wife. After his daughters married, the
sons-in-law often worked as partners of Simon, and they too lived with
Father. During the War years, Miriam Simon Gratz, wife of Michael
Gratz and their five children lived in the homestead. Additionally,
friends such as Aaron Levy, would move in when in town. And of
course, Simon had at least two or three slaves or servants at all times.

By the 1780's, however, he was able to rent out his Queen Street
home. It is known through correspondence between General Edward
Hand and Jasper Yeates (Lancaster attorney and State Supreme Court
Justice) that Hand rented from Simon from at least 1781 to 1783 just
prior to moving into Rockford. The correspondence tells of a dispute
between Simon and Hand concerning subletting the property while
Hand was off fighting the War.«*The 1790 census indicated that his
daughter Belah and her husband Solomon Myers-Cohen and their four
daughters lived with Simon. In the mid 1790’s, grandsons Hyman and
Simon Gratz, who were apprentices under Simon, lived with him.*" At
the time of Simon's death, Mathais Barton rented the Queen Street
property.

Simon’s Place of Business

From at least 1759 (or from 1751 when his partners David Franks
and Nathan Levy owned it), Simon ran a store or trading post at 2 to 4
East King on Hamilton lot #127. This store was in operation at his
death and was torn down for the Watt and Shand building.

As we will see later, Simon was involved in no less than 12 partner-
ships. At least four of these operated out of this location, often simul-
taneously. Levy Andrew Levy, from the 1750’s to 1785, was Simon's
Indian trading partner and store clerk. From 1759 to about 1775, a
hardware store was run in partnership with William Henry - gunsmith,
inventor and statesman. From 1784 to 1787, it was a % Simon-%
Solomon Etting partnership and after 1787 to 1804, a partnership with
Levy Phillips. The latter two were sons-in-law. s

20 West King Street
In 1752, Simon purchased 20 West King Street from Nathan Levy

and David Franks for 371 pounds. There is no clear evidence as to what
Simon used this for. In 1767 he sold the front part to Christopher

Heyne, a tinman and pewterer for 600 pounds. The rear of the lot was
Simon'’s brick stable which was sold to Frederick Steinman, copper-
smith, in 1814 for 175 pounds.

226 To 250 West Chestnut Street o

At the time of his death, he owned 226 to 250 West Chestnut Street
where Shreiner’s Cemetery is now. Lot #363 on the Southwest Corner
of West Mulberry and Arch Street was purchased by Simon in 1757. In
1769, he purchased lot #365 located between Arch and North Mulberry
and, in 1782, lot #366 on the southeast corner of North Mulberry and
West Chestnut Street. He rented these homes out, and they were sold
by his heirs in 1833 (described as three lots adjoining).

Five Acres In Manheim Township

Actually what Simon owned was in both the city and Manheim
Township. The location of this piece of ground, purchased by Simon in
1751 for 110 pounds, eluded your author for quite some time.** Fortu-
nately, John W. W. Loose, President of the Lancaster County Historical
Society, came to my rescue and determined its location.

The deed of the sale of the property in 1813 described the property
as being ‘‘on the road to Binkley's Bridge."' I quickly found out that
Binkley's bridge was the first stone bridge built in the state (at a cost of
$17,000) having been built in 1798. It was located along Route 23, to
the left of the present metal span, near the Eden Paper Mill. Two
‘‘dead-end’’ roads lead to where the bridge stood. The bridge was de-
stroyed by ice and water in 1857.

My natural assumption was that the property was close to
Binkley's bridge. This assumption was wrong, since in the 1700’s the
location of the property was quite outside of town, on the road to the
bridge, but according to today’s standards, right in town. It turns out
to be a plot of land along New Holland Avenue from the RCA building
back towards town to where the row of houses begins. It included the
present day fire house, railroad bridge and old Penn Dairies building.
When Simon'’s heirs sold it to Robert Coleman, it was all farmland. *

Simon built two buildings on the land and used it either as a small
farm or a warehouse for his goods. Starting in 1800, Simon rented this
land out to Casper Lorentz and John Slater both listed as laborers.

These properties were those owned by Simon at his death. Deeds
indicated he purchased other properties which were sold during his life-
time. In many cases, he purchased property at sheriff sale and later
sold it for a profit.

Tax Records s

Many early tax records listed only names. Others would detail
family size, slaves owned and livestock owned. It might be useful to list
some of the information from some of these tax lists.

The lists from 1750 to 1759 gave us names and amounts of tax or
value of property. In all these lists, Simon was the wealthiest usually
followed by Joseph Solomon and Sampson Lazarus. Levy Andrew Levy
was listed, starting in 1757, as a freeman (non-property owner).

1759 listed Solomon as being a shopkeeper with a lot while Simon
had a slave age 20, one horse and one cattle. By 1763, Solomon hadn’t
changed status, but Simon now had three slaves aged 10, 15 and 20, one
horse, two cattle and a tenant. In 1771, Simon gained a second horse.

In 1773, Joseph Myers owned a slave, age 25. Simon had three,
ages 12, 30 and 40 (only one of which could have been a holdover from
1763). The 1777 list indicates Levy Marks for the first time and he is
second only to Simon in wealth. In the War years of 1777 to 1781, the
ranking of wealth was, with relative values, Simon 200, Levy Marks
180, Myer Solomon 98, Levy Andrew Levy 28, Aaron Levy 14, Eleazar
Lyon 12, Joseph Myers 4, Levy Solomon 1.

The 1781 tax list indicated that all Jews listed took the Oath of Alle-
giance to the new country. 1782 tells us that Sampson Lazarus had a
female slave and a horse and was a shopkeeper, Levy Andrew Levy was
a ‘‘gentlemen’’ with two female slaves and one house, Aaron Levy lived
with Simon. Myer Solomon had a house, Levy and Isaac Solomon lived
with brother Myer, Simon had one slave, one horse and two cattle, and
was also a ‘‘gentlemen.”’

1783 lists sizes of households. Simon had seven persons, Levy
Andrew Levy eight, Myer Solomon five, and Sampson Lazarus three.

From 1786 to 1790 the only property owners were Solomon Etting
(a Simon son-in-law) who had one slave, Myer Solomon who had two
houses, two horses, one cattle and one slave and Simon with up to five
houses, three lots, two slaves, two horses and two cattle. All were
listed as shopkeepers.



1798 United States Direct Tax

The Federal Government conducted a special census of pro-
perty owner in 1798. Jewish owners listed were:

Meyer Solomon— rented to Alexander McIntire
one house, 16° X 28’ brick, 2 story, 6 windows
with 72 lights (window panes) with 8 X 12’ kit-
chen. value $1,333
Meyer Solomon— rented to John Gensener
one house 33" X 24’ long, 2 story,9 windows with
15 lights.  value $240
owner and lived in one house 22 X 38’, brick, 3
stories. one house 40” X 10°, brick with kitchen 2
stories 10 windows with 18 lights.  value $2050
rented to Mathew Barton
one house 22’ X 38’ brick, 3 stories. one house
22’ X 10’ brick with kitchen, 2 stories. one stable
9’ X 12’ brick, 1 story.  value $1950
rented to Peter Getz
one house 20’ X 24°, frame and brick, 1 story.
one house 18’ X 24°, frame, adjacent, 1 story.
one stable 12 X 16’ brick, 1% story.
value $1680
rented to Henry Pile
one house 20" X 25’ frame, 1 story, 3 windows
one stable 12 X 10’ frame
rented to Casper Lorentz
one house 24’ X 26’ brick. 1 story, 4 windows, 12
lights. one stable 12 X 16’ frame.  value $400
Joseph Simon—  store
one storehouse, 30’ X 22” frame. one store 30 X
30’ “on the corner of the Court House Square —
King Street adjacent to Widow Henry.”
value $1860—Limestone
owner
one carriage house 40 X 20’ frame. On Walnut
Street adjacent to Jacob Henry.  value $100
rented to Casper Lorentz
lot 3% acres on Road leading to Binkley bridge
adjacent to William Bausman (City part).
value $210
lot 4 acres. value $160 (Manheim Township part)
owner
one brick stable 18’ X 12’ on 14 foot alley adja-
cent to Frederick Steinman. value $150

Joseph Simon—

Joseph Simon—

Joseph Simon—

Joseph Simon—

Joseph Simon—

Joseph Simon—

Joseph Simon—

Joseph Simon—

Jews and Slaves

Jews and Gentiles were quite alike when it came to slaves in the
18th century. Both were importers of, sellers of and owners of slaves.
Neither concerned themselves with the moral issue. Slaves were a
commodity, cheap labor, and, at the time of the Revolution, it is said
that every fifth person in North America was a slave. Jewish tradition
and laws did not preclude rigorous labors for slaves. The only restric-
tion, as expressed by the Spanish Jewish philosopher Maimonides, was
that ‘‘piety and wisdom command us to be kind and just.”” Jews many
times throughout the ages were slaves, as they were in the land of
Egypt out of which Moses led them. s«

As we have seen Joseph Simon owned slaves. He once owned a
slave named John who had to be chained and thrown into jail after al-
most killing a man. Simon eventually sold that slave at a loss. There is
a deed dated December 25, 1793, in which Simon sold to Christian Barr
a Negro boy named Cudago, age 15, weight 65 pounds, to be held until
age 29. 57

The Philadelphia newspaper the Pennsylvania Gazette on May
22, 1776 ran the following advertisement:

Michael Graybill, goaler of York Town ran the ad seeking to
locate “A Negro named John, slave of a Mr. Bogle, of Cumberland
County, formerly belonging to Joseph Simon of the Borough of
Lancaster.”

Levy Andrew Levy once had a slave who preferred freedom with
the Indians to servitude under Levy. The slave ran off with a local tribe **

Myer Josephson of nearby Reading, in October of 1762, writes
twice to Michael Gratz showing concern for the health of his ‘‘nigger
wench.”” The first letter asks Gratz to find some medicine for her
kidney problem as the local doctor is no expert. In the second letter he
wants to send her to a Philadelphia hospital as the local doctor is an
“‘ignoramus.’’ In July of 1762 he wants to sell his maid as she is always
drunk and his wife lives in fear of her. ¢

Although Simon was not an importer of slaves, there is, among
correspondence that has survived, reference to Simon’s sending slaves
to Fort Pitt for various people. It is not clear if Simon was the sales
agent for the slave or merely arranging his or her transportation to Fort
Pitt.

JOSEPH SIMON — A PERSONALITY PROFILE

Before digging into the events of Joseph Simon’s life, we should
try to learn a little about Joseph Simon the man. Unfortunately, no
portrait of him has survived nor is there evidence that he ever sat for
one. His physical size and shape have never been described. He was
no weakling however. He traveled far and wide and into areas loaded
with dangers. Fathering ten children, the last at age 58 and living to be
94, speak highly for him too.

Simon Was Illiterate

It has always been known that Joseph Simon hired clerks to write
his letters. Of the hundreds of letters seen in the original, not one
seemed to have been written by Simon. Those written for him by Levy
Andrew Levy and Solomon Etting were practically flawless. A letter
from England written by his sister in Yiddish, starts out: ‘‘Because he
(Simon) himself can not read (it) the letter might be withheld; therefore
I bothered Mister (Manuel) Josephson (of Philadelphia) and asked
hime to please read the letter to you.”” From this one can assume that
Simon could not read Yiddish.

Proof that he could neither read nor write English came as well,
from the transcript of a court case Gratz vs Phillips, in 1830, before the
Supreme Court of Pennsylvania. A disposition of Simon Gratz, who
clerked and wrote letters for Joseph Simen in the 1790’s, stated '‘Mr.
Simon, who could neither read nor write ‘except his name’ ...

Testimonies To Simon’s Honesty

There is ample evidence in the written words of others, of the com-
plete and absolute integrity of Joseph Simon. Not one bad word about
him has surfaced. He was a wheeler dealer of the first degree. He be-
came wealthy quickly, but did it with class and honesty. There is no
reason to believe that he ever cheated anyone. In his many partner-
ships or joint ventures, he was the silent partner, the one with the
brains or money or both.

William Henry, noted gunsmith and community leader, described
Simon as ‘‘a wealthy Jew of High Character.”” It is interesting that
most Gentiles found it necessary to describe Jews as high character or
honest as if this were the exception rather than the rule.

On July 22, 1767, the Reverend Thomas Barton of Lancaster wrote
to Sir William Johnson, British Indian Agent, whose son Barton was
tutoring.

‘‘Give me leave, Sir, to introduce to your knowledge Mr. Joseph
Simon, a worthy, honest Jew and principal merchant of this place, who
has always been employed as a victualler to the troops that have been
quartered here and has given general satisfaction. This Gentlemen
keeps up the silversmith’s business and has workman well skilled in
making Indian trinkets. If you should at any time be pleased to employ
him, he will be grateful for the favor and I am persuaded, will study to
serve you faithfully..."”

Again on December 7, Barton writes to Johnson.

**Mr. Simon, mentioned in a former letter, is an eminent trader in
this town. He keeps the business of a silversmith going, and has for
several years supplied the Indians at Pittsburgh with silver truck (trin-
kets). He sent you, he says, by Colonel Croghan, who is expected here
any day, a sample of his work, and begs to recommend himself to your
favor in this way. He is esteemed a man fair in his dealings and honest
from Principle ...""

Family Member Comments

Simon’s granddaughter, Rebecca Gratz, wrote in 1837:

“‘Ben (her brother) has told you (Ben's wife) of our Grandfather’s
patriarchal habit of living—of his hospitalities to his brethren and his
amiable disposition—he had told you too, how liberally and justly he
dealt with all mankind and he was beloved by his neighbors and poor
who were within reach of his bounty."’ s



Shoe, bright yellow, worn by Joseph Simon's daughter
Belah at her wedding to Solomon Myers-Cohen, 1779.
Courtesy of congregation Mikveh Israel, Philadelphia

Simon Gratz, a grandson, stated in a disposition for the case of
Gratz vs Cohen on August 5, 1833 ‘‘Joseph Simon who was as honest
and moral a man that has ever existed ..."".%

There were obituaries for Simon in Lancaster papers. One stated
‘“‘though called a Jew, he professed in eminent degree, the Christian
virtues aof character and brotherly kindness.’’es (As if Jews normally
could not have such virtues.) The other stated ‘‘he was honest and up-
right in all his dealings, humane and charitable. He died without ene-
mies, and as during his life, he was beloved by all who knew him." s«

Alexander Lowrey

Simon was a lifetime friend and partner of Indian trader, Alexan-
der Lowrey. When they both were old, friends suggested that they
settle their business accounts as they had never written down their obli-
gations to each other. The story is told by Samuel Evans in 1898. ‘‘Mr.
Simon was held in high esteem by his fellow-traders and merchants.
Several years before his death (he was close to 90), it was suggested to
him that he and Colonel Alexander Lowery, who had been connected
with him in Indian trade for 40 years, ought to make formal settlement
of their partnership affairs, to prevent litigation among their heirs. Ac-
cordingly arbitrators were mutually agreed upon, one of whom was the
late Adam Reigart, Esq., who in giving account of the affair, stated it
was the most unique one he ever witnessed. No books or papers were
presented for their inspection. When called upon, Mr. Simon reminded
Colonel Lowrey that he paid him a certain sum of money at a certain
spring in the far West which was duly acknowledged, and Colonel
Lowrey reminded Mr. Simon that he had paid him a certain sum of
money when seated on a log in the Indian country, which was not dis-
puted. And thus these old Indian traders referred to transactions which
covered a period of 40 years without a jar of dispute.’’ ss

Mary Simon Levy

Joseph Simon had a sister, Mary Simon Levy, living in London.
She was the mother of Levy Andrew Levy and was some 14 years older
than Joseph. It appears that for many years Simon sent money to
England to support her. Apparently she was widowed early in life.
Why she didn’t come to America with her son in 1746, has not been
determined.

The earliest written record of Simon’s and Levy Andrew Levy’s
sending money for Mary’s support came from a letter from Barnard
Gratz in London to Michael Gratz in Philadelphia, dated 8/10/1769.

‘‘Compliments to Levy Andrew Levy, hope he will remember his
poor mother with something soon, as it is uncertain when she will get
something from Trent whom I have not seen yet.'’ s Trent was associ-
ated with Gratz and Simon in the Indiana Land Company and was in
London when Barnard Gratz arrived. Apparently, Simon and/or Levy
gave money to Trent to periodically give to Mary.

On January 11, 1770, Barnard wrote to Michael that ‘‘Levy’s
mother is well-gave her 1% guinea.’’ e

A letter written by J. Barnett, London to Barnard Gratz, now back
in Philadelphia, on December 3, 1771, states:

‘I am very glad that Mr. Simon will remember his Sister by next
ship, for THEY are very indigent, and she is in much distress and works

10

very hard, but, poor creature, cannot maintain herself.”’ The ‘‘they’’ in
that letter may indicate someone else in the Mary Levy household who
has not otherwise surfaced. *®

In the 1780’s, as we will see later, things got financially rough for
Simon and horrible for Levy. A letter was received written in Yiddish to
Simon from Mary, dated September 1789. Mary would be about 91.
Apparently Simon had sent money to Jonas Phillips in London, father of
Simon’s son-in-law Levy Phillips, for him to give to Mary one-half
guinea weekly. She also tells of a ship’s captain who indicated she
should have received six guineas from Simon and three from Levy but
didn’t. The letter is very forceful and I quote from it at length.

“‘If I want to come to him (Phillips) at times to complain about my
poverty he answers me, ‘what concern of mine is it, do not come to me
any more, go to your Kahal’ (Jewish Community for charity). My Kahal
allows me, since I receive nothing from you any more, two a week.
Well, for a long time I have disposed of the nails in the wall (sold them)
so as not to die of hunger. In the meantime there is nothing left at all, I
will surely die of hunger if you will not have pity on me. Therefore I beg
for pity’s sake, have pity on me; remember, I am an old stick, and
BLIND, cannot move from my place.”

‘“If you cannot afford to allow me much per week, so let it be little,
but something for as I heard you lost much money and much that is
worth money since the War, which pains me very much, not only for my
sake but also for your sake. Still I hope, (as) you carry such a burden of
(your) children and yet treat them like Joe Simons (?) that a little for me
will not be too much of a burden for you, but not through Yohanan
(Jonas Phillips). I also beg, for pity’s sake, to let me know about my
son Leib (Levy Andrew Levy) whether he is still alive or, God forbid,
not. Only let me know whether he is alive, and where he is and how he
is, (and) I will be satisfied. As a reward may you have good luck and
blessing and success."’

Obviously, that is a most distressing letter. One can only hope that
Simon and Levy were sending her money, that for unknown reasons,
she was not receiving. It should be noted that Levy, four years earlier,
in deep financial distress, wrote Michael Gratz in 1785 ‘‘received a
letter from my poor mother aged 87 years. She received the three
guineas I sent her and wish I could send her more but it is not in my
power for believe me it is hard struggle to find support for so large a
family I have. Yet I am thankful to the Almighty for his goodness and
charity towards them.’’®® As we have seen, four years later in 1789,
Mary does not know where Levy is.

Research in London found in the burial register of the Great
Synagogue that a Mary Levy died and was buried on May 19, 1791.
Her hebrew name was Miriam Daughter of Samuel Levy and widow
of Abraham son of Chaim Levy. This may be the sister of Joseph
Simon.

Cecil Roth in his book “The Rise of Provincial Jewry” mentions
the circumscision of Manuel ben Hayim Levy (Manuel son of Chaim
Levy) in 1733 and his brother Abraham in 1750. These could be
two brothers of Levy Andrew Levy who was born in 1734.

The Reverend Dr. David McClure

David McClure (1748-1820) was ordained a minister at Dartmouth
College. While appointed a missionary to the Delaware Indians near
Fort Pitt, he kept a diary. In it McClure, apparently no friend of the
Jews, describes a meeting with Joseph Simon, in Lancaster in 1772.

““We spent the Sabbath at Lancaster and preached. An occurrence
happened which shows the strict observance which the Jews pay to
their Sabbath.”’

‘“We had an order for a sum of money from a gentleman in Phila-
delphia, on Mr. Abraham (actually Joseph) Simon, a Jew merchant in
Lancaster. We arrived on Friday & intending to leave the town on Mon-
day, we waited on him Saturday Morning & presented the order. He
said, ‘Gentlemen, today is my Sabbath, & I do not do business in it; if
you will please to call tomorrow, I will wait on you.” We observed that
the same reasons which prevented his payment of the order on that day
would prevent our troubling him the day following (Sunday). We apolo-
gized for our intruding on his Sabbath, & told him we would wait until
Monday. He replied, you are on a journey, & it may be inconvenient to
you to wait. He went to call in his neighbor, Dr. Boyd, & took from his
Desk a bag, laid it on the table & presented the order to the Dr. The
Doctor counted out the money and we gave a receipt. The Jew sat
looking on, to see that all was rightly transacted, but said nothing, &
thus quieted his conscience against the rebuke of a violation of his
Sabbath; but I thought he might as well have done the business himself
as by an agent.”’

“‘The Jews in general are said to be very strict & punctual in the
observance of some of the traditionary ceremonies of their law, (but
hesitate not to defraud, when opportunity present. Like their prede-



cessors, ... they neglect the weightier matters of the Law, as Judgment,
mercy and faith. They strain at a gnat and swallow a Camel).”’

Frankly, Simon did circumvent the restriction of not handling
money or transacting business on the Sabbath. Yet it is obvious that
this made the diary only because it gave McClure a reason to expound
on his feelings toward Jews in general.**#

JOSEPH SIMON COMES TO AMERICA

There is no doubt that Joseph Simon is the epitome of the colonial
Lancaster Jewish Community and vice-versa. He was their leader spir-
itually and financially. He was the first Lancaster Jew, and he was the
last of the first community.

We know nothing of his parents. His tombstone indicates that he
was born in 1712.7 We assume his place of birth was Germanic Europe
as his Naturalization rules out an English birthplace. However his
nephew, Levy Andrew Levy was born in Oxford, England. Levy was
the son of Simon's sister Mary. Mary Simon Levy, from evidence we
have, was born in 1698 and was still alive living in London as late as
1789. We can conjecture that the unmarried and fourteen year younger
Joseph Simon and his sister emigrated from Europe to England prior to
1734 (the birthdate of the English born Levy Andrew Levy). In all prob-
ability, they came to England earlier and perhaps Mary married while
in England. Nevertheless she was widowed early in her marriage. It is
of interest that Mary’s Jewish name was Mindal Masha, daughter of
Simon and Levy Andrew Levy’s was Leib be Anshel.

Simon was in Lancaster by 1740 or 1741 and his failure to be listed
in religious or tax records of New York or Philadelphia prior to that,
seems to indicate that Lancaster was his first stop. It appears, that
after he established himself, he brought over to America his then
12 year old nephew, son of his widowed sister. For 40 years Levy
Andrew Levy would be his clerk and partner, and as we will see, a semi-
adopted son as well. In 1746, Simon, then 34, was ready to take a wife.

Rosa Bunn

As hard as it is to find data on colonial males, it is next to impossi-
ble on colonial females. However, in the case of Rosa Bunn, who would
become Mrs. Joseph Simon, a will and circumstantial evidence gave
your author a break.

Rosa Bunn was a member of the Myers-Cohen family of New York
fame. Irefer the reader to the Appendix for a fuller discussion of the
blood relationships. It is sufficient to say that her uncle Samuel Myers-
Cohen was Shohet, Bodek and later President of Shearith Israel. Her
uncle Abraham was a New York merchant who would have a son that
would marry a daughter of Rosa’s. Rosa’s Aunt Bilah married Joseph
Solomon of Lancaster, whom we met earlier. One of uncle Samuel's
children, Richea, would marry Barnard Gratz of Philadelphia, an early
business partner of Simon.

The old theory concerning Rosa’s arrival in America was that she
came over with her uncle Samuel Myers-Cohen in 1730. This can be
discounted for several reasons. First, since she was born in 1727, it
would have been unlikely that her bachelor uncle would hazard a sea
journey with a three year old. Second, there is evidence that Samuel
was in America no later than 1728 and perhaps even before Rosa was
born. Third, when this theory was advanced, her parents were
unknown.

Uncle Samuel wrote a will in 1741. In it he left 25 pounds to his
sister ‘‘Rachel, wife of Solomon (Hiam) Bunn'’ and ‘‘to my niece, Rosa
Bunn, 100 pounds when married with consent of my wife."’ .2

This will tells us several things. First, that Rosa’s parents were
Rachel (Myers-Cohen) and Hiam Solomon Bunn. Second, since Rachel
was receiving the bequest, Bunn may have been out of America. Third,
Bunn’s absence is further confirmed by the fact that Samuel’s permis-
sion or his wife's, was needed for Rosa to marry. Rosa, in 1741, was 14
years old and close to the marrying age.

Hiam Solomon Bunn

The New York Franks’ family correspondence mentions Bunn in a
1735 letter.”™ We can conclude that Bunn and family were in America by
that date, and that Bunn came over after his brother-in-law Samuel was
established. Rosa, who was born in 1727, was most likely born in
Europe. Shearith Israel records list Bunn as a Shohet, and we find his
name in records of 1740 and 1741 but not again until 1746. His absence
from 1742 to 1745 confirms the will and guardianship of Rosa’s uncle
Samuel. Bunn was naturalized in Philadelphia in 1752 which indicates
that he was back in America by 1745.

Rosa and Joseph’s Marriage Date

The actions of Uncle Samuel and the movements of Bunn are vital

in determining the date of the marriage. Samuel died in 1743 without
changing his will. We can guess that Rosa, then 16, was still unmar-
ried. Likewise, it is unlikely that Rosa would have married prior to the
return of her father, which was no later than 1745.

Bunn, shortly after his arrival back in America, came to Lancaster.
He joined his brother-in-law Joseph Solomon who was already in Lan-
caster. In September 1747, Bunn prepared a deed transferring a lot
and house to Joseph Simon on the southwest corner of Penn Square.
This deed was not recorded until September 1748 because Bunn did not
obtain formal possession of the property until May 7, 1748.7® This might
explain the one year period between the writing and recording of the
deed. 1t is logical to assume that this transfer was part of a dowry.
Therefore, the actual marriage could have taken place in late 1747 or
1748. A more definite date is impossible to determine as the religious
ceremony, if any, does not appear in New York or Philadelphia records.
Their first child, Miriam, would be born in December of 1749.

Levy Andrew Levy Was Not A Son-In-Law

For the student of American Jewish history to accept this marriage
date arrived at by your author, he must accept the premise that certain
facts, accepted prior to my article, are erroneous. Irefer those interest-
ed to the appendix for fuller discussion. We must disregard the previ-
ously accepted theory that Joseph Simon had a daughter Susannah who
married Levy Andrew Levy; therefore, the oft quoted fact that Levy was
a son-in-law of Simon is incorrect.

SIMON’S EARLY BUSINESS VENTURES

Unfortunately, no hard evidence has been found concerning
Simon'’s activities from 1740 to 1751. It appears from his obituary, re-
ferred to earlier, that Lancaster was his home or at least his headquar-
ters during that period. We can conjecture that he was involved in
Indian trading and sometime during that period, opened his first store.
We do know that by 1751, he operated out of a store on the southeast
corner of Penn Square owned by David Franks and Nathan Levy.

Nathan Levy

Simon was a first generation American. Nathan Levy and his
brother Isaac were second generation. They were the sons of Moses
Levy who arrived in New York about 1702. Moses quickly became a
prominent merchant.

In 1737 Nathan and Isaac traveled from New York to Philadelphia
and became the first important Jews in Philadelphia. They formed a
four year partnership selling imported dry goods and hardware. 1®

David Franks

David and Moses Franks were nephews of the Levy brothers, due
to Nathan Levy’s sister Abigail’s marriage to Jacob Franks. Jacob
Franks, who arrived about 1711, was one of the most successful mer-
chants in America. He enjoyed many British contracts for the supply of
their troops in the New World.

The Franks brothers, also second generation Americans, came to
Philadelphia in 1738 and formed a partnership with the Levy brothers in
1742. The Franks and the Levys, for many years, would be the leading
Jews in Philadelphia. ™

Franks and Levy

The partnership of Franks and Levy was what is called merchant-
shippers. That is, they would import from England (as shippers), sell
the goods received (as merchants) and export needed raw materials
back to England (as shippers). One of the items imported on their ship
“Myrtilla’’ in 1752 would be a bell. This bell, brought to America to
ring in the State House in honor of the 50th anniversary of Penn’s
Charter of Liberties, would eventually be better known as the Liberty
Bell.™®

The partnership of Levy and Franks was very, very strong. On the
one hand, they had their fathers in New York, and on the other, their
family in London. In the 1740-60 period, Isaac Levy would spend much
time in London. Moses Franks left brother David and moved perman-
ently to London when he joined another brother Napthali who was al-
ready there. These loyal family representatives in London were inval-
uable. It was their responsibility to arrange for the purchase of goods
to be imported by their American brothers, to sell the goods exported
from America and, most important, to keep those British government
contracts in force.

The Utility of Simon

Thus, on two fronts, Levy and Franks were well covered. But there
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was a third front to their enterprise. Once the goods were unloaded at
the docks, they had to be distributed and sold. Also, the raw materials
they would export to England had to be secured from the interior of
America.

These would be the functions of Joseph Simon. Simon operated
out of Lancaster, a land-locked city. He could not directly import or ex-
port. He had to rely upon merchant-shippers in both New York and
Philadelphia for that. No doubt, in the 1740’s, Simon sought out Levy
and Franks for the goods they could supply him for trade with the Indi-
ans and for the market they provided for the furs he received.

Yet, Simon was of equal value to Levy and Franks. He would pur-
chase or take on consignment a portion of the shiploads of materials.
Simon would do three things with these goods. First, he would sell
them in his own store. This was his ‘‘shopkeeper’’ hat. He would also
wholesale them to other shopkeepers in Lancaster and other towns.
This was his ‘‘merchant’’ hat. Third, he would outfit packtrains (and
barges when he used waterways) and transport these imported goods to
western Pennsylvania and into the Ohio and Mississippi River Valleys.
There he would trade with the Indians or sell directly to the growing
number of hardy settlers now in that area. Although it has not been
proved, Simon is considered to be one of the first white men to reach
the Mississippi from the Pennsylvania area during the 1740’s and
1750's.™

Furs were a big exportable item and in great demand in London.
These furs which were taken in trade, would be transported back to
Lancaster, stored in warehouses, sorted, culled and prepared for
shipment to the counting houses of Levy and Franks. The mode of
transportation to Philadelphia was usually wagons operated by Mathias
Slough. Slough was a neighbor of Simon’s who also ran the White
Swan Inn. A typical load of August 17, 1762, consisted of 975 fall deer-
skins, 501 raccoon pelts, 279 summer deerskins and 173 beaver pelts.®
It was big business and profitable business.

Levy, Franks and Simon

What certainly was at first a business relationship, soon developed
into a full partnership: Simon’s expertise in his end of the operation,
meant profit to both the Lancaster and Philadelphia partners. There
was, after 1748, some relationship by marriage among Levy, Franks
and Simon. Moses Levy, the father of Nathan Levy, had a brother
Samuel. Samuel married Rachel Asher. Samuel died in 1719 and the
widowed Rachel married Samuel Myers-Cohen, the uncle of Simon’s
wife Rosa.

Beyond any doubt, the partnership of Levy, Franks and Simon was
the most daring, adventurous and strongest merchant conglomeration
of its time.

Imported Goods Sold By Shopkeepers and Merchants ®*

*'The merchants and shopkeepers sold dry goods (textiles and apparel),
notions, jewelry, cutlery, china, mirrors, groceries (especially candles and
molasses), fish, tobacco, snuff, and wet goods (liquor and wines). He
handled drugs, and medicines, Indian goods, cordage and sailcloth, naval
stores, lumber, ships and lottery tickets— and there were times when his
merchandise included a ‘parcel’ of Negroes to be sold or hired out, and white
indentured servants.’’

‘‘He would stock most anything his customers wanted. Some of the
more unusual items might be— coffin handles, Bibles, psalters, spelling
books, millinery, bathing suits, perfume, furniture, hardware, bricks, lime,
paint pigments, coal and real estate or rooms for rent.”’

‘‘Among the luxury goods were — cocoa and chocolate, Jews harps, vio-
lins, and silver or anything available in London."’

Goods Exported By Shopkeepers and Merchants s1

‘“Typical of the items exported to Europe were: timber, naval stores,
large quantities of copper ore, flaxseed, furs, potash, pearls, ash, indigo,
coconuts, spices, mahogany, dyewood and barrel staves.”’

Additionally, the merchant-shipper would be involved in coastal
shipping which, put simply, was the trading of items from the northern
colonies for items of the southern colonies. Again the shopkeepers and
merchants were the agents between the suppliers of the raw material
and the merchant-shippers. They would often purchase the goods lo-
cally and in combination with other lots they purchased, transport them
to Philadelphia for sale in America.

The End Of An Era

It was this first partnership that made Simon a very wealthy man.
But all good things have to end. Two events terminated this prosperity.
The first was the death of Nathan Levy in 1753 at the age of 50 and the
second was the hostilities that culminated in the French and Indian
War.
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The French fought the British for control of the Ohio and Missis-
sippi Valley and the lucrative fur trade of the area. Years before the
battles started, Indians attacked pack trains, white bandits took advan-
tage of the turmoil and the bloody massacres scared the traders and
settlers back to the safety of the East. In short, Indian trading collapsed
for the duration of the War. 82

All Indian traders were affected. It was common practice, when at
all possible, for several traders or merchants to combine their pack
trains into a single one. The purpose, of course, was for convenience
and greater security. These raids on combined trains caused all the
traders to suffer very heavy losses. Levy, Franks and Simon were no ex-
ception. Only the magnitude of their operations and overall strength
kept them from bankruptcy. Others, many their friends, were not so
lucky. Brothers Daniel and Alexander Lowrey were very hard hit. As a
token of friendship and to keep the Lowrey’s from going under, Simon
and Franks on July 6, 1754, waived all interest on a mortgage they held
against the brothers. 8

Wartime Partnerships

The French and Indian War would stretch from 1754 to 1763. Indi-
an trading would not begin again until the British were in control
around 1760. Meanwhile, Simon, on his own, and sometimes in part-
nership with David Franks, involved himself in other ventures.

The actual hostilities of the War did not touch Lancaster. Fortu-
nately, Lancaster citizens had cultivated friendship with the remaining
Indian tribes in the area. Yet Lancaster was affected by the War. It
was far enough away for safety and was close enough to the British
command posts in the coastal East. War materials were stored here
and pack trains to the western front passed through Lancaster. Lancas-
ter had numerous gunsmiths to provide some weapons. The citizens
often were called upon to house troops.

David Franks had the contract to supply the British troops. Simon
as his Lancaster partner, certainly shared in that business. There is re-
cord of one of Simon'’s pack trains meeting up with General Braddock in
1755 during his ill-fated drive to capture Fort Duquesne. Franks was
reported to have sold £750,000 worth of supplies to the English.

In 1759, Simon supplied the cloth to make ‘‘Baggs’’ for the British
troops. Colonel Henry Bouquet, who gave him a special contract for
these bags, complained that Simon only used Lancaster people to man-
ufacture them. ‘‘Mr. Simon had no business to make all the Baggs at
Lancaster. If he had sent according to my directions the stuff (cloth) to
York, Carlisle or Reading, they would have been sooner ready and I
would not have complaints every day for Baggs at these places.’’ s+

The papers of Colonel Bouquet also relate the details concerning
Simon and his inn-keeper, neighbor Matthias Slough supplying wag-
ons, men and teams to transport war material from Lancaster and
Carlisle to Fort Pitt. These June and July 1763 letters concerned Bou-
quet’s desire to pay per hundred weight hauled and Simon’s informing
Bouquet that their wagonmasters wanted to be paid per day. The com-
promise was that the 32 wagon owners would be paid seven shillings six
pence per day and 50 shillings per hundred weight. 844

Other 1754-1763 Business Ventures

In 1757 Simon purchased a one-half interest from Dr. Samuel
Boude, ‘‘practioner of physic’’, in a building and in equipment for the
making of pot or pearl ash (potassium carbonate). The building was lo-
cated on the south west corner of Arch and West Chestnut Street. The
men were encouraged by town proprietor James Hamilton who waived
their ground rent for seven years, ‘‘at which time they will not only
know whether the scheme is like to answer their expectations, but will
also be able to suit themselves with a proper situation for business.”
The pot ash was used in the manufacture of glass (Baron Stiegel glass-
works of Manheim) and in soap and was often exported. However, by
1767, they were forced to sell their business due to lack of time to prop-
erly manage it, forced to sell ‘‘all the works therein erected, such as
kettles, vats, furnaces, coolers, and every other thing necessary for
carrying on the work’’ but the purchaser would be taught ‘‘*how to make
pot or pearl ash.”’ss

In 1759, Simon was a partner of the German blacksmith John
Miller who made horsebells, beaver traps and wagon parts.*® The part-
nership of Simon with Mordecai Moses Mordecai and John Miller pro-
duced ‘‘Distill’d Liquors’’, ‘‘Annesses, Caraway seeds, Callamus, Cin-
namon, orange, Snake root and spirits’’ combined to produce what we
hope was an acceptable beverage.®

Also, during this period Simon was active in lending out money in
the form of mortgages. The majority involved property but in the case
of Jacob Frederic Curtis in 1756, Simon took as security for a 650 pound
loan ‘‘Handerchiefs and wearing apparel.’’ss Simon did land purchasing
also. He often purchased a distressed lot at sheriff sale and later sold it
for a profit. In 1754, he purchased from the sheriff, 150 acres in newly



founded Maytown and in 1760 sold them.ss

Community Involvement

To the extent possible for the non-voting, non-office holding Jew,
Simon was involved in civic affairs. In 1759 he was one of the founders
of the Juliana Library, which was the third such public library formed in

America. There is evidence, that from1759-1761, while he was in
partnership with William Henry, the books were stored in their store,
a rather odd situation for a man who could not read nor write. *

In 1764, he helped to organize the Union Fire Company and was a
‘‘doorman’’ in their organizational structure to fight fires. A 1765 fire
at his multi-story home was the impetus for the Friendship Fire
Company to purchase ladders to reach the two and three story homes
that were popular in Lancaster.”

There is and interesting story about the Union Fire Company
and a bottle belonging to Joseph Simon. In 1866, Henry E.
Slaymaker, then President of the Union Fire Company presented a
bottle to the fire Company. It was old-fashioned, moulded in sand,
with the name “Joseph Simon 1760 blown on its side. It was filled
with 1845 Brandy and was to be held unopened until 1960. The
bottle was opened in 1960, the contents found to be undrinkable,
and the bottle was left empty in the possession of the Lancaster
County Historical Society.

In 1765 Joseph Simon as a member of the Friendship Fire
Company signed a petition to the Hon. John Penn to grant repeal of
a law providing for a night watch in Lancaster.

In 1770 on January S, Simon contributed 2
purchase a bell for “Old St. James Church.”

It was very common for lotteries to be run to provide funds for the
building of churches, roads, bridges etc. in those years.

The December 10, 1761 issue of the Pennsylvania Gazette news-
paper advertised a lottery for the building of a bridge over “Great
Conestoga Creek where the Great Road’ between Lancaster and
Philadelphia crosses it. 13,500 tickets were printed to be sold for
$4.00 each. Of the $54,000 to be raised, $8,100 was to be used for
the bridge and $45,900 for prizes. Among the managers of the
lottery was Joseph Simon. A lottery ticket signed by Joseph Simon,
shown below, is in the possession of the Lancaster County Historical
Society.
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Joseph Simon In Partnership With William Henry

A most significant partnership of Joseph Simon'’s was with William
Henry. William Henry, a gentile, was a foremost citizen of Lancaster.
His life has been told many times, the most recent being in the Papers
Read before the Lancaster County Historical Society, Volume LIV, n.
4 1950.

We should briefly spend some time on the biography of William
Henry, a leader in civic and national affairs, master gunsmith in the
period when Lancaster was making rifles new to the world, inventive
mechanic whose application of steam to navigation turned the trend in
shipbuilding.

Henry was born in 1729. At the age of 14 and fatherless, he was
apprenticed to Matthew Roesser, the leading gunsmith in Lancaster of
1744. He lived with the master on the northeast corner of West King
and Concord Streets. By 1750, Henry was making guns on his own. In
1756 he was well known enough to have young Benjamin West paint his
portrait holding one of his rifles. Lancaster was famous for its ‘‘Penn-
sylvania Rifle”” whose range and accuracy were a vast improvement
over the smooth bore, heavy rifles then in common use in Europe and
by the British in America. The range and accuracy of the rifle were due
to the precision of the rifling (of the bore), the fit of the rifleball, and the
proper type of greased buckskin or linen patch to seal the rifling
grooves against the escaping powder gases. Making the ball slightly

smaller than the bore and encasing it with a greased patch which fit
easily into the grooves of the rifle, imparted the spin to the bullet which
enabled the weapon to have greater range and accuracy. This rifle,
lighter and easier to use, was a major factor in giving the patriots a fire
power advantage during the Revolutionary War. Henry alone, during a
six month period in 1779, sold to the Continental Congress $60,000
worth of rifles. For reasons unknown, Henry did not put his ‘‘mark’’ on
the weapons he made. Although his rifles have survived, not one can
be identified as definitely being his.

During the French and Indian War he traveled with and was
armorer for Generals Braddock and Forbes. Colonel George Washing-
ton wrote in 1758 requesting that Henry ‘‘put all the Virginia Arms
(Washington's troops) in the best repair you can.”’ Henry started his
public career as canal commissioner in 1771. Following the outbreak of
hostilities between England and the Colonies, he aligned himself with
the patriotic cause with intense enthusiasm. He was on the Committee
of Safety for Lancaster, Superintendent of Arms and Accoutrements
and assistant Commissary General. He was chief Continental Congress
fiscal agent for Lancaster.

During the War, Thomas Paine was his house guest, and Paine
wrote his Crisis #5 while in Lancaster. He was a justice of the peace
and of the Court of Common Pleas and its president after 1780. He was
County treasurer from 1777-1786 and a member of the Continental Con-
gress from 1784-1786. He died in 1786 at the age of 57 cutting off a
career that could have risen to much greater heights.

William Henry pioneered in the application of steam power to
navigation by testing such a vessel on the Conestoga in 1763. John
Fitch, who is credited with the first steam powered vessel on the Dela-
ware in 1787, visited Henry in 1785. Robert Fulton, as a child, must
have known of Henry's work, and Fulton sailed his vessel on the
Hudson in 1807.

There is some confusion as to when Henry and Simon became part-
ners. Earlier, we stated that he called Simon a ‘‘worthy Jew of High
Character.’’ It is known that Henry went to Europe for a year in 1760
and from that point until about 1776, he and Simon ran a hardware
store in Simon’s general store (which was in partnership with Levy
Andrew Levy) at 2 to 4 East King Street next to Matthias Slough’s
Tavern.

Earlfer historians had incorrectly thought that Simon was in part-
nership with Henry from 1750 to 1759 and that Simon financially backed
Henry when he opened his own gun shop in 1750. The confusion was
due to the translation of Henry’s German memoirs written three weeks
before his death while he lay dying. There is in it a sentence that reads,
“‘In the year 1759, I ( ) partnership with Joseph Simon of Lancas-
ter in the iron business.”’ One historian has translated the word ( )
as ‘‘closed’” and another ‘‘dissolved.’’ If translated as ‘‘closed’’, it
could very well mean that he *‘closed the deal’’ to the partnership in
1759, and hence Henry was now free to travel to Europe in 1760. The
word ‘‘dissolved’’ must be wrong as the partnership was very much
alive as late as 1776. In September of that year, the Journal of the Con-
tinental Congress states that Simon and Henry were paid $17 for some
drums. This is the last reference to Simon and Henry. The partnership
certainly must have ended soon thereafter as Henry became very
involved in politics and was already quite wealthy.

Simon handled a full line of hardware, both domestic and import-
ed, as well as rifles made by Henry. They shipped pig iron to Pitts-
burgh, Baltimore and London; 100 tons alone went to Baltimore. It is of
interest to read the list of items printed in the Pennsylvania Gazette,
February 11, 1762.

*'JUST IMPORTED BY THE LAST VESSELS FROM ENGLAND, BY
SIMON AND HENRY

And to be Sold Cheap for Cash or Short Credit, at their Hardware Store
at the Corner of King Street, next Door to Mr. Matthias Slough’s, Tavern-
keeper, near the Court House in LANCASTER.

Iron-monger's goods, locks, latches, hinges, bolts, wood screws, frying
pans, box irons, sad irons, shovels, and tongs &c. fenders, candlesticks,
snuffers, tinder boxes, saws, plains, edge tools, hammers, axes, hatchets,
bills, hoes, scythes, augers, dogs, scale beams, gimblets, anvils, bellows,
vizes, files, rasps, shovels, spades, trowels, brass cocks, brass candlesticks,
clocks, pins, sconces, handles, escutcheons, &c. guns, swords, cutlasses,
hammer heads, pistols, horse bells, iron plate, hardware, buckles and
chapes, sleeve links and studs, coat and breast buttons, ivory and horn do.,
tortoise shell snuff boxes, enamelled do., gilt and plated do., paper and
painted do., japanned &c. painted waiters, do. trays and tea tables, do.
bread baskets, do. tea chests; steel watch chains, do. watch keys and hooks,
do. seals &c.; steel spurs, plated do., corkscrews, key swivels and rings,
sugar and nail nippers, nut cracks and plyers, gunworms and charges, black
quart jacks and pints; brass warming pans; brass chafing dishes; brass
mortars and pestles, pig brass, copper tea kettles, brushes and brooms,
coffee mills, compasses, nippers, rules, silvered spoons, plated candlesticks,
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gun mounting &c., blue pots, crucibles &c., pumice stone, rotten stone, bar
lead, clocks and clock work, pewter, cutlery goods, carving and table knives
with silver and ivory handles, &c., buck and stag do., ebony and horn do.,
cocoa and bone do., paper, skin &c., cases for knives and forks, Negroe
knives, shoemakers do., childrens knives, knives and forks in sheaths, sheep
and horse shears, taylors shears, scissars. razors, horse fleams, brass ink-
pots, leather, horn &c., steelyards, toys, stone buckles, set in silver, sleeve
links and studs. do. shirt and hat buckles. stone waistcoat buttons. necklaces
of all sorts, stay hooks, do. silver watches, chains, keys and seals. instrument
and toothpick cases, in metal, enamelled or paper, of various sorts, smelling
bottles and numerous articles too tedious to mention."’

Simon and Benjamin Nathan

In partnership with Benjamin Nathan, Simon ran a store in Heidel-
berg (Schaefferstown). The exact date of the beginning of this partner-
ship is not known, but the following advertisement appeared in the
weekly Philadelphia German Paper ‘'Staatsbote'' No. 108, in 1764.

Joseph Simon and Benjamin Nathan

Have for sale in the newly founded store in Heidelberg. in Lancaster County.
for cash or short credit, an important assortment of merchandise, just re-
ceived by the last ships from London and suitable thoughout for the Ger-
mans: Fine Broad cloths of all colors. Rattines. Kerseys. half-linened. flan-
nels...duroys, durggets, safathies, thicksets...cali ses...all kinds of iron
ware...window glass, gunpowder and shot...and numerous articles too tedi-
ous to mention"’ 93

Nathan himself arrived in Heidelberg about 1759.°* Although the
business relationship with Simon and Levy Andrew Levy may have
prospered for awhile, by 1773 things had gone sour. From several
Yiddish letters on microfilm reel no. 108 of the Gratz-Joseph collec-
tion at the American Jewish Archives, a series of events is described
about the falling apart of the partnership.

The first letter dated November 11, 1773, was from Joseph Simon
to Eleazar Lyon. Simon orders the sheriff to seize Nathan's goods for
one year’'s rent due Simon. Bernard Jacobs then writes a note to
Nathan telling him to meet Mr. Simon at his store and to bring the keys
to the shop and his trunks. ‘‘It might still be better than you think’’,
says Jacobs.

Simon writes to Nathan that he does not find in the trunks the large
silver spoon, tea spoons, cream jug, the large bed quilts and many
other things. Simon sends back to Nathan his Tallith, Tephillin, prayer-
book, Shehitah knife (for kosher slaughtering) and grindstone, so that
Nathan could be a good Jew.

Simon mentions that he is keeping the rest of Nathan’s books for
the charity money. What Simon meant by this is unclear. Perhaps
Nathan had used charity money for his own use. Simon accuses Nathan
of being dishonest and squandering his money in saloons. If Nathan
does not give his (account) books to Bernard Jacobs, Simon will sell his
clothes, his wife’s clothes and their bed. Nathan later wrote that for 15
days he was without his Tephillin, pots, spoons or bed.

Nathan in a letter to Barnard Gratz complained bitterly about the
way Simon brought the sheriff. Nathan quotes Simon as saying ‘‘Get
out you dem sona vebitch.”” Apparently the dishonest acts of Nathan
really annoyed Simon.

Neither Nathan'’s drinking nor Simon and Levy’s feeling toward
him changed after a year. For in a letter to Michael Gratz in 1774, Levy
Andrew Levy states:

‘‘Benjamin Nathan could not wait until the eight days (of mourning) ex-
pired, but went to taverns drinking and yesterday held vendue (a public sale).
His behavior here is most ridiculous. I need not say more, only that he is a
worthless rascal; his character will go with him."’

A TYPICAL ‘‘BUSINESS” LETTER

This letter of August 29, 1762 was written to Barnard Gratz, who,
with his brother Michael, was just beginning a long business relation-
ship with Simon. Notice the five different ‘‘wagons’’ or people Simon
used to transport his furs to Gratz for export. Letters were the only
form of long distance communication available. The contents of the
letters would range from pure business to religious matters, to family
affairs and even to personality conflicts and rumors. The dozen or so
collections of manuscripts that have survived, provide a wealth of infor-
mation and are a pleasure to read. This particular letter is from the Mc-
Allister collection and is re-printed in Byars’ Gratz Papers page 57-58.
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Lancaster, August 29, 1762.

Mr. Barnard Gratz,

Sir: —I received your favor per Mr. Levy; am obliged to you for your care
in getting me a good negro wench; hope she deserves the good opinion you
appear to have for her. The 11th November, 1761, I sent you by Hitter's wag-
on, 8 bundles skins and furs. The furs I desired you to deliver to Mr. Franks.
These skins were Simon and Mitchell’s. I desired you to keep an account of
what you had delivered and to render it to me with the account of sales, but
you have not done it. And November 24th, following, I sent you by Baus-
mann’s wagon, 7 bundles skins and furs of my own and desired you to deliver
the furs to Mr. Franks. And June 21st, 1762, I sent you skins by Stricker’s
wagon and Slough’s, of my own. .The furs were wrapped with bearskins
which I likewise desired you to deliver him. Please to send me the account of
what you delivered. Please to buy me a brass blowpipe for my silversmith;
any of the silversmiths will tell you where they are to be bought.

By Commodore Shank’s wagon, you'll receive:

WP 1 Small Bundle

L N S R Wt. 52 1b.
Fall skins. Sell and send me your account directly.
IS 1 Bundle Fall

23Go0d Fall. ... . i - oo s sun i v v viehs wiesn s 107
do. 1 Small Bundle

BURMDIOE -« -« oo & ws wivis i o 55 6 svmin beas a7 o 391b.
SM 3 Bundles Fall Skins

WONRINN 505 Vv @ i S s s sl sk e s el Wt. 363 1b.
‘* 3 Bundles do.

T N r e B s e P, 2 A R AT AN TR 304
# I Bundle damagel . o« i osn vove mw s dox e e s 65

Please sell the above skins to the best advantage for my account and
keep a regular account of the same. Send me account of what skins you have
delivered Baynton and Wharton. Their skins were all culled here and mer-
chantable; so don't let them cull too much. I wonder Mr. Derham did not give
me notice of a vessel up for London and the people all packing below. Don’t
fail to send me by return of the wagon, tobacco dust. I intend to pack 14
chests of skins this week. Tell Mr. Derham to buy no more breeches and not
to send up any candles. He may provide 200 or 300 pair fine shoes, mostly all
large. There is always too many small amongst what comes up. Please to
pay Mr. Michael Gratz£30 and charge to my account. Mr. Henry will be
down this week,—so take care to have some money ready for him. You'll
receive by Shank 1 beaver blanket to make you a hat and one for myself. If it
is not enough, add a little more to it. Send my hat and breeches before the
holydays. I beg you may send all the things I wrote you for before and now,
by return of Shank's wagon. And send me one gross, saddler’s brass tuft
nails, not looped but smooth at the heads; and send me one doz. blue melting
pots, No. 3. You can pack them up safe in a cask. I am, with regard, Sir,

Your Most Humble Servant,
JOSEPH SIMON.

SIMON AND WESTERN INDIAN TRADE

As the Indian treaties pushed the Indians westward, the Jewish
Indian trader went with them. Before the outbreak of the French and
Indian War, Simon was an active trader in the area to the west of the
Allegheny Mountains. By 1761, he had a house in Carlisle, a stopping
off point on the five or six day journey from Lancaster to where Pitts-
burgh would be at the juncture of the Allegheny and Monongahela
Rivers forming the Ohio River.

Indian traders had been in the area since 1725, and by 1745 they
numbered about 60. By the outbreak of the French and Indian War, the
number had grown to about 150. It wasn’t until England gained firm
control of the area in 1758, that actual settlement began. Simon, on
May 16, 1760, had opened a store or trading post. This was the part-
nership of Simon, (William) Trent, (Levy Andrew) Levy and Com-
any. The “Company” was David Franks, who because of his position
as supplier to the British and his utilization of Simon’s store, decided
to remain a “silent partner.”

Merchandising around Fort Pitt was very risky. On many occa-
sions, the traders fled with their wares inside the Fort for protection
from the Indians. On two occasions, they burned their houses and
stores so they would not provide shelter for the Indians. Floods in 1762
and 1763 had almost the same effect. The constant task of rebuilding
their homes and shops did much to discourage these merchant-traders.

By 1761, the population in the Fort Pitt area had reached 332.
The firm of Simon, Trent, Levy and Company had one of the largest
trading houses inthe area. In 1763, the Indian Chief Pontiac formed a
conspiracy with other Indians and went on a rampage throughout
Western Pennsylvania in an effort to force the white man from the
area. He killed the settlers and traders and destroyed all their pro-
perty. All of the western posts and forts fell to the Indians except
Fort Pitt and Detroit which were under seige.

Simon, in addition to loosing his trading post, was among twen-
ty-three indian traders whose pack train was attacked by the Indians
at Bloody Run. All their goods wre seized or destroyed. Simon’s
company losses alone amounted to close to 25,000 pounds.



Yet the traders would constantly rebuild their posts and settlers
would come back after peace was restored. By 1770, 20 homes had
been built outside the Fort. Pittsburgh, until 1781, would be a town
of traders. Like Lancaster of the 1740’s, Pittsburgh was now the last
stop west.

The absence of Levy Andrew Levy’s name from the Lancaster tax
lists of 1759 to 1775 (when he purchased a home in Lancaster) seems to
indicate that Levy may have lived or spent much time in Pittsburgh in
search of pelts. We know that in 1763, during that Pontiac Indian
uprising, Levy was captured by the Indians and then released. He had
been ‘‘granted’’ safe passage from Presque Island (in northwest Penn-
sylvania near Lake Erie) to Fort Pitt. On the way he was grabbed. It is
known that he kept a diary, but to the dismay of the historian, it has not
survived.

Competition was very keen among the traders. The Indians would
come to the other side of the river with a bundle of pelts. They would
yell across, and the trader who was the quickest would run for a raft to
ferry them across. Once on the other side, the Indians would walk from
shop to shop looking for the best deal. Often traders would use rum as
bait to get their attention.

The goods the traders would barter with would be cloth or duffel,
blankets, checked shirts, axes, knives, guns, powder, rum, tobacco and
trinkets. Competition was so keen that the English command tried to
restrict the number of traders.

The major competition of Simon, Trent, Levy and Company was
the Philadelphia gentile based firm of Baynton, Wharton and Morgan.
However, they were forced out of business by 1768. This first Pitts-
burgh partnership of Simon was so aggressive that its rivals
complained that they extended too much credit to the Indians, supplied
too much rum during negotiations and cut prices. This first partnership
closed in 1769 with Trent owing Simon and Franks some 4,082 pounds.
To secure this debt, Trent gave Simon and Franks a mortgage on some
7,500 acres in Cumberland County. As we will relate later, this simple
mortgage would eventually wind up in the Supreme Court of the United
States some 81 years later.
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Other Fort Pitt Partners °

From about 1762 to 1765, Simon was also in partnership with Abra-
ham Mitchell who may have been Jewish. Mitchell was one of the sign-
ers, in Philadelphia, of the Non-Importation Agreement of 1765.

By 1766 and as late as 1769, Simon was associated with a James
Milligan. In 1766, Simon complained to Sir William Johnson about the
efforts of Baynton, Wharton and Morgan to open a trading post on the
Scioto River thus hindering Simon’s ‘‘monopoly.”’

Simon and Mitchell added a partner named McClure. By 1773, it
was Simon and John Campbell.

Simon, Campbell and John Connolly

For many years, the colonies of Virginia and Pennsylvania fought
for ownership of the Fort Pitt area. This was a complicated affair, but,
put simply, both their charters could be interpreted to include the dis-
puted area. Dr. John Connolly was Virginia's administrative deputy in
the area. Pennsylvania authorities also had their system of govern-
ment.” In the early 1770's, when Virginia had the upper hand, the loyal
Pennsylvania merchants and traders were roughly treated.

The Virginians drove away Indians friendly to the Pennsylvania
traders and they taxed each pelt four pence. Simon and Campbell’s
store seemed to be the only one that prospered. This fact along with
their friendship with Connolly seemed to indicate that Simon and
Campbell sided with the Virginians claim for territorial jurisdiction.
This did not make Simon popular with the other Pennsylvania traders.

Connolly became indebted to Simon and Campbell. He deeded to
them several thousand acres of land at what would be Louisville, Ky.
Simon and Campbell had planned to found a city at that location during
the 1770’s. The War delayed their efforts and after the War only Camp-
bell pursued this idea. Simon must have sold his interest in the lands to
Campbell.

The Non-Importation agreements forbid the importation of English
goods. Among these items was tea, the resulting scarcity of which was
quite a hardship for the colonials. To satisfy this demand for tea, the
Gratzes smuggled British tea into America. It was impossible to sell
this tea in the super-patriotic cities of the east coast without being
caught. They did offer it for sale in the Fort Pitt store of Simon and
Campbell.

The year was 1775 and luckily Simon and Levy were out of town.

‘‘Before long, however, it became known in the country that Simon and
Campbell’s store was selling tea, and certain earnest and intolerant patriots
resolved to put a stop to it. On the night of August 24, 1775, more than a
score of Westmorelanders headed by Colonel Archibald Lochry rode into
town. Just what followed is obscure, but at any rate the next morning John
Campbell was summoned to appear before the combined West Augusta and
Westmoreland committees. He acknowledged that he had tea and delivered
up all that remained unsold— two ten gallon kegs, one box and one bag—
and this was carried to the liberty pole and there burned.’’ 99

James O'Hara (1754-1819), who would become Pittsburgh’s first
important industrialist, received his early training by clerking for
Simon at the age of 20. The exact date of the breakup of the Simon-
Campbell partnership is not known, but it was active until Campbell
was captured during the War. The Revolutionary War killed trading.
The Indians would rather scalp (for British bounty) than barter with the
Indian traders.

Joseph Simon and Land Speculation ***

Perhaps the most perplexing aspect of Joseph Simon was his deal-
ings and holdings in the land area west of the Alleghenies. Indeed the
whole subject of land ownership in the Ohio River Valley and Pittsburgh
is more than just a little confusing.

The interest of the Jew in that area was intense. With the various
Indian treaties of the 1700's, the Indians were pushed westward. It
follows that the Jewish Indian trader likewise had to travel west of the
mountains in search of pelts to take in trade for hardware, guns, rum
etc. needed by the Indians. Furthermore, it was apparent that the Indi-
ans and settlers that would inhabit that area were a ready market for
the goods imported from England. Finally, for those who could obtain
huge tracts of land, money could be made by selling lots and creating
towns. But we are ahead of our story.

Who owned the lands of the Ohio and Mississippi Valley? Of
course, at first it was the Indians. Then in the 1740’s, the British and
the French were competing for control of the area and the ‘‘right’’ to
negotiate with the Indians for land ownership and valuable trading
rights.

The French, starting with La Salle, approached the area up the
Mississippi from New Orleans. In 1749, they sent Celoran de Blainville -
into the area. He planted lead plates claiming the territory for France
and built a series of forts to solidify its claims.

The British and the Colony of Virginia and its Ohio Company in
particular, would, in 1748, send agents into the area to stake their claim
and to build a fort at the forks of the Ohio. In 1754, Washington politely
asked the French to leave the area, and their answer, in simplified
form, was the French and Indian War of 1754-1763.

At first, the French had control, and the fort under construction be-
came Fort Duquesne. General Braddock, in his June 1755 ill-fated at-
tempt to recapture the fort, would be supplied by a Simon pack train he
met at Big Crossing, 15 miles above Little Meadow near the Laurel
Hills. Eventually, however, by 1758, it was apparent that the British
would be victorious.

Now that England controlled the area, Pennsylvania and Virginia
would battle, with words, politicians, troops, and overlapping govern-
ments for this area of America. Both their respective charters could be
interpreted to include the disputed Fort Pitt, Ohio Valley area. In the
end, with the Northwest Ordinance of 1787, Pennsylvania would be
given this land.

Prior to the French and Indian War, England did not encourage
settlement in this area. Yet they were fortunate in having loyal settlers
there during the French and Indian War. By Proclamation of 1763, they
officially made this western area one huge Indian reservation and
forbade white settlers from ‘‘All the land and territories lying to the
westward of the sources of rivers which fall into the sea from the west
and northwest.”” This, of course, did not keep the white settlers out.
There is no reason to believe that Joseph Simon, as an Indian trader,
did not frequent this area in the 1740’s and 1750’s. As related earlier,
his formal Fort Pitt trading posts and partnerships started in 1760, even
before peace was restored. Simon and his partners were aggressive
traders and by the 1770’s had a virtual monopoly. It might be said that
as native Pennsylvanians, they sold out and became loyal supporters of
the Virginian claim to this territory. Yet, it was this close relationship
with Virginia and their local agent Dr. John Connolly that gave them
their strength.

Land Companies

From as early as the 1740’s, land companies would be established
to control vast tracts of land. Some companies negotiated directly with
the Indians for title to the land; others were given land by the colonial
governments; and still others received them as compensation for losses
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suffered at the hands of the Indians. But in order to validate these
grants, the land companies had to secure a grant from the King. In no
case, for various reasons, did the King ever validate any of these
grants.

Of the more than ten such land companies, Simon was actively in-
volved in only two. He was joined by other Jews such as Levy Andrew
Levy, David Franks, Michael and Barnard Gratz. Gentiles associated
with them, who represented the best known Indian traders, were
George Croghan, William Trent, William Murray and Sir William
Johnson. Supporting their claims in England were the kin of David
Franks: brothers Naphtali and Moses, son Moses, nephew Jacob and,
yes, Benjamin Franklin. On March 20, 1776 at the Indian Queen tavern
in Philadelphia, Simon met with Franklin on land grant matters.

Specifically, Jews were involved this way. In 1754, just prior to the
outbreak of the French and Indian War, a combined pack train of many
traders was attacked by the Indians with the encouragement of the
French. The results were very heavy losses and the participants organ-
ized into the ‘‘Suffering Traders of 1754’’ and sought compensation
from the Indians and/or the British. They never received any.

In 1763, after peace was restored and guaranteed by the British,
the renegade Chief Pontiac went on a rampage. He managed to
capture several British forts and attacked the pack trains of traders.
These traders organized as the ‘‘Suffering Traders of 1763.”" The
groups of 1754 and 1763, having many people in common, re-organized
as the Indiana Land Company.

The Indiana Land Company pushed for compensation from Lon-
don. In 1765 they sent George Croghan to London to aid the Franks in
pursuing their claims. They promised five percent to Croghan and the
Franks for their efforts. They were actively aided by Benjamin Frank-
lin’s desire for a unified settlement of the West. His son William’s in-
terest in the Indiana Company did not retard his efforts either. Never-
theless, their efforts were unfruitful.

The Indiana Company then changed tactics. Under the leadership
of Sir William Johnson, the Indians and the British were meeting at
Fort Stanwix in New York in 1768. Sir William pressed the claims of
the 1763 group. (He denied the 1754 group, as the French, and not the
British, were responsible.) The Indians ceded land to the British, some
2,500,000 acres of which was set aside for the 1763 group. This grant
included lands east and south of the Allegheny and Ohio Rivers from
Kittanning down, or much of southwestern Pennsylvania and part of
West Virginia.

Still it was no victory. This land was given to the King IN TRUST
for the 1763 group. They still had to have it validated by the King. The
King accepted the entire Indian grant, thus moving the allowable land
for settlement westward, but did not approve the specific grant to these
traders.

Barnard (1738-1801) and Michael (1740-1811) Gratz. Brothers in
partnership in Philadelphia and associated with Joseph Simon in
many joint ventures. Michael married Miriam Simon and Barnard
married Rosa Simon’s first cousin, Richea Myers-Cohen.

The politics now swung back to London. The King and his minister
still would not help. They feared western expansion. On the one hand,
being that far from the ports, the settlers would be tempted to start
their own manufacturing outlets. Imported English goods would just
be too expensive to haul across the mountains. On the other hand,
there were rumblings in the Colonies, and having settlers that far from
British troops was not a good idea. To make a long story short, the

grant was not validated and the War of Independence took the King out

of the picture.
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The second Jewish venture was one sponsored by Barnard and
Michael Gratz. They sent William Murray, in 1773, into Illinois country
to purchase land from the Indians. Carefully following the rules of ne-
gotiation (not too much rum), he purchased, for thirty seven thousand
dollars worth of goods, two parcels of land. One was the lower triangle
where the Ohio meets the Mississippi and the second was northward
along the Illinois River. These parcels (the Southern half of Illinois &
Indiana) were well chosen for they could control the traffic coming from
the south up the Mississippi and from the north down the Illinois from
the Great Lakes. There were twenty-two shareholders in what would be
first, the Illinois, and later, the Illinois and Wabash Land Companies
and eight were Jews. Among the shareholders were: David Franks,
his son Moses, his brother Moses and nephew Jacob Franks, Barnard
and Michael Gratz, Joseph Simon, Levy Andrew Levy, William Hamil-
ton (of the Pennsylvania and Lancaster family), John Campbell and
William Murray. Again the King did not validate this purchase that
was far westward of the new 1768 settlement line.

After the War, it was hoped that validity to these grants could be
received by the States. Unfortunately Pennsylvania, Virginia and now
New York, claimed the Fort Pitt area. Until the State with jurisdiction
could be determined, the grants could not be confirmed. Simon and the
other Jews involved in the grants felt that Virginia would be given con-
trol, and, hence this was another reason why Simon ‘‘worked with’’ Vir-
ginia. In the end, the Northwest Ordinance of 1787 gave the land to
Pennsylvania and made invalid all grants to land companies by the
Indians or England without any compensation to the participants.

If, however, these land grants and companies had been validated,
Jews would have owned a major part of the mid-west Ohio and Missis-
sippi Valleys. Instead the massive investment of funds and efforts of
Simon and others became absolutely worthless.
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Pittsburgh Holdings *

Simon did legally own land in the Fort Pitt area. To secure a mort-
gage of 300 pounds, Simon became owner in July 1775, with Mordecai
M. Mordecai, of a plantation and improvements including building, two
copper stills, utensils and household furniture on Sucks Run near Pitts-
burgh. Mordecai was granted a license on September 20, 1775 to run a
tavern and to distill hard liquor.

Simon’s part of the 1768 land grant was 10,580 acres on Racoon
Creek near Legionville (formerly Logstown) some ten miles northwest
of Pittsburgh. He also owned 295 acres near ‘‘Nine Mile Run’’ which is
where present day Routes 30 and 981 intersect near Ligonier (Fort
Ligonier).

In the city of Pittsburgh in the 1780 to 1796 period, Simon owned
and sold five lots bordered by Water, Front, Second, Ferry and Market
Streets along the Monogahela River. Specifically these were lots #158,
159, 172, 177 and 231 on ‘‘Colonel Woods Plan of the Town of Pitts-
burgh.”” Simon also owned, along the Allegheny River, lots #73 and 74
between Wayne (10th) Street, Penn Street and the River. What Simon
did or used these lots for is not known and I will leave for an aggressive
Pittsburgh historian. Nevertheless, Simon had sold all these lands by
1796 as part of his ‘‘cashing in’’ process during his eighty-fourth year.

Pre-Revolution Business Interests

Simon’s major thrust of activity from the wind-down of the French
and Indian War until the Revolution, revolved around Fort Pitt. He and
Levy Andrew Levy considered Indian trading their strength, and west
of the Alleghenies was where it was happening.

As related, Simon and his series of partnerships were the strongest
trading force in the area. As an example in March of 1765, Simon re-
outfitted George Croghan for his trip into Illinois Country. He sold him
some $5,000 worth of trading goods among which were: ten dozen silk
handkerchiefs, 19 dozen jews harps, 17 tomahawks (one of which al-
most cost him his scalp when his pack train was raided) and axes, 52
pewter basins, 2,400 gun flints, 36,400 pieces of black wampum
(beads), 27 hair plates, 136 wrist bands, 163 dozen broaches, 107 pairs
of ‘‘ear bobbs’’ and other items.'”” Croghan’s trip was the first major
venture into the area for the purpose of earning the confidence of the
Indians for future land concessions from them.

With the marriage of Michael Gratz to Miriam Simon in 1769, Si-
mon placed more and more of his business with Barnard and Michael
trading as B & M Gratz out of Philadelphia. He was also involved with
them in the various land companies. Barnard Gratz would spend two
years in London (1769-71) on their combined behalfs.

The correspondence of Michael and Barnard indicates that Barn-
ard, the older brother, did most of the traveling. His letters came from
London, New York, Richmond and Fort Pitt. In these letters, we learn
of the travels of Simon. Simon too spent the greater part of his days in
travel betweeen Lancaster, Fort Pitt, Carlisle and Richmond. Little else



of specifics is known other than the details of business transactions
which would not add much to our over-all understanding.

On the local front, his store was still one of the largest and most
vigorous in its partnership (in hardware) with William Henry. In the
civic area, the only new item was his signing a petition for the construc-
tion of a new road between Philadelphia and Strasburg in 1770.""°

The hardships placed upon the colonist and the colonist's reactions
to them, started to affect business. The non-importation agreements
made the purchase of goods for resale difficult and more expensive.
The providing of silver goods was still a big business for Simon. In
December of 1770, he sent to Ephraim Blaine in Cumberland County a
quantity of silver truck. In 1776, George Morgan informed govern-
mental agencies that Simon could supply ‘‘a good assortment’’ of silver
work "‘at short notice.”” Simon and Levy offered to pay ‘‘the highest
price for skins and furs.’'207

Rebecca Gratz (1781-1869), daughter of Miriam Simon and Michael
Gratz. Granddaughter of Joseph Simon. A Philadelphia beauty of
charm and culture. A woman of many accomplishments, best known
for founding the first Jewish Religious school in America.

LANCASTER JEWS AND THE REVOLUTIONARY WAR YEARS

With the impending revolt against the mother country, Simon, like
everyone else, had to take a stand and place his loyalty. Jews were
divided. They realized they had it pretty good in America. Certainly,
they couldn’t vote or hold office, and many colonial laws that should
have restricted them or even forbidden them to live within their
bounds, were luckily ignored or not enforced. They were left alone, had
religious freedom and owned land. Many felt that. in time. England
would grant additional freedom to the Jews. Some felt they owed loyal-
ty to the Crown for the freedom they already had.

Others took the other approach. They saw in the promises of the
founders of the new country complete freedom for the Jew. They
wanted to gain that freedom now. They didn’t want to wait for the poli-
tical process and the King to give it to them. Secondly. most Jews were
not born in England and thus felt no loyalty to the King.

So, each Jew took his stand, Tory or Patroit. The patroit who was
young enough or so inclined, joined the armies of the young republic. It
has been documented by others that many Jews performed heroics and
rose to be officers of quality. The patriotic Jews, when their cities were
about to be occupied by the British as in New York, Newport, Charles-
ton, Savannah and Philadelphia, either had to flee and risk losing
everything of value or stay and try to impress the occupiers of their
neutrality. Most fled to safer towns of which Lancaster was a major one
to which many a Jew came.

Since Lancaster, during the war period had a population composed
of Jews fleeing British occupied towns, it would be logical to assume
that they were Whigs or at worst neutral. Indeed, I have not found one
reference to a Tory Jew in Lancaster. Its permanent residents Simon,

Levy and the Solomon brothers, were most definitely Whigs.

The Fifth Series, Volume VII of the Pennsylvania Archives lists the
muster roles or list of the local Militia. In 1776 Levy Andrew Levy is
listed as standing guard under Captain Christopher Crawford’s detach-
ment of the 1st Battalion. Under the command of Colonel James Ross
and Captain Hubley’s 3rd Company in 1781 were Levy Andrew Levy,
Isaac, Levy and Myer Solomon and Joshua Isaac. This one Company,
composed of citizens of Lancaster, contained just about every eligible
Jewish resident of fighting age. The roster for this same Company in
1782 included only brothers Levy and Myer Solomon. Levy Andrew
Levy is listed with a notation that he ‘‘enlisted (si¢) a man for the Con-
tinental Army agreeable to Law.’’ This could mean that he obtained a
substitute. It is recorded that Aaron Levy, then about 39, furnished a
substitute for the muster roll of the 8th Battalion of Lancaster in 1781.

Sgt. Isaac Solomon served as Sgt. of the Guard for Lancaster on
January 2 and February 1 of 1776. It appears that he was the only Lan-
caster Jew who strived or was allowed to have rank higher than private.
Dr. Jacob Marcus suggests that Lancaster’s Isaac Solomon may have
been the Solomon Isaac ‘‘who participated in the Canadian invasion
and was captured at Three Rivers in June 1776.""°**Isaac’s name is
missing from the 1777 to 1780 tax lists, but he is back in Lancaster in
1781 as noted above. Dr. Marcus could be correct.

For the most part, the Lancaster Jew stood guard. As Lancaster
never endured hostile action, it is unlikely that any Jew was in combat.
There is no record of a local Jew serving under George Washington or
his generals.

In 1774, Simon was a leading donor to a fund for the relief of
Boston citizens who were suffering under restriction imposed by the
British after their ‘‘Tea Party.”” Immediately after word of Lexington
and Concord reached Lancaster, a call was put out for all lead and pow-
der. Simon and Levy, from the stock in their store, provided two quart-
er kegs of powder and 200 pounds of lead. In 1777, Simon provided
money to pay for a messenger service between Lancaster and the
armies of George Washington.’®

The Economic Front

It is well documented that many Jews served in the active armies
of Washington and local militias that saw action. In proportion to the
total Jewish population in America (about 1/10th of one percent of the
total population), a great number of Jews were heroes, officers and
brave soldiers on the front lines. Yet the greatest contribution to the
War effort was on the economic front.

The armies had to be supplied. Some of the needed goods could be
produced in America itself. Others had to be imported from overseas.
From the domestic end, the Jewish merchants would purchase, from
the citizens, the blankets, shoes, guns, etc. that were badly needed and
sell them to the Army. Contrary to what one may think, very few mer-
chants, Jew or gentile, made money or profited from the War. Often
they would purchase the goods with pounds, sterling or paper money
only to receive, after considerable delay, from the young government,
notes whose value had depreciated far below the cost of the goods.

Goods that could not or were not manufactured in America had to
be imported. Prior to the hostilities, the British Empire was the major
source of these materials. Of course, they ceased to be a source once
War started. Therefore the family ties that the American Jew had in
Europe, were vital for getting shipments from France, Holland or
Spain. Without these ties, it is hard to imagine if the goods could have
been obtained. Additionally, the American Jewish merchant was
knowledgeable in supplying troops as many Jews did just that for the
British during the conflicts with the French in the 1700’s.

Once the goods were on shipboard, they had to evade the British
blockade of American ports. Indeed some Jewish merchants lost ships
and cargoes when they were accosted or sunk by British gunboats. Like-
wise, Jews participated in the highly risky, but sometime profitable,
adventure of outfitting their ships with cannons and military hardware.
They would roam the ocean seeking British ships loaded with war ma-
terial for British troops. The objective, of course, was to capture the
goods for the American cause.

Supplying The Prisoner

The Franks family had long and strong business ties to the British
government. David married Margret Evans of gentile, high, Tory
Philadelphia society. It was not surprising, therefore, that David
Franks, a longtime partner of Simon, was considered to be a Tory.
There is no evidence to indicate that he acted against the Patriots, but
he kept his strong connections with London. Franks' sister Philadel-
phia was married to the British General Oliver De. Lancey, and his
daughter Rebecca, after being the ‘‘belle’’ of occupied Philadelphia,
would after the War, marry General Sir Henry Johnson.'** Daughter
Abigail married Andrew Hamilton.
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Yet David Franks served a useful role for the Continental Con-
gress. He was appointed as the supplier for the British prisoners of war
held by the Americans. That is, he would be given funds by the British
command in New York with which he would purchase the blankets, food
and other items required for the British prisoners held in various coloni-
al towns.

It was only natural that Joseph Simon would be one of Franks’
agents in this business. Simon cared for men in Frederick(town) and
Winchester, Virginia, and in Lancaster, Easton and Reading, Pennsyl-
vania. In November of 1778, for example, Simon provided wood, straw,
tobacco, soap, candles and other items for some 285 men of which at
least 40 were in Lancaster.!: Lancaster, during the War, was untouched
and was heavily populated with British prisoners of war.

Among the prisoners in Lancaster was a young Hessian soldier
captured in the Battle of Trenton in 1776. This soldier, Henry Seybert,
was the great-great-great-grandfather of the wife of your author.'**

The Journal of the Continental Congress makes several references
to Simon. $426 was paid for blankets delivered to Lancastrian General
Edward Hand for use in a hospital he ran in Pittsburgh; $302 was paid
for arms supplied in 1778 to the Thirteenth Virginia Regiment and on
November 2, 1775, a debt of $2,300 was paid for various items.

Some wartime business correspondence has survived. In a letter
dated June 7, 1776, Levy Andrew Levy wrote to Major Ephraim Blaine
about blankets:

‘I received your favor. I am sorry that I cannot supply you with neither
shoes nor blankets. If I had known that the country-made blankets, which are
thin and light, would have done, I might have got a few; others not to be had.
As I told you when you was here, a collection had been made in this town for
blankets for the Continental troops. I cannot get any quantity of good shoes,
and those the tanners have are very ordinary. I am, Sir, Your Very Humble
Servant, L. Andrew Levy.”” 113

On April 4, 1777, Simon writes to Barnard Gratz in Philadelphia
asking him to help sell some rifles he has for sale. Notice that the letter
indicates a financial problem for Simon; yet he wants raisins at any
price:

Colonel Antle? bespoke rifles from me for two companies when Colonel
Telonier was here. He said they must not be delivered until further orders. I
have about 120 new rifles by me which I want to sell. The price is L6:10 each.
The Council of Safety (Lancaster’s revolutionary militia) paid me the same. I
will be much obliged to you if you will speak to Mr. Peters or to some of the
Delegates (of the States meeting in Philadelphia) and acquaint them of the
number of rifles I have to dispose of, as I want the money for a particular pur-
pose. I wrote Mr. Rice by Mr. Ziegler to find me some money, as I want to
pay off the butchers and bakers. I owe them a good deal and must have some
money up....... Perhaps the Virginia delegates will buy my rifles. I want a
few pounds of good raisins. Do try to get them for me and send them up this
week, —three or four pounds. I don't care what they cost.'’ 114

Simon had to rely on Franks for payment of the goods he supplied.
Franks, in turn, had to collect from the British. The Continental Con-
gress demanded that the British and therefore Franks and Simon, pay
all bills in pound specie rather than notes. By 1776, the Continental
Congress was having doubts as to the neutrality of Franks and his abil-
ity to separate conducting business dealings from passing information
to the enemy. His movements were therefore curtailed and he was re-
stricted from traveling to New York to obtain payment from the British
command. By 1777, he was thousands of pounds behind in paying
Simon and his other agents.

Simon wrote in January 1778 to fellow Jew Elijah Etting of York:

“*You'd please to speak to some of the gentlemen members of Congress
to know if we may continue as Yousual. Till I hear from Mr. Franks, it is not
in my power to make payments. Ihave to this day some thousands of pounds
due me from Mr. Franks.”' 115

Simon wanted Etting to get approval from Congress, that was
sitting in York, to pay his suppliers in currency rather than specie.
While awaiting the answer, he used the forbidden, dubious currency.
For this on April 6, 1778, he received a summons from Major General
Horatio Gates, President of the Board of War:

*‘Sir: Mr. Boudinot, Commissioner General of Prisoners, has made to
this Board a charge against you as Deputy Commissioner of British Prison-
ers. You are therefore required to come to York(town) without a moment's
delay to explain to the Board such parts of your conduct as appear to be ex-
ceptionable."’ 118
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Simon wrote to David Franks, whose lack of specie was the cause
of his problem, on April 9.

I accordingly went to Yorktown yesterday and waited on the Board. I
am blamed for receiving Continental money from you. I promised to acquaint
you immediately on my return, that I may have your answer to say there from
before the Board of War. This goes under cover to Elias Boudinot, Esq., and
I beg that you'll immediately send me an answer, that I may know what I
have to do. If it don’t suit you to furnish me with specie, I shall be obliged to
decline acting as Commissary for the Prisoners.’’ 117

Having received no answer from Franks, Simon wrote again on
May 12, 1778:

..... I waited on the Board of War and acquainted them with the incon-
veniences I labor under. I have often troubled them and prolonged time still,
expecting to hear from you, that you would have answered my letters before
this time, respecting my department, how I shall act. I am blamed greatly for
not adhering to the resolves of Congress (to pay specie) and the honorable
Board of War still indulged me till the first of June...... that I may have early
instructions from you how I shall act. I shall prepare my account of imburse-
ments for the prisoners in this and the State of Maryland by the first of June,
for settlement, as [ must then positively give up my department, respecting
the victualling and furnishing the prisoners with ies, if not furnished
with specie to pay for the same, agreeable to the late Resolves of Congress.
And I shall be very sorry and fear the prisoners will be neglected and not sup-
plied with the usual necessaries they received from me. I do assure you, the
gentlemen of the Honorable Board of War have not only given me great in-
dulgence, but have acted in regard to the prisoners with a tenderness and
feeling greatly to their honor. They also told me that if provisions should be
sent out for the prisoners, they will not make it inconvenient or expensive to
transport the provisions to the different places, but will receive them at any
of the ports of the army of the United States and order their commissary to re-
place the same quantity at any of the places where the prisoners reside...

1 suppose that about 1200 prisoners will be removed (from Lancaster) to
Fort Frederick in the State of Maryland. The prisoners are entirely destitute
of clothing, of shirts and shoes in particular. Colonel Boudinot ordered the
Commissary I employ at Reading to receive no other money from me than
specie which I have not.

I have taken the liberty to trouble his Excellency, General Washington to
forward it (this letter) to you..... I am now in advance upwards of L15,000 and
have been obliged to borrow money."" 118

Finally, in November of 1778, Franks was relieved of his duties.
His loyalty and ability to remain neutral were questioned. Hindsight
tells us that he did nothing to harm the war effort. He was arrested for
treason but found innocent and released. Franks was ordered out of the
Country, but returned to America from London after the War. Simon
wrote to the Board of War after learning of Franks’ dismissal:

I beg leave to inform your Honorable Board that Mr. David Franks,
who is the present British Commissary of Prisoners, has directed me, as his
agent, to stop issuing provisions, etc., to said prisoners on the 10th inst.,
agreeable to a resolve of Congress for discontinuing his acting in said office. I
would in consequence thereof, in the meantime, beg of the Honorable Board
some information respecting the further supply of said prisoners with provi-
sions, wood, straw, tobacco, soap, candles, etc., their present number being:
At Fort Frederick, 140 odd men; at Fredericktown, 50; at Winchester, about
30; Lancaster, about 40; and at Easton, about 25. If your Honors please to
appoint me to said business at those different places, I am well convinced of
my being able to give satisfaction and on as good terms as any other person
whatever. '110 It appears that Simon did not get the job.

Post War Depression

Simon took a financial beating during the War years. Correspond-
ence read indicates that his problems were wide spread, and for the
first time, he became delinquent with his creditors. Often he asked for
additional time, and out of respect, it was granted. Even his aged sister
Mary, in London, as related in her 1789 letter, knew of Simon's
financial reverses.

Another letter encouraged his daughter Shinah, who was in Phila-
delphia with her husband, not to come to Lancaster for a prolonged
stay, as Simon was having trouble supporting his own family. The
cause of his problems is unclear. Perhaps it falls into two areas.
Certainly his difficulties with David Franks and Franks' failure to sup-
ply specie, may have cost him a great deal of his personal assets.
Franks may have left for England without paying all that he owed
Simon. Simon may have been paid in Continental notes that were
worth far less than the funds he used to purchase goods.

The value of the lands he obtained from the Indian grants of 1768
and others proved to be quite worthless. Simon may have been land



rich and cash poor. Generally business in Lancaster was just not good
and the businessmen in general suffered. Lancaster was no longer the
important inland city it once was. Fort Pitt, now Pittsburgh, served
that role and Lancaster lost much of its traffic in people heading to the
West.

In 1780, Levy wrote to Michael Gratz that French goods (which re-
placed the unavailable English goods) were ‘‘not so saleable as English
merchandise.’’*2° Simon joined other local business men to protest, by
means of petition, the Pennsylvania assembly’s authorization of
200,000 bills of credit which were to be used as legal tender. The peti-
tion stated that this money depreciated as fast as the then famous
‘‘Continnentals’’ and thus ‘‘many honest creditors’’ were cheated
when they were paid in paper money, ‘‘widows and orphans whose
property consisted of outstanding debts, have been greatly injured,’’
and those wishing to defraud were rushing to pay off their debts with
these depreciated bills of credit.?**

Hyman Gratz (1776-1858) grandson of Joseph Simon; brother of
Rebecca Gratz and son of Miriam Simon and Michael Gratz. Phila-
delphia civic and religious leader who founded Gratz College. At-
tended first class of Franklin (later Franklin & Marshall) College in
1787, his sister Richea also attended that year.

LEVY ANDREW LEVY

Levy Andrew Levy, at the outbreak of hostilities, left Fort Pitt and
returned to Lancaster in 1775. He continued as Simon’s active partner
until 1785 when he left for Maryland. The question that arises is why
did he leave? There is that oft-quoted letter of his, referred to earlier,
in which he longs for a Society of Jews in which he could raise his child-
ren. This, in the final analysis, is not the real reason. A close study of
his correspondence with Michael Gratz in the Gratz-Joseph papers;”
clearly indicates that he was in debt, perhaps broke.

These same letters are strange in one respect. Levy left Lancaster
in 1785, and these letters continued until almost 1800, yet Levy never
once speaks fondly of Simon, never asks Gratz questions about the
Simon family and in general ignores Simon completely. Likewise,
Simon's will of 1799 is strangely void of anything substantial for his
partner of some 40 years. Simon merely forgives him of any debts owed
him personally and leaves him $500. It appears that Simon may have
had to pay off some of Levy's debts after Levy left town. It might not be
unfair to state that their parting was not friendly and Simon may have
been the force that caused him to leave.

Until very recently, Levy Andrew Levy was just a name to the
American Jewish historian. It was sort of like Abbott and Costello and
Martin and Lewis. When you mentioned the first name, the partner’s
name was sure to follow. Thus it was with Levy. He was Simon's
partner, his nephew (but not a son-in-law) and right hand man for 40
years. There was no attempt to study him on his own merits until the
1970’s. As we will see, he was a most interesting figure in his own
right.

Ira Rosenwaike was an historian of Baltimore Jewry. Levy Andrew
Levy moved to Baltimore and died there in 1829. Mr. Rosenwaike in his
‘‘Simon M. Levy’’ and ‘‘The Jews of Baltimore to 1810"", is the first one
to let Levy stand on his own merits. With the help and encouragment of
Mr. Rosenwaike, the story of Levy Andrew Levy can now be told.

It was brought out earlier, that Levy was born in Oxford, England
the son of Mary Simon Levy and a father who remains unknown. Anoth-
er confirmation of Levy’s English birth is the fact that he was never
Naturalized, and then there is the oft-quoted letter of Simon and Levy
to Michael and Barnard Gratz in which they discuss two criminals.
These criminals had swindled Lancastrians and Philadephians alike by
claiming to have been cousins of Levy. ‘‘He (the criminal) told us that
he had been brought up with Levy in the same street in Oxford and that
his Uncle was married to Levy’s mother.’”**® (If Mary Simon Levy re-
married this is the only reference to that fact.)

Levy, in 1746, after his mother had been widowed or deserted,
came to America to live with and clerk for Simon.'** It was only natural
that this would turn into a full partnership and Levy, with his youth,
could do many of the physical aspects of trading that Simon no longer
wanted to do. Simon had no competent son or male heir, and most cer-
tainly Levy indirectly filled this void.

It doesn’t appear that Levy did much on his own or out of the
sphere of the partnership. The only exception would be in his land
ownings, which he bought and sold independently of Simon. Indeed,
his hope was to sell his vast land ownings as a way to get out of debt in
the 1780’s.

Levy’s failure to appear on the Lancaster tax roles from 1759 to
1774 indicates that his home may have been in the Fort Pitt area during
those years. Few records of that area are available so a more definite
idea of his business and personal life is lacking. He was an active fur
trader and roamed from Fort Pitt to Detroit and perhaps even to the
Mississippi in search of pelts. When fur trade was still cut off during
the French and Indian War, he was known to have traveled far down
into Virginia looking for Indians with furs. In 1759, he made his way to
Winchester, Virginia, where, Dr. Jacob Marcus tells us, he refused to
eat bacon!**

He may have married out there. His wife was named Susannah,
but absolutely nothing is known about her. (see appendix 1I) Their
first son, Levy or Lev, was not circumcised until April 1764 when
Jacobs did it in Heidelbcr’g’A the child was two years old at the time.
It can be speculated that the child was born in Fort Pitt, and on the
family’s first trip back to Lancaster with the child, the ritual was per-
formed. Other firm evidence of Levy’s being in that area was his cap-
ture and subsequent release from the hands of renegade chief Pontiac
in 1763. The papers of Colonel Henry Bouquet from 1761 to 1763
contain many references to Levy being at Fort Pitt; Carlisle; Niagara,
N.Y. and New York City. On June 30, 1761 he was listed as a mem-
ber of the Fort Pitt militia.****

Levy Children ***

Levy and his wife Susannah had eight children that we know of.
Lev or Levy was born in 1762, Simon 1774-1807, Nathan, born 1777,
Joseph 1779-1813, Maria 1772-1819, Benjamin 1782-1783, Elizabeth
1783-1857 and Susan 1785-1863.

Nothing is known about Nathan except that his birth was recorded
in Jacob’s record. Benjamin, born in 1782, may have been the baby
that died in 1783 according to an April 28, 1783, letter of Levy to
Michael Gratz in which he tells of his wife's grief over the loss of her
baby. Other than the Jacob'’s entry for Lev, all we know is that twice
Levy asked Gratz for information about his son who apparently was in
Philadelphia. In a letter of April 22, 1789, he asked if his son was mar-
ried yet. This could only be Lev, as all the other children would have

been too young. Joseph, as related in the appendix, was most likely re-
tarded, although he was apprenticed out in 1799 for a term of ten
months and 17 days to George Smith, a gilder and carver.

Elizabeth married Perigrine Falconer (a non-Jew) in 1808 and had
three sons, one of whom was retarded. Sister Susan married David
Oldden (business partner of Falconer) in 1803, but he died two years
later in 1805. They had one son who, too, may have been retarded. All
of the Levy children married non-Jews and their children were all raised
as Christians. Susan, particularly became a devoted Christian after her
remarriage to Dr. Solomon Brickhead, a prominent Baltimore citizen.

Son Simon, as Ira Rosenwaike relates in his article, was a member
of the first graduating class of West Point in 1802. The purpose of his
article was to prove that Simon M. Levy was the son of Levy Andrew
Levy and not Benjamin Levy. Benjamin Levy was a better known and
documented Jew of New York, Philadelphia and Baltimore. It was this
article in 1971 which exposed Levy Andrew Levy, on his own merits, to
the Jewish historian.

Simon Levy joined the army in 1793 and was a sergeant in Captain
Lockwood's infantry unit. His performance got him appointed to West
Point in 1801. After graduation he was stationed in Georgia, resigned
from the army in 1805 and was dead by 1807.
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Religious Irony

There is irony in Levy Andrew Levy’s life. He was quite religious.
His letters are over-done in their reference to the ‘‘Almighty’’ and
Levy's thanks to the ‘‘Almighty’’ for the material things that he had.
We have the letter he wrote in 1784 concerning his desire to live in a
Jewish Society. His disdain for Benjamin Nathan’s lack of religious
feelings, his attempts to keep kosher even in Winchester, VA., his cir-
cumcision of son Lev at the age of two, having traveled from Fort Pitt to
have it done, and a letter to Michael Gratz to remind the ‘‘shool’’ (syn-
agogue) to bill him for services rendered is evidence of his religious
convictions.

Yet, all his daughters married Christians, and their children were
Christians. His moves after leaving Pennsylvania were to Hagerstown,
Maryland, and Elizabeth(town), West Virginia (where there was no
Jewish society), and only finally to Baltimore (where there was a sizable
Jewish Community, but no Congregation). According to St. Paul’s
Episcopal Church records, of June 8, 1827 ‘‘Levy Andrew Levy, A. Jew,
avery aged man, was BAPTIZED. ’**® Of course, his devoted Christian
daughter Susan may have had something to do with it, and in 1827 Levy
was 93 and most likely senile.

Levy had a family burial plot at St. Paul’s. This was not uncom-
mon, and other Jews such as Benjamin Levy are buried there too. In
the plot are buried his wife Susannah in 1807, son Joseph in 1813, Levy
himself in 1829 and Christiana Magruder who died in 1813.

One asks who is Christiana Magruder. It really should not matter
except that Simon Levy, the West Pointer, had a middle name
‘‘Magruder.’” Was she a relative?

The answer appears to be no. The Federal Gazette and Baltimore
Daily Advertiser ran this obituary on her March 15, 1813 ‘‘Departed
this life yesterday morning, Miss Christiana Magruder of this city in
the 81st year of her age.”’

In the Pennsylvania Packet of October 27, 1778, the Philadelphia
newspaper ran the following notice placed by Levy Andrew Levy. He
was trying to locate his ‘‘deranged’’ odd-job helper Blizzard McGruder
who had run off. Unlike many ads for runaways, this ad asked that
whoever should find him was ‘‘not to treat him with harshness or sever-
ity.”” Furthermore Levy's description of his helper’s clothing seems to
indicate that he was well cared for. This Blizzard McGruder may have
been Christiana's father or brother.**®

Christiana surfaces again in a letter from Levy to Michael Gratz on
January 9, 1780 in which ‘‘Miss Magruder is now satisfied and thanks
you for your kindness.'’:% Obviously the Magruders were longtime
employees of Levy far above the slave or servant status. The 1790 cen-
sus lists six females in Levy’s family. Susannah and three daughters
are four of them and Christiana one of the other two. Simon Levy, now
a military officer, may have felt that a middle name was in order and
merely selected Magruder. At least that is my theory.

In 1785 on May 25, Levy sold his home to longtime friend Alexan-
der Lowrey for 557 pounds and cut his ties with Simon and Lancaster."
His first stop seems to have been Hagerstown, Maryland. In 1793, he
was on the Hagerstown Board of Health (perhaps due to his knowledge
of Jewish dietary laws) and, in 1795, was listed as a conveyancer (writer
of deeds). A letter of Levy’s dated February of 1793 was mailed from
Hagerstown.

An earlier letter of April 1789 is headed with an Elizabethtown
location. Elizabeth(town) could have been Elizabeth, New Jersey or
more likely Elizabeth, West Virginia. The latter is logical as he owned
lands in that area. The letter tells of his continued poverty and how his
family is not with him. The family may have been in Hagerstown or
perhaps Baltimore. He tells how his wife is sewing for money and his
two daughters working. (This is a little odd since Maria, born in 1772
would have been old enough, but Elizabeth and Susan, born 1783 and
1785, would have been too young.)

By 1799, he was in Baltimore where he apprenticed son Joseph.
Indications are that he ran a boarding house at 95 Baltimore Street and
later at 39 Hanover Street. Sister Maria first, and after her death in
1819, sister Susan were listed as having a dry goods store and dress
shop in support of the family. Levy died in 1829 at the age of 95. Lon-
gevity was the rule of this blood line. Uncle Joseph Simon died at the
age of 92 and Levy’s mother Mary was still alive in 1789 at the age of 91.

JOSEPH SIMON’S LAST YEARS

It was in the 1780’s that Simon and Michael Gratz became joint
owners of vast tracks of land west of the Susquehanna. When we tell of
the problems in settling Simon’s estate, we will go into greater detail
about these land transactions. What is important now is that Simon
bought and sold these lands in his own name. He then was to turn over
to Gratz his share of all sales or rentals. By the time of Simon’s writing
of his will in 1799, Simon and his longtime son-in-law partner were very
much in disagreement as to Michael’s share of these transactions. Even
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during Simon'’s lifetime, court judgments would go against him in favor
of Michael. His bitterness was such that he completely wrote out of his
will Miriam, and hence, her husband Michael Gratz.

Simon’s Last Partnership

After the departure of Levy, Simon continued along as best he
could. He was still in debt and may have never worked his way com-
pletely out of debt. His new partners were his sons-in-law Solomon
Myers-Cohen, (who lived in New York), Solomon Etting (until the death
of Rachel Simon Etting in 1791) and Levy Phillips (from his marriage to
Leah Simon in 1785 until Simon’s death in 1804). In those years he sold
off his Pittsburgh properties and other lands of value in the West. His
will was written in such a way as to facilitate the disposal of remaining
properties.

The following notice announced that end of the Simon-Etting
partnership:
NOTICE
“The copartnership of Simons and Etting having expired by
mutual consent, on the 8th day of February last, they take his meth-
od of notifying those who have any demands against them to call on
Joseph Simons for payment; and all those who are indebted to them,
are requested to make speedy settlement to said Simons—the books
and papers of the copartnership being left in his hands.
Joseph Simons
Solomon Etting
N.B. The ironmongery business, in its various branches, is still
continued and carried on by Joseph Simons, who returns thanks to
the public for their favors, and begs a continuance of their custom, as
nothing shall be wanting on his part to give general satisfaction.”

In the early 1790’s, until about 1795, grandsons Hyman and Simon
Gratz lived with and were apprenticed to their grandfather. Rosa Bunn
Simon died in 1796. Simon was never alone, however. In addition to
his servants and slaves, he had retarded sons Myer and Moses and
daughter Hester, who, by 1795 was about 25. After the death of hus-
band Solomon Myers-Cohen in 1796, daughter Belah and family lived
with Simon. Levy Phillips and wife Leah lived off and on in both Lancas-
ter and Philadelphia. Rebecca Gratz, a granddaughter, was a frequent
visitor and house guest. Simon did not let old age slow him down. In
1788, he visited Aaron Levy at Aaronsburg, Pa. and, in 1794, he is
known to have gone to Carlisle.

What happened to Lancaster? Why, according to the 1790 census
there were only three Jewish households: Simon, Solomon Etting (who
left in 1791) and Myer Solomon (who left by 1793)? The answer is fairly
obvious. New Jewish immigrants, who trickled in (there was no mass
immigration at this time) did not settle in Lancaster. Rather they would
choose the bigger cities or the still growing cities to the West.

Most important Lancaster lacked sons of fathers. That is, Simon
left no competent male heir to carry on. Levy, Isaac and Myer Solomon
left for Baltimore, the first going about 1782 and the last in 1793. They
became successful merchants in that larger city. The tailor Levy Marks’
son Solomon, also a tailor, was gone by 1782. Lancaster had simply lost
its Jewish roots. It had always lacked for stable Jewish families and by
1800 only had Simon left.

Joseph Simon Family plot as it appeared about 1925. Left to right,
Hiam Simon, infant son, 17563 or 1759, Rachel Simon Etting
1764-1790, Rosa Bunn Simon 1727-1796. Upper right corner, just
right of Rosa Simon's stone, appears Joseph Simon'’s flat ground
level stone.



It is no exaggeration that Joseph Simon in 1740 was the first Jew in
Lancaster and at his death in 1804 his family were the last Jews in Lan-
caster. He was both the beginning and the end of the first Jewish Com-
munity in Lancaster.

Tombstone of Joseph Simon (1712-1804) in Shaarai Shomayim
Cemetery on East Liberty Street in Lancaster. This Hebrew Burial
Ground, deeded in 1747 by Simon ‘‘in trust for the Society of Jews
settled in and about Lancaster'’, is the fourth oldest Jewish Ceme-
tery in North America.

INSCRIPTION:

And Joseph gave up the ghost and died in a good old age an old man, and full
of years and was gathered to his people.

JOSEPH SIMON
Departed this life on the 12th day of the month Shebot in the year
5565 (January 24, 1804) aged 92 years, in a good old age.
‘‘And Joseph walked with God, and he was not, for God took him.”’

Obituary

From the Lancaster Intelligencer and Weekly Advertiser of Janu-
ary 31, 1804: ‘‘On the night of Tuesday last, Mr. Joseph Simon after a
short indisposition (died) at the very advanced age of 92 years. He was
63 years a respectable inhabitant of this Borough; during which period,
he uniformly supported the dignity of an honest and benevolent citizen.
To say more of one, so deservedly esteemed, by all who had the pleas-
ure of his acquaintance, would lend only to lessen the veneration due to
the merit of the deceased. Suffice it to say, that, he was a sincere
friend, an affectionate parent and an obliging neighbor, he had the
happiness of living beloved, and dying regretted. Though called a Jew,
he professed, in an eminent degree, the Christian virtues of Charity
and Brotherly Kindness."’

Post Simon Era

The Lancaster census of 1820 fails to list one Jewish household.
Lancaster newspapers from 1804 to 1840 do not list one local Jewish
birth, obituary or business advertisement. Certainly, a Jew may have
been in Lancaster, but it was a very well kept secret. It would not be
until the 1840’s that a new Jewish community would grow in Lancaster
as part of the mass immigration of Jews to America in the 1840’s. A
new community whose strength was such that congregation Shaarai
Shomayim would be informally organized in 1845. The Occident, a
Philadelphia Jewish publication, reported in April 1845 and again in
1850 that informal worship services were being held in Lancaster. In
1849 the first known burial in the Henriques-Simon cemetery was
made. Finally in 1856, congregation Shaarai Shomayim would be char-
tered.

THE CHILDREN OF JOSEPH SIMON-THE SECOND
GENERATION

Joseph Simon was 35 when he married Rosa who was 20. He
started late in life, but still managed to father ten children. Rosa bore
children in 1749, 1751, 1753, 1755, 1757, 1762, 1763, 1764, 1767? and
1772? when Joseph Simon was 60. Notice she gave birth every two or
three years like clockwork, missing in 1759 for which she made amends
by having three, one each in 1762, 1763 and 1764.

Simor was a success in most everything he did, except in providing
amale heir. He had three sons and, as we will see, none could carry on
his business or name. Of his seven daughters, five married, four to

Jewish spouses. It is interesting that he married his daughters off by
order of birth, and the youngest was the one that never married. Let us
start with the sons of Joseph Simon.

Hiam Simon

Hiam is sheer speculation. His existence was not known until what
appears to be the oldest stone in the cemetery was deciphered by the
learned members of Shaarai Shomayim. Enlargements of an old photo-
graph were the key that unlocked the mystery. The inscription on the
gravestone tells us that ‘‘here lieth Hiam an infant son of Joseph.”’

The second oldest stone in the Simon plot was 1790. Hence, the
birth and death of this infant could have been anywhere from 1749 to
1790. Other births of children were confirmed for 1749, 1751, 1755,
1757, 1762, 1763, 1764, 1767? and 1772? The age of the stone would
most likely rule out a birth after 1764. Prior to 1764, the only open
years are 1753 and 1759. If the child lived for eight days he would have
been circumcised. The Jacob Mohel record begun in 1757 and does not
list a Simon child in 1759. But if the child died before the eighth day, he
could have been born in either 1753 or 1759. It is almost a toss-up, but I
have chosen 1753 as the date.

Moses and Myer Simon

Moses Simon was born in 1751 and his brother Myer in 1757. Both
were described as ‘‘imbeciles’”’ by Markens in his 1888 history of the
American Jews. Today, we would call them retarded or weak-minded.
The Jacob Mohel record lists Myer as being born in 1757.** Mikveh
Israel cemetery records list his burial on December 11, 1825, at the age
of 68. Nothing else is known about him. There is no Lancaster or Phila-
delphia obituary for Myer.

Moses is only slightly better documented. His birth date was de-
termined from a Lancaster obituary (he was born prior to the 1757
Mohel record). In the Lancaster Journal of March 7, 1816, appeared
the first notice of his death. A second, and paid for obituary, appeared
in the March 20th paper. ‘‘Mr. Moses Simon whose death we an-
nounced some days ago was in his 65th year of his age. He will be long
remembered by the inhabitants of Lancaster, on account of the
ECCENTRICITY of his character and the goodness of his heart.”’ This
second obituary is significant when we remember that there were no
Jews in Lancaster in 1816. Even though he was retarded, he was ap-
parently loved and well known. Moses died on February 24, 1816, and
is also buried in Philadelphia.

Both Myer and Moses (as well as sister Hester) were left by
Simon’s will in the care of Levy Phillips, his son-in-law. Phillips lived in
Philadelphia and was very active in Mikveh Israel which explains why
the two sons were buried there and not in Lancaster. There is no evi-
dence that either Moses or Myer was capable of being involved with his
father in the business. Their names do not appear on deeds or any
other records. Not once were they ever mentioned in family or business
correspondence.

John Pearson who had served as a State Senator meeting in Lan-
caster, (Lancaster was State capital 1799-1812) wrote some notes on
his stay in Lancaster in 1801. 1 quote from his writing as reproduced
in Volume 61, No. 2, April 1957 of the Journal of the Lancaster
County Historical Society. He describes Moses and Myer Simon:

“There are two singular men in the place, Moses and Myers Sim-
on, sons of a wealthy old man;they are probably thirty-five or forty
years old. Last sessions Moses who was a violent federalist attended
the senate and Myers the House of Representatives, Moses in con-
sequence hated Gov’r. McKean and could scarcely be prevented from
stoning him; the Gov’r. very prudently had him brought into his lod-
gings conversed freely with him and pretended to make him a Gener-
al, since which he has become a Republican and now attends the
House of Representatives. Myers on the contrary sits in Senate am-
ongst the members peaceably, generally on the step which is at the
foot of the Speaker’s chair, bows & moves his hat, shakes hands very
complaisantly and sometimes brushes their clothes: he rarely speaks;
and is this instant sitting by the fire in a chair by Col. Johnston Pos-
tlethwaite & c.; as soon as the Speaker takes the chair and calls to
order Myers retires to the gallery or place allotted to strangers until
the Senate adjourns; he is generally in the chamber as soon as the
members and continues usually the whole time whether the house is
on business or not. I know not how he employs himself when the
house is not in session.”

“Moses will frequently get a book in a tavern put himself in a
per attitude (as he supposes) to plead, place one foot on a chair,
open the book, mark the pages very gravely, address the audience as
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if in a Court of Justice on some dispute respecting Adams &
and quotes “Hartley No. 2, page 45,” recollects himself (since
Hartley’s death) and swears poor Hartley’s dead.”

“When the Legislature is not sitting he calls frequently to see
every person who is sick with the most anxious solicitude and invar-
iably attends the funeral.”

Sarah and Hester Simon

Sarah Simon'’s only claim to existence is a letter written by Levy
Andrew Levy on December 24, 1771 to Michael Gratz. ‘‘I am sorry to
acquaint you that my Uncle’s youngest daughter Sarah was yesterday
buried. She was sick about eight days— often had fits.”” There is room
between Hiam’s 1753 tombstone and Rachel’s 1790 stone, for a 1771
burial. Her date of birth is speculative and is directly tied in with what
facts we know about Hester Simon.

Hester Simon, according to the Philadelphia Board of Health, was
‘‘about 50"’ when she died in 1820. Her place of burial is unknown,
but, in all probability was Mikveh Israel Cemetery.

The birthdates of Sarah and Hester hinge on each other. Sarah
died in December 1771 as Simon's youngest daughter. This means that
either Sarah was born and died before Hester was born (hence Hester
was born not earlier than 1772) or that Hester was born before Sarah
(between 1765 and 1771).

Levy, in the letter, calls Sarah the youngest daughter and not a
baby. One might assume from this that Sarah was not an infant;
perhaps at least two or three. Of course she may have been much older.
However, the other confirmed Simon births do not really leave room for
a birth prior to 1764. Since it is I who must draw a conclusion, I have
chosen 1767 as Sarah’s birth and Hester’s as 1772. Both of course are
(un)educated guesses.

There is conflicting evidence regarding Hester's mental capabili-
ties. Simon in his will included her with Moses and Myer in the trust
and in the care of Levy Phillips. As Hester was close to 30 in 1799, one
would think that she was unable to care for herself and thus included in
the trust. However, Simon made contingencies in case she married
(which she never did). This indicates that she was capable of being a
housewife.

Shinah Simon Schuyler mentions Hester in a letter to her niece
Richea Hays (married daughter of Miriam Simon Gratz), written from
Lansingburgh, New York, on April 6, 1795. Keep in mind that Hester
would be about 23.

*‘So Hetty (Hester) is with you. I hope her conduct may be such as to
render (you) all happy. My love to her. Tell her my happiness will depend on
her good conduct. Oh, let her be virtious— and she must make us all happy.
Poor girl. Ithink she has been cruelly neglected— let her sisters and you my
Richea watch over her. She deserves our compassion.'' 187

Shinah’s description makes one feel that Hester, too, was
weakminded and childish. The need to ask her to be good to make a
sister happy is a tactic often used with children.

Rebecca Gratz, niece of Hester, confirms her date of death and pro-
vides us with another description of Hester. She writes in a letter of
December 31, 1820:

‘‘Aunt Hetty (Hester) was buried this moming, she had been ill for five
weeks- she suffered patiently and was resigned to the will of providence- to
regret the departure of one, whose life was brighten’d by few joys and blest
with little usefulness would be vain- for in fulfilling the lot assigned her, she
had many opportunities for conferring benefits- but she was humble & affec-
tionate & departed in peace.'' 139

It is curious that Rebecca Gratz, whose correspondence started be-
fore the death of Moses in 1816, never once mentions her uncles Moses
and Myer. She chooses even to ignore their deaths. This fact and her
description of Hester, seem to indicate that Hester was far more normal
than her brothers.

Shinah Simon Schuyler

Shinah, born in 1762, was quite normal. Her date of death has
been determined as June 12, 1815.2*° Again, Rebecca Gratz does not
mention her death in her correspondence. Shinah married on August
13, 1782, Dr. Nicholas Schuyler (6/13/1755 - 11/9/1824). The wedding
was performed by Rev. Henry Ernest Muhlenberg, Lutheran Pastor of
Trinity Church in Lancaster.

Nicholas was a physician and during the Revolutionary War served
in Colonel Moses Hazen's regiment. For his services during the War,
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he was granted four lots of 500 acres each in New York State. When the
New York County of Rensselaer was organized, he was appointed its
first clerk on February 18, 1791. He moved to Troy, New York, where
he served as clerk for 15 years until 1806. In 1807, he wrote a letter to
the Gratzes feeling them out as to the possibility of his going into prac-
tice in Philadelphia or opening an apothecary shop.'** Apparently, the
reply was not optimistic, as they never moved to Philadelphia.

Shinah Simon Schuyler (1762-1815), only daughter of
Joseph Simon to marry a non-Jew, Doctor Nicholas
Schuyler.

Shinah was the only Simon daughter to marry a non-Jew. Their
marriage caused quite a stir in both Philadelphia and Albany. To say
the least, Simon was upset and did not approve of the match. Indeed,
his will excludes her from the bulk of his estate, but she was left 400
pounds and significantly, if she died, it would go to her husband. They
never had any children, although they raised Henrietta (1796-1875),
youngest daughter of Nicholas’s brother John. She would marry Phillip
Van Rensselaer whose son Gratz Van Rensselaer would write a biogra-
phy of Rebecca Gratz.***

Legend has it that Joseph Simon ignored Shinah for most of his
life. It is told that during Simon’s last illness, Rebecca who nursed him
and was in demand in the sick room by Simon, was asked by Joseph,
*“My dear child, what can I do for you?’’ Rebecca, with tears in her
eyes, replied ‘‘Grandfather, forgive Aunt Shinah.”” The old man
sought her hand, pressed it and after a pause said ‘‘Send for her.”” In
due course, Shinah came and Simon gave her his blessing and died in
her arms.1#

Shinah was very fond of her two nieces (daughters of Michael and
Miriam Gratz) Richea and Frances. In 1791 she wrote them a letter
giving advice on finding the right man and telling them to have
patience. Richea was 17 and her sister 20 at the time. She also com-
mented on her own situation. She asked ‘‘How are my dear Manny’s
eyes? I hope both my dear parents enjoy their health.”’ This tends to
indicate that she did not correspond directly with her parents. The
letter continued, ‘I once lived in the same town with my dear (sister)
Bell (Mrs. Solomon Myers-Cohen), tho’ I was deprived of her society
(ignored due to her gentile husband). I think if she had not a heart of
stone she would have stole to see me when there, tho' I forgive her. 'y

Belah Simon Myers-Cohen

Belah, or Bell, was born in 1756 and married right. She married
Solomon Myers-Cohen. Solomon was the first cousin of Belah’s mother
Rosa, but 17 years her junior. They married on February 10, 1779, and
their wedding Ketubah has survived.'** The signatures of Joseph
Simon and Michael Gratz appear as witnessess. Belah was 23 and
Solomon was 35.

Solomon was a merchant in both New York and Philadelphia. In
1773 he was President of Shearith Israel and in 1781 fled to Philadel-
phia to avoid the British. Once there he joined the Upper Delaware
Fifth Battalion. The tax lists of 1778 showed that he was worth 30,000



pounds. He became involved with Mikveh Israel and served on their
board. He and Barnard Gratz handled the purchase of the lot for the
new temple in 1782. After New York was again in American hands, he
returned there and died in 1796.'*®* However, the census of 1790, indi-
cated that they and their four children were living with Joseph Simon in
Lancaster. In all, they had eight children, none of whom married.
Belah was active in Jewish affairs too. She was second Directress
of the Philadelphia Female Hebrew Benevolent Society. She died Janu-
ary 28, 1833, and shortly before her death, Rebecca Gratz wrote ‘‘she is
very feeble and infirm, but cheerful, and tries to persuade herself that
she shall be stronger—she has trod a rugged path, in the long years of
widowhood and poverty —except the constant attention of affectionate
children, she has no outward signs of comfort to love this world for—."/s;
And to console a mourner, Rebecca said that how it was good to die
while physically strong before ‘‘her eyes become dim- or her excellent
mind decayed- when I think of poor Aunt Bell, and the change that a
year, a dying year made in her well being- how trembling the cup of life
was held to her lips till she had drained the last drop, I cannot but
marvel that her children still mourn— still appear unreconciled to the
dispensation which freed her spirit from its worn out tenement.’’**®

Solomon Etting (1764-1847) husband of Rachel Simon (1764-1790).
Partner of Joseph Simon from 1783 to 1790. Grandson of Joseph
Solomon. Later remarrjed to Rachel Gratz, daughter of Barnard
Gratz. Moved to Baltimore where he helped lead the battle for
Jewish civil rights.

RACHEL SIMON ETTING

Rachel was born in 1764. In 1783 she married Solomon Etting
(1764-1847). Solomon Etting was the son of Elijah Etting, the only
colonial Jew in York, Penna. His mother was Shinah Solomon, the
daughter of Lancaster’s Joseph Solomon. Although Rachel died on
January 14, 1790 at the age of 26, she did bear four children.
Solomon Etting later re-married to Rachel Gratz, daughter of Joseph
Simon’s business partner Barnard Gratz.

While in Lancaster from 1783 to 1790, he was a partner of
Joseph Simon. As a former Philadephia Mason, Solomon constituted
and installed the first officers of Lodge No. 43 of Free and Accepted
Masons in Lancaster on April 2, 1785. He served as treasurer and
Worshipful Master (1790-1791) of the local lodge. After his second
marriage he moved to Baltimore and led the fight for Jewish State
civil rights. His “Jew Bill” finally became law in 1825 and Solomon
was then elected to Baltimore’s City Council and served as its presi-

dent. . .
Leah Simon Phillips

Leah, who was born in 1763, married Levy Phillips (1754-1832) in
1785. Levy Phillips, at Simon's death, was his favorite son-in-law, with
Michael Gratz out of favor and Dr. Nicholas Schuyler, a gentile, living
in Troy, New York. In Leah and Levy's care was left Myer, Moses, and
Hester. Simon also left to Phillips his Torahs and other religious
articles.

Levy, from about 1790 to 1804, was a partner of Simon, although
he lived mostly in Philadelphia. Phillips was in the third layer of Phila-
delphia society; that is, he was listed as a ‘‘gentlemen and merchant.’’
He was extremely active in Mikveh Israel and served as President in
1788, 1793, 1819-1821. During a period in which Mikveh Israel had no

Hazzan, Phillips conducted the wedding of Rachel Seixas to Joseph
Jonas. He was the only member of Sephardic Mikveh Israel to also
donate money to the German Rodolph Sholom congregation when it
was formed. To discourage inter-marriage he proposed a By-law
(which was defeated) which would have deprived synagogal honors to
‘‘a Jew or Jewess who marries a Christian and the son of a Jewess who
is not made a Jew according the Law of Moses.’” ***

Again, we call upon Rebecca Gratz. She wrote in 1832 ‘‘Levy Phil-
lips death has left his poor blind wife entirely destitute, indeed he was
so impoverished as to be supported by his nephews for several years
previous to his death.'"'** Leah, who died August 21, 1842 and Levy
Phillips had no children.

Miriam Simon Gratz

Miriam, the first born, married Michael Gratz. Miriam was born
in 1749 and Michael in 1740. Their marriage on June 20, 1769 was the
social event of the year in Philadelphia. Young Gershom Seixas was
brought in from New York to perform the ceremony.

Even though Miriam was the mother of Rebecca Gratz, her death
in 1808 came too early to be a part of Rebecca's correspondence. How-
ever, Sarah Ann Hays (1805-1894), niece of Rebecca, te about her
impression of her grandmother Miriam from a portrait she admired,
““The sweet placidity of my grandmother (Miriam Gratz) with her
folded white hands in her lap, her brilliant black eyes and intelligent
face, mingled with sweetness, and a ladylike composure over the
whole, which convinces you she was a sweet, quiet, gentle lady.’’***

Miriam Simon (1749-1808), first child of Joseph Simon.
Married Michael Gratz, Joseph Simon'’s business associ-
ate, on June 20, 1769. Mother of Rebecca Gratz.

Miriam was one of the incorporators in Philadelphia of the Female
Association for the Relief of Women and Children in Reduced Circum-
stances which was founded in 1801.

Entire books and many articles have been written on the brothers
Michael and Barnard Gratz. For our purposes let us say that they were
the leading Jewish Merchants in Philadelphia, at that time, and from
the early 1760’s were associated with Joseph Simon in many joint
ventures. However, by the late 1790’s, there was a falling out between
the Gratzes and Simon. After the retirement from active management
of Michael (who died in 1811) and Barnard (who died in 1801) in about
1795, the bad feelings continued with the sons Simon and Hyman Gratz
who traded as S.and H.Gratz.

These were the sons, daughters and sons-in-law of Joseph and
Rosa Simon. Let us list them again:

Miriam (1749-1808) married Michael Gratz (1740-1811);

Moses (1751-1816) retarded, never married;

Hiam (1753?-1753?) son who died as an infant;

Belah (1755-1832) married Solomon Myers-Cohen (1744-1796);

Myer (1757-1825) retarded, never married;

Shinah (1762-1815) married Dr. Nicholas Schuyler (1755-1824);

Leah (1763-1842) married Levy Phillips (1754-1832);
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Rachel (1764-1790) married Solomon Etting (1764-1847);
Sarah (1767?-1771) died as a child;
Hester (1772?-1820) never married.
Now we can turn our attention to the next generation, the grandchild-
ren.
THE GRANDCHILDREN OF JOSEPH SIMON—THE THIRD
GENERATION

Leah and Levy Phillips had no children.
Shinah and Dr. Nicholas Schuyler had no children.

Rachel and Solomon Etting had four children. Bilah died as an in-
fant, year unknown. Elijah (1784-1854) never married. Joseph
(1788-1856) was unmarried. Miriam Etting (1787-1808) married Jacob
Myers on July 31, 1806. They had two sons, both of whom Solomon Et-
ting Myers (1807-1844) and Horatio Gratz Myers (1808-1834) remained
unmarried.’® In all probability after the death of Rachel Simon Etting
and the marriage of Solomon to Rachel Gratz, these children went to
live with their remarried father. Nevertheless, this blood line ended
with the great-grandchildren (the 4th generation).

Belah and Solomon Myers-Cohen had eight children, none of
whom married. They were Sarah (1779-1840), Rachel (1783-1850),
Elkaleh (1785-1875), Abraham (1787-1859), Samuel (1789-1863), Eleaz-
ar (1793-1873), Joseph Simon (1791-1858), and Rebecca (1782-1840).
We should note that this third generation was ‘‘Cohen’’ rather than
‘‘Myers-Cohen.”’

Joseph Simon Cohen, named for his grandfather, attended the
University of Pennsylvania and graduated in 1813 with a law degree.
He was admitted to the Bar and his name is listed among Lancaster’s
lawyers. In 1829, he lost when he ran for Philadelphia City Assembly.
In 1840, he was appointed prothonotary of the Supreme Court of Penn-
sylvania and served until 1853. While he was in office, his brother
Abraham was bail commissioner and Brother Eleazar was search clerk
for the court.**

Earlier, in 1809, brothers Abraham and Eleazar opened up an
apothecary shop selling ‘‘a variety of basic pharmaceutical in quantity
and a general assortment of Fresh Drugs and Medicines.”” In 1821,
they helped form the Philadelphia College of Pharmacy. Abraham, also
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in 1800, opened the first Jewish pawn shop in Philadelphia.

Since none of the children married, Belah and Solomon’s blood line
ended with grandchildren, the third generation.

Miriam and Michael Gratz had twelve children. Some of their de-
scendants are alive today. However, none is Jewish. This family
fathered by Michael Gratz, was very successful and famous. We shall
try to briefly tell of them.

Solomon was born in 1770 and died in1774.

Frances (1771-1852) married Reuben Etting (1762-1848). Reuben
was the brother of Solomon Etting. He was a U.S. marshal having been
appointed by Thomas Jefferson in 1801. They had nine children.

Simon (1773-1839) married a non-Jew Mary Smith. He and his
brother took over from B. and M. Gratz and called their firm S. and H.
Gratz. They had eight children, all non-Jews.

Richea (1774-1858) married Samuel Hays (1764-1838). They had
ten children. Richea, in 1787, was in the first class of Franklin College
(later Franklin and Marshall) and was the first Jewish woman so edu-
cated.

Hyman (1776-1857) never married. He and Simon were associated
in the S. and H. Gratz business. He also was a member of that class in
1787 of Franklin College. He was involved in numerous civic and reli-
gious activities in Philadelphia. Before he died, he set up a trust fund
which endowed and founded Gratz College. Hyman was treasurer of
Mikveh Israel in 1824 and president of the Pennsylvania Company in
1837. Jonathon died young, dates unknown.

Sarah (1779-1817) was unmarried.

Rebecca (1781-1869) was unmarried and quite famous. Many arti-
cles have been written about Rebecca Gratz.

Rachel (1783-1823) married Solomon Moses(1774-1857). They had
nine children who were raised with the help of Rebecca Gratz.

Joseph (1785-1858) was unmarried. He fought in the War of 1812.
Joseph joined brothers Simon and Hyman in business, now known as
Simon Gratz and Company. He was a director of the Atlantic Insurance
Company. Joseph served on the Board of the Pennsylvania Institution
for the Deaf and Dumb, and the Apprentices Library which served
tradesmen and artisans.

Jacob (1789-1856) was unmarried. His will however listed a son
Robert Henry Gratz. Apparently he had a mistress. He served in the
War of 1812. In 1812, when Jacob and brother Benjamin were old
enough, the firm of Simon Gratz and Company, became Simon Gratz
and Brothers. He was involved with the Union Canal and became its
president in 1834. He was also involved with the Orphan Society or
Asylum, Pa. Institution for the Deaf and Dumb, Philadelphia Library
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and the Athenaeum. He was a Representative to the Pennsylvania
House and elected to the Pennsylvania Senate in 1839.

Benjamin (1792-1884) had the honor of marrying twice, both times
to non-Jews. He was sent by the brothers to look over their land hold-
ings in Kentucky where he settled. He was a lawyer having been ad-
mitted to the Bar in 1817. He fought in the War of 1812 and became a
1st lieutenant. In 1819, Benjamin made the move to Kentucky and
lived there the rest of his life. He married first, Maria Cecil Gist, in
1819, and then Ann Maria Boswell Shelby in 1843. Benjamin fathered
six children one of which, Anna, married Thomas Hart Clay (grandson
of Henry Clay) descendants of whom are alive today. It was Mrs.
Thomas Hart Clay who turned over to Rabbi David Philipson in the
1920's many letters of Rebecca Gratz. The introduction to his book
“Letters of Rebecca Gratz'' Jewish Publication Society, 1929, tells
about the lives of the children of Michael and Miriam Gratz and their
grandchildren."*

JOSEPH SIMON’S WILL AND ESTATE

On October 26, 1799, Joseph Simon wrote his will. As a man of 87,
he thought the time had come to put some order into his affairs. His
will is a masterpiece that would impress the highest priced lawyer. It is
one of the longest and most complex recorded in the 18th or 19th centu-
ries in Lancaster County. It had to be that way, for he had many contin-
gencies to deal with.

Certain gifts he gave outright. To sons Myer and Moses he gave a
bed and two blankets-each. Myer (age 42) and Moses (age 58) were
both retarded. To unmarried daughter Hester, in her 30’s, he gave a
bed and four blankets. The only reason one can give for Hester receiv-
ing four instead of two blankets was the possibility of her marrying
someday.

Daughter Shinah, who married a non-Jew, was given 400 pounds
outright. Because of her marriage, she may have been out of favor and
excluded from the bulk of the residuary estate. Simon states very clear-
ly that she is to receive only the money and his share of the Indiana
Company and nothing more. The shares in the Indiana Company (land
grants in the Ohio Valley which were never confirmed by the British or
American governments) were worthless. However, Simon, at his
death, still clung to a hope of some value. It is interesting, in view of
his feelings toward the marriage, that if Shinah died first and if there
were no children, then her husband Dr. Nicholas Schuyler would re-
ceive this bequest. He could have simply made it null and void.

Levy Phillips, his son-in-law, received his Torahs and other relig-
ious articles. He had the right to use them, but. eventually, they were
to go to Congregation Mikveh Israel in Philadelphia.

Rachel Gratz (1783-1823) sister of Rebecca Gratz and
daughter of Miriam Simon and Michael Gratz. After her
death at the age of 40, unmarried Rebecca helped Rachel's
husband Solomon Moses, care for her nine children.

In his December 3, 1802 codicil 1he gave $500.00 outright to Levy
Andrew Levy. It is most curious that he called Levy ‘‘a friend’’ and ig-
nored the fact that he was Levy's uncle. Also, in 1802, he left to his two
oldest male grandchildren, (still in favor) Abraham Cohen and Joseph
Simon Cohen, five shares in the Philadelphia and Lancaster Turnpike
purchased in June 1792, and one share in the Susquehanna and Lan-
caster Turnpike. Until they became of age, they would receive the
dividends or interest. If one should die, the other would get his
share. If both should die, their children would receive the bequest.
If there were no children, the brothers of Abraham Cohen and
Joseph Simon Cohen would receive the bequest.



He released from all debts owed to him both Levy Andrew Levy
and the estate of his late son-in-law Solomon M. Cohen.

He made a point to exclude from his estate the children born of
Solomon Etting and his first wife, Simon’s daughter Rachel. I suppose
that after the death of Rachel, the children lived with their father who
had remarried only a year after the death of Rachel. He married Rachel
Gratz, daughter of Barnard Gratz and Simon knew that these children
were well taken care of.

Basically, the balance of his estate was divided into two portions.
One was a trust and the second his residuary estate. The trust was to
care for Myer, Moses and Hester.

His will states that Levy Phillips is to ‘‘faithfully take care of my
sons Moses and Myer and my daughter (Hester) and to be to them an
upright guardian and treat them tenderly and to keep them to reside
with him and provide them sufficient diet and drink.”” Levy Phillips
and Simon’s daughter Leah Phillips along with her sister Belah Simon
Myer-Cohen were executors of the estate.

This trust was to have a value of 6000 pounds or about $15,000. It
was to be so invested as to yield about 360 pounds yearly in support. As
each died, his or her share of the trust would sink into the residuary
estate. If Hester should ever marry, her share of the trust would sink
into the residuary estate at the time of her marriage.

The trust was to be funded as follows: First, his personal property
was to be sold. Second, his goods on hand and furniture in his store
were to be sold. Levy Phillips, his partner in the store, had the first
option to purchase these goods at Simon's cost. His 1802 codicil chang-
ed that to cost less 20%. He could spread the payment over three to
five years, and for the first year he would have to pay no interest to the
trust. Simon felt these two assets would cover the trust. However, if
they should not, then the rents from his properties or the proceeds from
their sale would be used.

By the process of elimination, Levy Phillips was his favorite and
most trustworthy son-in-law. Simon had no competent sons. Son-in-
law Dr. Nicholas Schuyler was in Troy, New York, and Michael Gratz,
as we will see later, was out of favor. Levy Phillips had first right to
purchase the Simon Real Estate. So there would be no valuation prob-
lem, Simon listed the value in his will. The home he lived in, his stables
and garden, and Simon's adjacent home, then rented by a Mr. Barton,
were valued at 900 pounds. The store was valued at 600 pounds. His
five acres of land in Manheim Township, adjoining property of Adam
Weaver and William Bausman on the road to Binkley's Bridge, with its
buildings, was valued at 400 pounds. Simon even went so far as to sub-
divide between his two homes on the southwest corner, the 19 pounds
of ground rent he had to pay yearly to the Hamilton Estate.

The residuary estate would be everything left after the outright
gifts ($500 to Levy, 400 pounds to Shinah, stock to the Cohen children
and the Trust). This was to be divided among his living daughters. It is
interesting that, at first, during the lifetime of the daughters, they
would receive the interest (which was a product of an investment to
yield at least 6%). However, they would never receive the principal.
Each daughter’s share would go to her children, if any. If there were no
children, each daughter’s share would go to the eight children of Belah
Simon Myer-Cohen. This was changed in his codicils. In his 1802
codicil, Leah received her share outright. In his 1803 codicil, Levy
Phillips was given the option to give widowed Belah all or part of her
share outright.

Simon had five daughters who could have been eligible to share in
this residuary trust. Leah Simon Phillips and Belah Simon Myer-Cohen
had full rights with no conditions. Shinah Simon Schuyler, as we
related above, was cut out completely. Hester, would be included if she
ever married. Miriam Simon Gratz would share under certain condi-
tions.

Apparently prior to the writing of the will, a judgment in a law suit
instigated by Gratz was granted against Simon and in favor of Michael
Gratz in the amount of 1,075 pounds. Simon resented this judgment
and, prior to writing the will, paid half of it off. He stated that if the
balance was forgiven, then Miriam would share in the residuary trust.
However, in the 1802 codicil, Simon paid off the second half and writes
‘‘and whereas I have received many hardships from son-in-law Gratz
and his sons (Hyman and Simon) and in the settlement of our accounts
they have taken unfair advantage of me, by reason thereof they have, in
an indirect way, received a full portion of my estate. . . .I order my ex-
ecutors. . . .to pay to my said daughter Miriam 100 pounds specie. . .at
the same time declaring that I do so from a sense of justice, having no
dislike to her personally, still retaining all my love and affection to my
dear daughter Miriam."’

Simon had another cute clause. If any heir filed suit against this
will, then all costs to fight the suit would be deducted from his or her
share of the estate.

This is the “‘gist’’ of his will. It is apparent that he was as fair and
as thorough in death as he was in life.

After his death in 1804, his executors Leah and Levy Phillips and
Belah Myers-Cohen followed the wishes of Simon as expressed in his
Will. How much was Simon worth when he died? The inventory of his
personal property and notes and debts due him have survived and is the
property of the Lancaster County Historical Society. The value of the
items was listed as 3,176 pounds. His executors sold his home and an-
other property with a house on it for $12,700. His store on Penn Square
was sold for $6,500. A small lot near the square was sold for 175
pounds. Three houses on Chestnut Street sold for $700. Five acres in
Manheim Township was sold for 500 pounds.'®” Converting everything
to pounds his minimum estate value was 12,000 pounds or $30,000. He
was a very wealthy man for those days. We, of course, don’t know of
other assets he had that may have escaped us. My guess is that he was
worth more than that.

Estate of Joseph Simon In The Courts

Before the Simon estate could be settled, legal actions would be
taken which would conclude with a decision of the Pennsylvania Su-
preme Court in 1830 and the United States Supreme Court in 1850. The
former case was Gratz vs Phillips and the latter Gratz vs Cohen. Both
cases go back to the partnership of Simon, Levy Andrew Levy, David
Franks and William Trent, in Pittsburgh in 1760. They involve mort-
gages, deeds, and transfers which took place over the next 60 years.
Although both cases dealt with the Simon estate, they were actually two
separate actions with different charges and counter charges.

SIMON GRATZ, JOSEPH GRATZ AND JACOB GRATZ, admin-
istrators of MICHAEL GRATZ, deceased, against LEVY PHILLIPS,
LEAH PHILLIPS AND BELAH COHEN.

This court action is very, very complicated and your author sug-
gests that those interested refer directly to the Report of the Case by
William Rawle, Charles Penrose and Frederick Watts in their Volume 1
no. 2 of ‘‘Reports of Cases adjudged in the Supreme Court of Pennsyl-
vania’’ May Term 1830. Additionally, reference can be made to court
actions leading up to this one as listed in the above report.

The partnership of Simon, Levy, Franks and Trent, formed in 1760,
ceased to operate in 1763 after the Indian raids on their storehouses
which placed them in debt. By 1769, William Trent still owed Simon
and Franks 8,164 pounds. To secure that debt, Trent gave, to Simon
and Franks a mortgage on 7,500 acres in Cumberland County, Pennsyl-
vania.

Additionally, and this will be important later, Trent gave to Simon,
to secure a private debt owed to Simon alone, lands which were to be
known as the ‘‘Proctor Lands."’

By the end of 1769, Simon and Franks held a mortgage on 7,500
acres of land to secure Trent's debt. As we have learned, the War came
and went, and Franks was exiled to London. While in London, Franks
became indebted to Amos Hayton. As payment of this debt, Franks
conveyed his interest in the Trent mortgage to Tench Coxe and Issac
Hazelhurst in 1786.

Franks later returned to America. Either due to old age or dishon-
esty, Franks conveyed this very same interest in the Trent mortgage to
Barnard and Michael Gratz on May 18, 1790.

Several days thereafter, Simon, not knowing about either of these
two transfers, foreclosed on the Trent mortgage and bought at sheriff
sale 12 tracts of lands (of 15) that were part of the mortgage. Simon
was advised of the Franks to Gratz transfer (but not the London trans-
fer) and executed a declaration of trust dated August 2, 1790, in which
he promised to pay to Gratz one-half of all proceeds from sales of these
lands or rentals.

Over the years, various tracts of these lands were sold and Simon
made payments to Michael Gratz. Apparently, Gratz felt that Simon
had not paid him enough and brought suits to that effect. Prior to
Simon'’s writing of his will, a judgment must have been made to Mich-
ael Gratz. Simon in his Will, as we will recall, wrote out Miriam and
Michael Gratz, due to Simon'’s having to pay this judgment which he
felt was unfair.

In May of 1802, Thomas Billington, who had become agent for the
Londoners Coxe and Hazelhurst, contacted Simon concerning the
Franks transfer in 1786. Simon, through son-in-law Levy Phillips (who
was his agent), got Simon Gratz, who acted for his father Michael
Gratz, to indemnify Simon against any claims of the London group.
Simon died in 1804.

It is at this point that conflicts arise. 1rent had transferred to
Simon the ‘‘Proctor Lands.”’ Simon, who could neither read nor write,
throughout his life assumed incorrectly that his ‘‘George’s Valley"’
lands were the ‘‘Proctor Lands.’” Simon’s books, which were kept for
several years by Simon Gratz (a party to the suit), accounted for these
‘‘George's Valley'’ lands on his own account and all other lands as part
of the Simon and Franks (Gratz) arrangement. After Simon died, the
Gratz estate tried to collect proceeds from Simon'’s sale of the ‘‘George

23



Valley’’ lands. They had previously been paid for the sale of other
lands which Simon thought to be the ‘‘Proctor Lands.”’ That is, Gratz
tried to collect twice due to the Simon error; first on the supposed
‘“‘Proctor Lands’’ on which they were paid in error and second, on the
‘‘George's Valley’’ lands to which they were entitled. The Simon heirs
wanted a financial off-set on this double payment.

The Simon heirs also tried to make a case that the transfer from
Franks to Gratz was invalid due to the previous transfer to the London
group. This was disallowed since the London group transferred their
interest to a George Davis in 1793 who later sold it to the Gratz people
for $600 in 1806. This, in effect, made Gratz the holder of both trans-
fers.

The lower court ruled in favor of the Gratz heirs and ordered Levy
Phillips, who had been receiving cash from sales of Simon property, to
pay to Gratz heirs their share. The Simon heirs then appealed the rul-
ing.

The Gratz heirs then added another facet to the case. They came
upon a document signed by Levy Andrew Levy which would have made
null and void the deed of transfer from Trent to Simon of the ‘‘Proctor
Lands.”’ If Simon alone did not own these lands in the first place, they
would have been part of the original Simon and Franks mortgage. The
argument of the Simon heirs was that Levy Andrew Levy did not have
the power to act for his uncle. Therefore, this document of Levy’s is not
acceptable. From the opinion of Justice Huston:

By the evidence he (Levy) had no authority: he (Levy) says (in a disposi-
tion) “‘I never executed any other deed of defeasance than the one in ques-
tion. I frequently wrote letters, signed receipts and other papers of conse-
quence for him, by which he at all times considered himself (Simon) bound. I
kept all his books of accounts, for upwards of thirty years; never had a written
power of attorney’’

Now to me this presents the idea of a clerk in a store, or acting partner,
and not an attorney in law or fact as to lands. He (Levy) does not say (in the
disposition) any of those important papers related to lands, or that he had
authority to execute this, or that Joseph Simon knew of it. (The disposition
was taken in 1816 on another court matter and Levy, who died in 1829, was
not available as a witness in this case).

Another part of the case was that only Levy Phillips received
monies from the sale of lands. Therefore, Leah Phillips and Belah
Cohen should not be held responsible to pay the Gratz heirs. The case
listed both Phillips and Belah as individuals and not as executors of
Simon'’s estate. The court ruled that they were accountable, particular-
ly Leah Phillips as wife of Levy Phillips. The final decision of the Penn-
sylvania Supreme Court was to order a new trial to determine what, if
anything, was owed by Levy Phillips to the Gratz Estate. As we will
see, the new trial never took place.

Simon Gratz’s Executors And Others, Appellants, v.
Samuel M. Cohen And Eleazer L. Cohen

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES DECEMBER TERM 1850

‘‘Where a deed was executed by an aged women, the sole surviving executrix
of her father, with power under the will to sell, with a view to put an end to a
long family litigation in which some judgments had been obtained, and other
suits were then existing, and who owned the whole or nearly the whole of the
residuary interest of the estate; and the settlement was made with delibera-
tion, and, under advice of business friends, and the consideration of the deed
was a sum of money in hand, with a stipulation on the part of the grantee,
that he would pay over any surplus which the lands might yield after paying
all reasonable expenses and legal claims, — this deed cannot be set aside on
the ground of fraud’’

The decision of the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania in 1830, let
stand until a new trial, awards to the estate of Michael Gratz from the
estate of Joseph Simon. Although legal appeals were still under way,
as of 1832, the Simon estate still owed the Gratz estate $7,916 from one
judgment and $2,967 from another judgment.

Levy Phillips died in 1832 leaving only Leah Phillips and Belah
Myers-Cohen as living executors of the Simon estate. During the year
between the death of Levy Phillips and Belah Cohen, Leah made over-
tures to Simon Gratz (administrator of the estate of his father Michael
Gratz) to settle these debts and court actions still pending. Her motiva-
tion seemed to be a desire to settle, once and for all, the estate of
Joseph Simon. Belah was dying and Leah, infirm and almost blind,
wanted to terminate her role as executor. The estate of Simon still
owned lands which she was incapable of managing or selling. Further-
more she was destitute.

During the year in which Belah was dying, and without Belah’s
knowledge or that of her eight children, Leah met several times with
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Simon Gratz both at his counting house and at her home. Simon Gratz
made her a proposition to settle the litigation and estates and advised
Leah to seek the counsel of gentlemen friends. She sought their advice
and agreed to terms as set forth by Simon Gratz.

They waited until Belah died on January 28, 1833. Then Leah, as
sole executrix, could act on her own. On February 15, 1833, only 17
days after Belah’s death, the agreement was consummated. In
exchange for dropping all legal actions in opposition to the awarded
debts of the Simon estate to the Gratz estate for $7,916 and $2,967, and
for $1,500 in cash payable to Leah, Leah conveyed title to 17 tracts of
land still in the estate of Simon. In addition, Simon Gratz, after he sold
these plots, would turn over to the Simon estate any profits (over and
above $7,916 + $2,967 + $1,500) that he might realize. This transac-
tion settled and closed the estate of Joseph Simon.

When Joseph Simon Cohen, representing the children of Belah,
found out on June 13, 1833, about the deal, he became enraged. It was
this group’s feeling that Leah ‘‘sold out’’ their late mother’s, and hence
their interest, in the Simon estate too cheaply. However, it was not
until 1839 that they filed suit. The reason for that was that they waited
for the five years to pass which made null and void the $7,916 award.
This claim was not pressed due to the agreement (verbal only) between
Gratz and Phillips. They, likewise, just beat the deadline for suit in
their case. Their case was based on the fact that negotiation took place
while Belah was alive and without her knowledge, Leah and Simon
Gratz had conspired to defraud Belah, and hence, her children, from
her share of the Simon estate. Simply put, the lands, in their opinion,
were worth more than the $12,483 in value received by Leah Phillips.

The first court to hear the case was the Circuit Court of Appeal for
the Eastern District in 1848. The court sided with the Cohens and
ordered that the value of the lands be ascertained as of 1833 (the date of
the agreement). This was done and $9,415.29 plus interest from Octo-
ber 14, 1843 was awarded to the Cohens. The Gratz heirs then appeal-
ed to the Supreme Court.

Simon Gratz had died in 1839 and Leah Phillips in 1842. Hence,
both the Circuit Court and the Supreme Court had to hear the case with-
out the benefit of the only two people who knew the whole story. Each,
however, had given dispositions in early 1839 after the suit was filed by
the Cohen'’s.

The Supreme Court reversed the decision of the lower court. They
made several points. The first was that Leah, as sole executrix in Feb-
ruary of 1833, had every legal right to sell or transfer the Simon lands.
The second was that Belah Cohen, from as early as 1812, had been ad-
vanced approximately $6,500 by Levy Phillips from her share of the
Simon estate. Therefore, she received what, in the final accounting,
was far more than her fair share. The third point made was that in set-
tling family litigation, different values must be put on transactions than
would be put on those of complete strangers.

Mr. Justice Woodbury delivered the opinion of the court:

‘*—Some time prior to 1804 Joseph Simon and Michael Gratz purchased in
partnership large tracts of land in Pennsylvania, the title deeds running to
the former alone, under an agreement to account to the latter for half the pro-
ceeds. As sale of them were made from time to time, difficulties and litiga-
tion arose between them as to proceeds. . .all of which appear to have been
decided against Simon.

He complained much that Gratz had obtained from him more than he
was entitled to. Accordingly, when Simon made his will and died in 1804, he
forbade by the last codicil, any portion of his estate going to Michael Gratz or
his wife Miriam, who was the daughter of Simon. . . .

By the death of Mr. Phillips in 1832, and of Mrs. Cohen in January 1833,
Mrs. Phillips had become the sole surviving executrix, and she in February
1833, proposed to Simon Gratz, executor of Michael Gratz, to make final set-
tlement of the claims on his part against the estate of Joseph Simon. At that
time, Simon Gratz held unsatisfied a judgment against Levy Phillips and
Mrs. Cohen, which had been recovered in 1831 for $7,916.73.

There was another action pending, which was brought by Gratz's Execu-
tors against Simon Executors, in which an award had been made to Gratz for
$2,967, but exceptions had been taken to it, not yet acted on.

At that time, too, Mrs. Cohen had received from Simon's estate, as early
as 1812, $1,008, which, with interest to 1833, amounted to near $6,500, and
none of it had ever been refunded by her. . ...

Now the $1,500 in money, and the $10,000 in the two judgments, with in-
terest, were probably very near the value of the lands as situated in 1833. But
to remove all doubts as to the fairness and fulness of the consideration,
Simon Gratz further agreed to pay over to Mrs. Phillips any surplus the lands
might yield after paying all reasonable expenses and legal claims. . . .

It is next said (by the Cohens) in support of the alleged fraud, that Mrs.
Phillips was an aged female (69), little accustomed to business, and likely to
be over reached by so shrewd and capable a man as Simon Gratz. But Mrs.
Phillips though aged, is proved to have been intelligent and capable. She
applied to him (Gratz) rather than he to her to make the settlement, and he
suggested the advice and aid of her business friends rather than attempting a
secret and sudden settlement. Full time was given to make inquiries and cal-



culations, rather than using haste. Though Mrs. Phillips did not confer with
the plaintiffs, she was not bound to consult the Cohen heirs more than others;
and the contract by Simon Gratz to pay over any surplus secured and eventu-
al interest of theirs as fully as they themselves could have done, and wisely
put an end to a protracted family litigation, as expensive and ruinous as it
was derogatory.

He (Simon Gratz), too, could manage it better than any female, and in-
stead of taking advantage of her, or any body she represented, he became lia-
ble to account for any surplus, if any should occur. . . .

In fine, we are at a loss to see any strong indications of fraud in any part
of this transaction, either by S. Gratz or Mrs. Phillips; and most of what ap-
pears, at first, in some degree objectionable, seems reconciled with perfect
integrity when we advert to the legal presumptions in favor of those charged
with misbehavior, and to the family connections between the parties and the
preponderating equites of the case.

But in the family settlement it is proper to look to equitable circum-
stances, and not to expect all such technical formalities as prevail between
strangers. The consideration actually paid in money was $1,500, and though
Mrs. Phillips may have regarded it as for her rather than the estate of Simon,

yet it made little difference, as she was the only residucary devisee of Simon
surviving; and if Mrs. Cohen had been already paid more than her share, as
seems probable, this sum would virtually go to Mrs. Phillips alone, as it
would first in or belong to the estate, and then to her as devisee. It was in
fact also paid to her for matters connected with the estate, and while she was
executrix of the estate, instead of being, as argued (by Cohens), a personal
bribe to her.”

Thus, in 1850, Joseph Simon could finally rest in peace.

I

Early Jewish Settlement in Heidelberg (Schaefferstown) —
Fact or Fiction

A thorny debate for local historians, has been the early ‘‘Jewish”’
community in Heidelberg. Heidelberg, now known as Schaefferstown,
was originally in Lancaster County, but is now part of Lebanon County.

The question is: Was there one or two colonial Jewish communi-
ties in Heidelberg? I shall attempt to present both points of view with-
out taking sides.

There is no dispute concerning a Jewish community that began
about 1759. In that year Barnard Jacobs, the mohel, settled ‘‘on the
Millcreek Road, five miles above Conrad Weiser's Tavern.”” Others
known to be in town about that time were Isaac Levy, Nathan Wolf and
Jacob Levy.**®* We recall, that until 1773, Joseph Simon and Benjamin
Nathan were partners in a general store as well.

The Earlier Community?

Earlier by 1723, Conrad Weiser is said to have led a sizable
number of German families from the upper Susquehanna River in New
York, down to the area in question. They called it Heidelberg, because
of its ‘‘resemblance to that German community.”’ Either as part of
this group, or on their own, a few Sephardic Portuguese Jewish traders
may have settled among these Germans.

Among these Germans were religious exotics and eccentrics or
Pietists. Julius Friedrich Sachse tells of them: ***

‘‘Jewish Indian-traders, whose headquarters were near Schaefferstown
from 1720 on, made themselves potently felt among the Pennsylvania Ger-
mans. In their wanderings from community to community in search of peltry,
they soon b acquainted with isolated religious groups, each one intent
on fanning the flames of its own fanaticism. These German settlers’ whose
reason was almost dethroned with religious excitement and vagaries’, on
coming in contact with Jewish traders were deeply infl d by their belief:
. . .Jewish religious practices seem to have been widely imitated. Circumci-
sion was practiced. Dietary laws were strictly observed."

‘“‘Several German families not content with a partial following of the
Mosaic code ‘returned to the old dispensation, and with these accessions
quite a Jewish community was formed in Lancaster County."’

*“They built a log house of worship on an old Indian trail ‘the first syna-
gogue in the American desert’. They employed a Hazzan, whose home ad-
joined the synagogue. Nearby they buried their dead. To what extent these
practices actually made Jews of these theologically confused Christians, we
are not in a position to say.’’ 160

Julius Sachse, the first to report on these ‘‘Jewish Christians’’
wrote on them in the 1890’s. In 1908, Mr. Peter Borry, then 99, told of
the existence of an old log building called ‘‘The School.’’ In this build-
ing he took singing lessons as a child. This building, could have been

the old synagogue. Mr. Borry also recalled a building called the ‘‘Jew
House.”' He was uncertain if this was the same as ‘‘The School.”’

There also exists a statement of Elizabeth Rex who was born in
1776. She declared that an old limestone building, at the corner of
Sheetz’s Alley, was the Jewish House of Worship. Two of these three
buildings, could be the same building and one could be the synagogue
and the other the home of the Hazzan.’®

Additionally, as late as 1886, limestone walls still stood around
what is supposed to be the old Jewish Burial Ground. The cemetery
was clearly indicated on an 1875 map of Schaefferstown as being 185
feet to the east of Market Street near the Landis Cemetery. Mr. Samuel
Clark of Lebanon, who has devoted a lifetime to the study of the Jews of
Heidelberg, excavated part of this cemetery in May of 1955 with Sam S.
Farver an archaeologist. They discovered five graves— four children
and one adult. However the coffins and state of the bodies, indicated a
burial no earlier than 1820. It should be pointed out that this was only
part of the supposed Jewish cemetery and further excavations were not
made. '¢*

What have we said? There seems no doubt, that by tradition,
there was an early community of people who practiced Jewish religious
traits. In all probability, they worshiped in a separate building and may
have had a residence for their leader. No doubt too, they buried their
dead in a small cemetery. Indeed some citizens of this town, even
today, do not mix milk and meat. This habit handed down through the
generations, is part of the Jewish dietary laws.

What is important is this. If these early settlers were to be consid-
ered as true Jews, then Schaefferstown, as Heidelberg, would have a
Jewish community older than Lancaster and more sophisticated than
Philadelphia in the 1720’s.

One fact is clear. The community we discussed, is not the few Jew-
ish traders. We are talking about former Christians, who on their own,
returned to Judaism. That is the key: Were they true converts, were
they Jews? Some theologians argue that they could be considered
Jews. However, most leading American Jewish historians (many of
which are Rabbis) do not consider them as Jews.

Rabbi Dr. Jacob Marcus states:

“‘To be sure there were Jews in Heidelberg during the decade of the
1750's. Barnard Jacobs, for instance, lived in the neighborhood at a time
when the Judaizers (self-converted Christians) were flourishing. Jacobs,
moreover, functioned as a Rabbi of sorts for the Jews throughout the area,
but his circumcision book, which is still existant, makes no mention of the cir-
cumcision of a single proselyte. Some recollections of Jacobs probably lin-
gers on in the Schaefferstown story; late traditions have in all likelihood mer-
ged into one to make him out the Rabbi of the Judaizing Sabbatarians and to
recast his home as the synagogue or shul. If there ever was a Jewish ceme-
tery. . . .it was probably a private burying ground for the two or three Jewish
families who lived in the town and in its immediate environs. The Schaeffers-
town Jewish community never existed outside the inventions of American
folklore’" ' 63

The creation and sub-dividing of Lancaster County is as follows:

Lancaster from Chester County 1729

York from Lancaster County 1749

Cumberland from Lancaster County 1750

Berks from Philadelphia, Chester and Lancaster Counties 1752
Dauphin from Lancaster County 1789

Adams from York County 1800

Lebanon from Dauphin and Berks 1813

I1

Simon’s Marriage Date & Susannah Levy Not A Simon

If my conclusion is to be accepted, I must correct an existing as-
sumption and head off a potential observation. Since 1898, Levy An-
drew Levy has been referred to as both a nephew and a son-in-law of
Joseph Simon. According to Samuel Evans in his ‘‘Sketch of Joseph
Simon’’ which appeared in the Papers Read Before the Lancaster
County Historical Society, Volume III, 1898, Levy Andrew Levy was
married to Susannah Simon.

This statement of Evans has never been documented and, unfortu-
nately, has been repeated by almost all American Jewish historians
since that time. Part of my research was to determine the birthdate of
all Simon children. Susannah’s had previously never been determined.
The Jacob's Mohel records list a birth to the Levy-Susannah union in
1762. If we assume that Susannah was no younger than 15, then her
date of birth could have been as late as 1747. That date is a little too
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close to the Simon-Bunn marriage date of 1747-1748. Ira Rosenwaike, a
historian of Baltimore Jews (where Susannah died), found an obituary
for her in a Boston paper (Baltimore papers had none). It indicated that
she was about 62 when she died in 1807. This would demand a 1745
birth which is definitely too soon for the Simon-Bunn marriage.

I began to challenge the previous assumption that Susannah Levy
was a Simon daughter. Her obituary did list a middle initial of *‘S"’
which could stand for Simon. There also was hereditary insanity in
both the Simon and Levy families which could link Susannah to Simon.
But this is the only evidence found to support the daughter theory.

In addition to her date of birth, there is other evidence to prove
that she was not a Simon daughter. Joseph Simon in 1799 wrote a very
long and complicated will. In it he mentions every living son, daughter
and son-in-law and labels each as such. Susannah is not mentioned at
all and Levy Andrew Levy is mentioned, forgiven of debts, left $500 and
called a friend. Anyone who reads this will, which mentions people
favorably and unfavorably, can not fail to appreciate the importance of
this omission.

Additionally, in the will, Simon lists all male grandchildren of age.
He fails to mention Simon Levy, or Lev Levy the eldest sons of Levy
Andrew Levy.

Simon's other daughters, Miriam and Shinah, were family corres-
pondents as was his granddaughter Rebecca Gratz. Miriam and Rebec-
ca lived in Philadelphia, Shinah in Troy, New York, and after 1785,
Susannah Levy in Maryland. However not once was Susannah men-
tioned; yet most all the other sisters or aunts and uncles of Rebecca
were.

Isaac Markens, in 1888, wrote his book, the first on American Jew-
ish history, ‘‘Hebrews in America.’’ He did not state that Levy Andrew
Levy was a son-in-law of Simon. He did state, however, ‘‘Levy Andrew
Levy, was a partner in the store (with Simon) for many years AND
Simon's sons-in-law etc. also at various periods, associated with him."’
He separates Levy from the confirmed sons-in-law.

Levy, in a sworn statement in 1816, described himself as ‘‘first a
clerk and then a partner of Joseph Simon."’ He does not mention son-
in-law but, in all fairness, does not mention his nephew status either.
Simon raised Levy from the time he was 12 and it would be doubtful
that he would have encouraged Levy to marry his own daughter or
Levy’s cousin.

The most conclusive evidence is found in Byar’s book B and M
Gratz published in 1916. In it, he repeats the statement of Evans that
Levy married Susannah Simon. Yet, in the ‘‘Errata’’ section, after the
index, he refers to that passage and states ‘‘Mordecai Papers (his
source)- Joseph Simon had no daughter Susannah.’’ Apparently, Byars
found in those Mordecai Papers (which to date your author hasn't) evi-
dence to disprove Evans’ statement. These papers belonged to sisters;
Laura and Miriam Gratz Hays Mordecai in 1916. The current deposi-
tory of these papers is unknown.

All the above, when taken as a whole, leads to the conclusion that
Susannah Levy, born about 1745, was not a Simon, and, hence, the
marriage date of 1747 or 1748 is still valid.

As to other possible candidates for the position of Mrs. Levy
Andrew Levy, I have two observations. Jacob Feldman, a researcher
of the Jews of Pittsburgh, mentioned to me a Susanna Sly, daughter
of George Sly who lived in Pittsburgh about the time Levy Andrew
Levy was in the area as an Indian trader. The “S” in Susannah S.
Levy’s obituary could stand for Sly. However, the evidence is quite
circumstancial.

I reject the possibility presented by Rabbi I. Harold Sharfman
in his Jews on the Frontier, Henry Regnery Company, Chicago,
On pages 20, 287 and 288, Sharfman concludes that Susannah Mag-
ruder is Levy’s Susannah. He presents as fact to his reader what has
not yet been proved with hard evidence. (See main article for Mag-
ruder family and their relationship to Levy Andrew Levy). The
truth is that as of this writing (1979), we do not know who Susannah
was.

Simon in February 1747 was one of two local Jews who purchased a
cemetery for use by the *‘Society of Jews in and about Lancaster.”’ One
does not create a cemetery unless one has someone to bury. If Simon
buried a child, then again a 1747 marriage date would be invalid. Yet
the oldest stone still standing has been translated as ‘‘here lieth an in-
fant son Hiam of Joseph.’’ There is no date on the stone, and one could
state that this is why the cemetery was purchased. But there was a co-
deeder along with Simon, and his name appeared first in the deed. It
was Isaac Nunes Henriques who came to Lancaster about 1746. Per-
haps, since his name was listed first, it was he who had someone to
bury and the stone has either long since vanished or was never there in
the first place. We know Isaac had a wife and her date and place of
death is unknown, or he could have buried a child of theirs. Also, if
Simon was married, and if he was the motivation behind the cemetery,
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then why wasn’t his wife Rosa, Hiam Solomon Bunn or Joseph Solomon
co-deeders or at least witnesses? As related, I have estimated the date
of the Simon child's death as 1753.

111

Heredity Insanity

In the Joseph Simon family and in the Levy Andrew Levy family
there is record of male insanity or retardation. This bad gene could be
used to make a case of a blood relationship between Susannah Levy,
often described as a Simon daughter and the six confirmed daughters of
Joseph and Rosa Bunn Simon. (Excluding Sarah who died very young)

In brief, the defective gene in the mother is given to the children in
the following manner. 50% of the males will be affected and 50% of
the females will be carriers. No sons can be carriers and no daughters
can be affected.

Joseph Simon’s wife was Rosa Bunn who was a carrier. Simon and
Rosa had three sons. One died at or near birth and the other two,
Moses and Myer, are documented as being insane or retarded. How-
ever, they lived to be 68 and 65 respectively. This details the Simon-
Bunn male offspring. 100% of the males that lived were affected or at
worst 67% of all sons.

Simon and Rosa had six (or counting Susannah) seven daughters
who lived to adulthood. Hester (1770-1820) never married. Her mental
abilities were doubtful, too. She along with retarded Moses and Myer
was included in a trust set up in Simon’s Will of 1799. Yet, Simon made
a provision in case she should marry.

Shinah (1762-1815) and Leah (1763-1842) were both quite normal,
married but had no children. Therefore, we can not determine if they
were carriers.

This leaves three or four (Susannah) other daughters. Miriam
(1749-1808) both married and had normal offspring. Nor is there any
evidence of insanity in the children of Miriam’s children. Miriam had
five sons (a sixth died at age two) and four daughters. Of the four
daughters, two married and had normal children.

Belah (1756-1833) married and had four sons and four daughters.
All four sons were normal and never married, and all four daughters
were normal and never married. Thus, Miriam and Belah seem to have
been non-carriers.

Rachel (1764-1790) married Solomon Etting in 1783. Before she
died in 1790 she bore four children. Bilah died as an infant. Miriam
(1787-1808) married and had sons who were healthy and commissioned
officers in the armed forces. Sons Elijah (1785-1854) and Joseph (1788-
1856) were retarded and never married. Their half-sister Frances
(Solomon Etting was re-married to Rachel Gratz after Rachel Simon Et-
ting died) left instructions and provisions in her will of 1847 for the care
of Joseph and Elijah. Also note that Elijah and Joseph lived to be 69
and 68 just as Moses and Myer lived to old age.

Of the three or four (Susannah) Simon-Bunn daughters that mar-
ried and had children, two (Miriam and Belah) were non-carriers and
one (Rachel) was a carrier. If the 50% rule is assumed, and if Susannah
was a Simon daughter, then the odds are that she was a carrier.

It just so happens that the evidence indicates that she may have
been a carrier. Susannah and Levy Andrew Levy had four sons and
three daughters.

Of the sons, Levy and Nathan, all we know is their date of circum-
cised via the Jacobs' Mohel record. Perhaps they died at or near birth.
In any event, we cannot determine their sanity. Son Simon, as we have
learned, was a West Point graduate. Son Joseph, evidence indicates,
may have been retarded. He never married, was never listed in Balti-
more Directories and was not the bread winner of the family. His
sisters, who ran dress shops, were. However Joseph, at the age of 20,
was apprenticed out to George Smith, a gilder and carver. This would
indicate his ability to perform a craft, but there is no evidence that he
ever succeeded. He died in 1813 at the age of 34. If we assume that he
was retarded, then 50% of the male Levy-Susannah children were re-
tarded.

Of the three Levy daughters, one, Maria, never married but was
quite normal. Elizabeth and Susan did marry. Susan had one son,
George, who died at age 21 with this obituary ‘‘his whole life was once
continued course of suffering and disease.”” His young age at death
and the inference of physical problems could negate any mental prob-
lems, but we cannot be sure of that.

Elizabeth had three sons. Two seemed normal one having mar-
ried. The third was definitely retarded as stated in Elizabeth’s will
‘‘my beloved son Comegys Falconer, he being insane.”’ Thus of the
four Levy-Susannah grandchildren who were males, two were normal,
one possibly retarded and one insane for a 25% or 50% outcome.

The evidence seems to indicate that Susannah was a carrier. The



question is where did she get the bad gene? If, from Rosa Bunn Simon,
then she was Joseph Simon’s daughter and her birth in 1745 shatters
my date of 1747 or 1748 for the Simon-Bunn marriage. Yet, she could
have received the gene elsewhere. Such a gene was not uncommon.
Her mother could have been completely unrelated to Rosa Bunn, and
this is merely a strange and awkward coincidence. Or her mother could
have received the gene from the same source as Rosa. That is, Susan-
nah’s mother could have been a sister of Rosa or a first cousin of Rosa.
Perhaps someday we will know. But for now we can only wonder.

SOURCES: The information on the Simon family is the product of the
author’s own research and information supplied through correspon-
dence with Rabbi Malcolm Stern and his articles referred to in the Bibli-
ography. Information on the Levy Andrew Levy family comes from cor-
respondence with Ira Rosenwaike of Baltimore and his articles as listed

in the Bibliography.
IV

Bibliography

The following bibliography contains a listing of publications that I
found useful and those to which the reader can turn for information.

Three books and two people were particularly valuable to me. I
found that to be most useful, a book must be well footnoted. Such foot-
notes enabled me to go back to the source and pick up valuable infor-
mation on Lancaster, which the author because of his subject, did not
relate in his book. In this regard, Wolf and Whiteman's History of the
Jews of Philadelphia and Dr. Jacob Marcus’s (Director of the American
Jewish Archives) Colonial American Jew 1492 to 1776 in three volumes,
were a gift from heaven. Indeed, it is these two books that I recom-
mend as primary reading for anyone interested in American Jewish
history.

As a ready source of Jewish colonial correspondence, Byars’ B and
M Gratz was superb. This book which traced the lives of Barnard and
Michael Gratz through their letters, is an excellent source. Written in
1916, it does contain errors in the explanatory notes, but having the
often difficult to read colonial letters ‘‘translated’’ saved time and
effort.

Rabbi Malcolm Stern, Genealogist of the American Jewish Arch-
ives, and Ira Rosenwaike, an historian of Baltimore Jews, and your
author exchanged correspondence and thoughts. I appreciated greatly
their interest in my project and their willingness to provide me with in-
formation and to act as friendly adversaries to my many theories.

Now in his eighties and a legend in his own time, Dr. Jacob Marcus
is the father of American Jewish history. I am grateful for his taking
time to respond to my questions and the privilege of meeting him in
person. The staff of his American Jewish Archives in Cincinnati was
most helpful.

The American Jewish Historical Society in Waltham, Mass. and its
staff also quickly responded to my requests for information. I am proud
to be serving on their national Executive Council.

John W. W. Loose, Mrs. Charles Lundgren, and John Aungst of
the Lancaster County Historical Society were most helpful in digging
out those long forgotten and lost facts on colonial Lancaster Jews.

Not to be overlooked are the historians and their efforts that pro-
ceeded me in the study of Lancaster Jews. The honor of being first
goes to a non-Jew Samuel Evans. In his History of Lancaster County
published in 1883, appears a chapter on the Jews. He followed that
with an article on Joseph Simon in Volume III of the Papers Read
Before the Lancaster County Historical Society in 1898. Monroe Hirsh,
a son of a founder of Congregation Shaarai Shomayim, in Volume V in
1901 expands Evans’ work into a general Lancaster Jewish history.

Henry Necarsulmer in 1919 writes about Lancaster Jews in Volume IX
of the American Jewish Historical Society Publications. These people
were the last ones to ‘‘dig’’ into the colonial period. Their histories
aroused my curiosity and stimulated me to refer to their sources. The
seventy-five years of historical research that has passed since their
efforts, have enabled me to expand and correct their stories.

H. M. J. Klein devotes a chapter to the Jews in his four volume A
History— Lancaster County Pennsylvania published in 1924. His son,
Frederic Shriver Klein, in 1955 updates the work of his father and pre-
sents many new facts in ‘‘A History of the Jews of Lancaster’’ in com-
memoration of the tercentenary of the arrival of Jews in America in
1654.
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NAME, BIRTH, DEATH, COMMENTS
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SOLOMON HIAM BUNN — father-in-law
? - in Phila. 17562. Father of Rosa Simon

JOSEPH SIMON — father, husband, uncle
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MICHAEL GRATZ— son-in-law
1740 Europe— 1811 Philadelphia
lived in Lancaster during War

MOSES SIMON — son- retarded
1751 Lancaster — 1816 Philadelphia

BELAH SIMON MYERS-COHEN — daughter
1755 Lancaster— 1833 Philadelphia
married Solomon Myers-Coheh 1779

SOLOMON MYERS-COHEN — son-in-law
1744 NY — 1796 NY sometime partner of Simon
who lived in Lanc., Phila. and NY.

MYER SIMON — son- retarded
1757 Lancaster — 1825 Philadelphia

SHINAH SIMON SCHUYLER — daughter
1762 Lancaster — 1815 Troy, NY.
married Dr. Nicholas Schuyler 1782

RACHEL SIMON ETTING— daughter
1764 Lancaster— 1790 Lancaster
married Solomon Etting 1783 his first

NAME, BIRTH, DEATH, COMMENTS

SOLOMON ETTING — son-in-law
1764 York, Pa.— 1847 Baltimore
partner of Simon 1784-1790

LEAH SIMON PHILLIPS— daughter
1763 Lancaster — 1842 Philadelphia
married Levy Phillips 1785

LEVY PHILLIPS— son-in-law

1754 ? - 1832 Philadelphia

partner of Simon from 1790 to Simon’s
death in 1804. lived in Lanc. and Phila.

HESTER SIMON — daughter, unmarried
1772? Lancaster — 1820 Philadelphia

HYMAN GRATZ— grandson

1776—1857 Philadelphia Apprentice to Simon
SIMON GRATZ— grandson

1773 Phila.-1839 Phila. apprentice to Simon

LEVY ANDREW LEVY — nephew (of Simon) father
1734 London— 1829 Baltimore

clerk and partner of Simon

SUSANNAH (?) LEVY — wife
1745 ?7- 1807 Baltimore
married Levy Andrew Levy about 1761
R R T I

ELEAZAR LYONS
1729 Holland — 1816 Philadelphia
wrote letters for Simon, his clerk?

ABRAHAM DeLYON
Savannah in 1733, then NY, then Lanc. 1743

IN LANCASTER  PERIODS IN WHICH THEY WERE IN LANCASTER
FIRST LAST
1740 1750 1760 1770 1776 1784 1791 1794
to to to to to to to to
1749 1759 1769 1776 1783 1790 1793 1804
1746 ? X
1740 1804 X X X X X X X X
1746 1796 X X X X X X X X
1749 1769 X X X
1783
X
1751 1804 X X X X X X X
1755 1780 X X X X X
1790’s
X
1757 1804 X X X X X X X
1762 1782 X X X
1764 1790 X X X X
IN LANCASTER PERIODS IN WHICH THEY WERE IN LANCASTER
FIRST LAST
1740 1750 1760 1770 1776® 1784 1791 1794
to to to to to to to to
1749 1759 1769 1775 1783 1790 1793 1804
X X
1763 1790's X X X X X
X X X
1770? 1804 X X X X X
X
X
1746 1785 X X X X X X
17617 1785 X X X X
1769 1781 X X
1743 ? X
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NAME, BIRTH, DEATH, COMMENTS

VII

ISAAC NUNES HENRIQUES — Shohet
??-1767 Philadelphia

Savannah in 1738, then NY, ther Lanc.

co-deeded Lanc. cemetery with Simon 1747

JOSEPH MYERS— silversmith

1764 NY — 1827 Richmond

son of Myer Myers of NY fame

DANIEL MENDES Da CASTRO
kAR

left Lancaster for Curacao

BARNARD JACOBS — ritual circumciser
? -1790’s Baltimore
ran store in Heidelberg, Lanc. County

AARON LEVY
1742 Amsterdam — 1815 Philadelphia
refugee during War

SAMPSON LAZARUS— father
- 1788 NY
in Maryland in 1770’s
JOSHUA ISAAC— son-in-law
1744 7 - 1810
married Brandly Lazarus 1781 in Lancaster

JOSEPH SOLOMON — father

1710 Europe— 1777 Lancaster

Uncle of Rosa Bunn Simon, storekeeper
and sometime Lancaster Shohet for Simon

BILAH MYERS-COHEN SOLOMON — mother
? ? — died between 1748-1777
married Joseph Solomon in London 1738

NAME, BIRTH, DEATH, COMMENTS

MYER SOLOMON — son
1740 London— 1800 Baltimore
shopkeeper with and after Joseph Solomon

ISAAC SOLOMON — son
1742 NY — 1798 Baltimore
shopkeeper with and after Joseph Solomon

RACHEL SOLOMON MARKS— daughter
1747 Lancaster— 1797
married Levy Marks in 1764

LEVY MARKS— son-in-law, tailor
1737 Europe— 1781 Philadelphia
shops in Lancaster and Philadelphia

SOLOMON MARKS— grandson, tailor
1766 Lancaster— 1824 Richmond
tailor in Lancaster tax list 1782

SHINAH SOLOMON ETTING — daughter
1744 NY — 1822 Baltimore

married Elijah Etting of York 1759
SOLOMON ETTING — grandson

1764 York, Pa.— 1847 Baltimore

married Rachel Simon 1783 his first
then Rachel Gratz in 1791

LEVY SOLOMON— son

1748 Lancaster — 1827 Baltimore
shopkeeper with and after Joseph Solomon
* kK ok ok K Kk X X Kk K X K X K X
Mordecai Moses Mordecai

Joseph Cohen

IN LANCASTER  PERIODS IN WHICH THEY WERE IN LANCASTER
FIRST LAST __ 1740 1750 1760 1770 1776 1784 1791 1794
to to to to to to to to
1749 1759 1769 1775 1783 1790 1793 1804
1740 | 116 | X | x
1769 | 1781 x | %1%
1740's | 1740's | X
1759 | 1783 x| xul 3
1718 | 1782 X
1750 | 1760%s x ] x X
1783
1770's | 1785 x | x | x
1746 | 1M1 xlx P x iz x
1746 ? x| x| 2|2
IN LANCASTER  PERIODS IN WHICH THEY WERE IN LANCASTER
FIRST LAST
1740 1750 1760 1770 1776 1784 1791 1794
to to to to to to to to
1749 1759 1769 1775 1783 1790 1793 1804
a6 | 1mes | x| x| x| x| x| x| x
116 | 182 | x| x| x| x| x
ar | e | o x | x| x| x| x
1764 | 1781 1 = 1'%
1766 | 1782 x | x| x
1746 | 159 | x | x
x | x
1748 | 1783
1761 1761 X
1799 1801 X
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This history of the 19th and 20th century is
not a glorification of Shaarai Shomayim. All too often,
in the interest of self-esteem, organizations have written
historical summaries that exsalt their past and ignore the
embarrassments. Previous histories of our Congregation,
either on purpose or by lack of knowledge, have not
printed all that could have been told. What was exposed,
for the most part, was accurate, but it was also positive
and self-serving to the organization. Today, the historian
demands the truth. The era of the glorified history has
ended.

For practical purposes, the history of the
Jews of Lancaster can be divided into three parts. The
first is the Colonial period extending from 1740 to
1804. For the most part, it is the story of Joseph Simon,
the only important Jew of Colonial Lancaster.

The second period starts about 1839. The years
between 1804 and 1839 are completely void of Lancas-
ter Jewish activity. Starting with 1839 and continuing
to the 1880’s, the study of Lancaster’s Jewish commun-
ity is a study of the history and members of Shaarai Sho-
mayim. Founded in 1855, Shaarai Shomayim would
stand alone as Lancaster’s only Congregation until the
organization by the Eastern European Jewish immigrants
into congregations starting in the 1880’s.

The second period is also characterized by the
small number of Lancaster Jews. By 1880, there were

only thirty families connected with Shaarai Shomayim.
Although formal genealogical studies were not made, the
few families involved allowed for a detailed study of the
people who made up the Congregation. With such a small
congregation, the deeds and misdeeds of any one mem-
ber reflected upon the synagogue and Jewish communi-
ty as a whole. Thus, the story of the second period is
as much people oriented as it is congregation oriented.

The third period starts in 1880 and continues
to the present. The German Jews or Western European
immigrants, were no longer alone in Lancaster. As sec-
ond generation, established Americans, they would see
themselves vastly out-numbered by the Eastern Euro-
pean Jews, or “Russian Hebrews,” as the newspapers
called them. Their life-styles would not be compatible.
The local press took delight in reporting the conflicts
within the “Russian Hebrew” community.

For two reasons, by 1910 my approach in writ-
ing this congregational history must change. On the one
hand, by that date, the membership had grown to over 60
families. It would no longer be possible to dwell on the
individual Jew. Secondly, your author must avoid the
problem of including some people and their accomplish-
ments, while inadvertantly omitting others. Thus, con-
gregational events occupy the spotlight and people and
names (except rabbis and presidents) rarely appear. The
only exception is to list the names of descendants of
early Jews who still live in Lancaster.
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Yost Simon
Vears

By 1804, only one Jewish family was left in
Lancaster. In that year Joseph Simon died at the age of
92. He was the first Colonial Lancaster Jew in 1740 and
the last in 1804. He was both the beginning and the end
of the first Lancaster Jewish community.

Joseph Simon’s death brought an abrupt end to
the first Lancaster Jewish community. There would be
no ties in blood or marriage between the Simon era and
the era of Congregation Shaarai Shomayim. The only
tangible evidence of the earlier community which the
new Jewish immigrants would find in Lancaster would
be the cemetery.

The cemetery they would find would be in
deplorable condition. As early as 1837, Rebecca Gratz,
granddaughter of Simon, would write about her visit to
his grave in Lancaster.

“The last day I spent in Lancaster I visited his
tomb — the fence was broken, cows were grazing among
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the high grass and weeds that covered it — and I came
away sorrowful . . .”

The first priority of the new Jewish community
would be to restore this sacred burial ground.

The only reference to a Jew in Lancaster County
between 1804 and 1839 was the Will of Lazarus Levi.
Levi lived first in Philadelphia where he was active in
the Masons. In the Pennsylvania Evening Post of July 12,
1777 he “warns the public that they are forbid to trust
the subscriber’s wife, as he will pay no debts of her con-
tracting.” On March 21, 1780 he married the widow
Magdalena Feuerstein Lufft and purchased a lot in her
town of Reamstown (Lancaster County) on August 24th
of that year. In his will dated May 25, 1808 (he died in
December, 1808), he mentions his wife Magdaline, a gen-
tile, his daughter Elizabeth and her husband Peter Snyder
who shamefully left her. In it he requested that, “if the
weather permits, they should carry my body to the Bor-
ough of Lancaster to be buried in the Jew’s burial ground
according to their custom.” There is no evidence that
he was buried in the cemetery.



In 1820, the Jewish population in the United
States was estimated at only 4,000 — an insignificant
increase from the 2,500 of 1776. Lancaster would gain
few, if any, residents during that period. The few Jews
who arrived would either join an existing Jewish com-
munity, or the more venturesome would travel west to
seek their fortune.

Jews had lived in Germany since the beginning
of the Christian era, when Roman legions brought them
as slaves into the Rhine Valley from Palestine. Charle-
magne, in the eighth century, invited the participation of
Jews m finance and commerce and encouraged the
migration of Jews from Islamic Europe. In medieval
Europe, the Jews were subjected to periodic outbreaks
of mass anti-Jewish hysteria. Therefore, they developed
their own lifestyles, separate from the gentile commu-
nity. As long as they were tolerated by their “host”
country, they would be happy living their lives apart
from the rest of the society. As their environment be-
came hostile, they would move on.

Moses Mendelssohn (1729-1786) emphasized
Judaism as a system of ethics and encouraged the Jew to
become part of the secular world. His efforts and liberal
reforms instituted by Napoleon brought the Germanic
Jew into the mainstream of European life. Jewish politi-
cal disabilities were reduced and even restrictive Prussia,
in 1812, decreed near equality and citizenship to Jews.

Had Napoleon not met his Waterloo, the mass
immigration of Jews to America may never have oc-
curred. In 1815, the Congress of Vienna nullified the
rights of German Jews. Former attitudes toward Jews
returned, and the restrictions on economic opportunity
and freedom of marriage surfaced again. It became
apparent that there was no future in Germany for the
industrious, young German Jew.

©Geddlers

In 1840, the Jewish population in America was
15,000; by 1850, it had grown to 50,000 out of a total
population of 23,000,000. In all, from 1812 to 1880,
five million would emigrate from Germany and some
200,000 of these were Jews. More Jews would come
from Bavaria than from other German states due to the
harshness of anti-Jewish laws, and they fled Austria,
Hungary, Bohemia,and Rumania as well as Germany. It
would be the Jews of western Europe who would form
Lancaster’s second Jewish community, settling here
during the 1840 to 1860 period.

More often than not, the new Jewish immigrant
would become a peddler. Peddling was attractive for a
practical reason: it offered a quick means of accumula-
ting capital while at the same time requiring almost no
investment. The hope was to start out with pack on back,
graduate to horse and wagon and finally to open a store.
Indeed, Altman’s, Bloomingdale’s and Nieman-Marcus, to
name a few department stores, started exactly that way.

The life of a peddler was no joy. He usually
spent weeks on the road, unable to speak proper English,
and often despised due to an undeserved reputation for
dishonesty as a result of Shakespeares” Shylock image.
Yet he was a welcome sight to those living far from the
cities. He would bring news as well as the needed goods.
Among the Lancaster-based peddlers who eventually
opened stores would be Moses Geisenberger, Levi Rosen-
stein and brothers Herman and Joseph Strauss.

There was a strong element of danger in ped-
dling. The peddler would travel hundreds of miles, con-
stantly carrying cash or merchandise, and was an obvious
prey to the robber and murderer.
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Razarus Zellerbach

Peddler Lazarus Zellerbach was a victim of foul
play in Lancaster. He never lived here; his home base
was Philadelphia, and Lancaster was merely part of his
territory. His story, however, in the Lancaster papers,
was the first mention of a Jew since the death of Joseph
Simon in 1804. The story unfolded starting March 7,
1839.

““A case of murder which for blackness of bar-
barity and ferocity, is unparalleled in the annals of his-
tory, has lately degraded our neighborhood.

A number of boys, while engaged in playing
upon the race course (where Franklin & Marshall College
now stands), a short distance from the city, discovered
the body of a man, whom they reported to a passerby as
being drunk. The traveller riding in his saddle saw in the
distance the body, and upon examination found the man
dead. Information was at once sent to the coroner, who
held a regular inquest and found a verdict of ‘murder by
person unknown’. Afterwhich the body was moved to
the house of Mr. Anthony McGlinn, for the inspection of
the public, and to undergo a post mortem examination.

The body had evidently laid some time. The
eyes were sunken and absorbed. The clothes that must
have been deluged with blood were washed by the fre-
quent rains and the body preserved from decay only by
the coldness of the weather.

From what we could learn there were fifteen or
sixteen wounds inflicted on the body, two or three of
which were sufficient to prove fatal. The principal
wound was in the neck of about two inches in length,
severing several muscles, the juglar vein and the artery of
the face. In addition to these there were three wounds
on the chin and chest, together with violent contusions
on the forehead and the bridge of the nose was broken.
There were four direct stabs in the back of the neck, one
in the abdomen, over the stomach and two in the right
thigh. His hands were shockingly lacerated, consisting of
a long deep incision on each hand, evidently produced
by grasping a sharp instrument and having it drawn
through. There were several stabs in the hands, showing
a disposition to hold the hands up, while the thrusts
were made at him."”

The paper, The Examiner and Democratic
Herald, was a weekly paper. This above section of the
article was written prior to identification of the victim;
the second part of the article follows.

“P.S. Since writing the above, the body has
been recognized and borne away by those who appear to
be afflicted relatives and friends. The deceased was a
Hebrew or Jew, a Pedlar of Dry Goods, Jewelry and
German Silver. His name was Lazarus Zellerbach. His
hat, coats, etc. were recognized, and his person plainly
identified. He left Philadelphia about five months since,
and should have returned with about $1,000. He was
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seen in Pittsburgh about ten weeks since, and had then
nearly sold out, secured United States Bank money for
other paper, and was requested by a friend to accom-
pany him direct to Philadelphia. But as he had to collect
some debts at Reading, Berks County and at Harrisburg,
he could not go direct to the city. He promised to be
there by Easter. He is said to have been a quiet man and
could scarcely have been led into a quarrel. That he was
in the habit of carrying money without showing it;
generally keeping a small purse for change.”

The mayor of Lancaster offered a $300 reward
and the governor of the state $250. The editorial in the
paper affirmed the tragedy of this most brutal murder
ever to have occurred in Lancaster. As we will see, ped-
dling was a common occupation of the Jewish immigrant
and robbery or death was a constant danger for these
men who often traveled alone away from their home
base for months at a time.

The murderer was captured in Baltimore where
he was trying to sell some of the stolenitems. His name was
Henry Kobler Musselman. Lewis Willman, Musselman’s
servent, was also charged with murder, but he turned
state’s evidence. He testified that Musselman told him
that he came with Zellerbach from Cleveland, Ohio, to
Pittsburgh, from whence they traveled on foot together
toward Lancaster. When within a mile of the city,
Zellerbach stopped to “‘ease” himself. At that time,
Musselman took a stone and struck him on the head, and
then took his knife and stabbed him and threw the body
over a fence, after robbing him of his peddler’s pack,
containing watches, jewelry, etc.

On the basis of Willman’s testimony and of
other physical evidence, Musselman was convicted of
murder in August of 1839 and hanged on December 20,
1839. Justice was swift in those days.

A transcript of the trial yields further informa-
tion. Lazarus was murdered on February 6 and the body
found on the 27th. Fellow Jewish peddlers testified at
the trial: Moses Baker who had known Lazarus since the
age of 4 or 5 and went to school with him in Germany;
Emanuel Reinhamer who was a second cousin; Joseph
Lafferty and Jacob Koch. Isaac Liebenstine who knew
Lazarus’s parents and who came to America with Zeller-
bach in September 1835. They lived at Balz on the
Rhine River and landed at New York.

Testimony also revealed that Lazarus would
make one or two trips a year from Philadelphia into
Pennsylvania, Pittsburgh and on into Ohio. He was 27
or 28 years old, of stout build, with reddish hair and
5’ 7% tall. He was unmarried with no American relatives
except Emanuel Reinhammer.
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From the 1839 tragedy of Lazarus Zellerbach
we can move into the decade of the 1840’s. It was
during these ten years that the pioneer Jews would arrive
to form the nucleus of the present Lancaster Jewish
community.

The local newspapers of the 1840’s were com-
pletely void of reference to this new Jewish community.
Therefore, from local sources, we have no information
on the character of the community.

The Occident, the Jewish paper published by
Isaac Leeser of Philadelphia, stated in its April 1845
edition that ‘. . . they have meetings for prayer in
Wilkes-Barre and Lancaster, Penna., and there is some
prospect that in both places there will be soon formed
permanent Congregations.” In 1850, he again states that
weekly meetings are being held.

Beyond that, the only evidence of Jewish com-
munity activity was a burial in the cemetery on Septem-
ber 6, 1849. It would be the first documented burial in
the 1747 Hebrew burying ground since that of Joseph
Simon in 1804. The honor belongs to Julia Rosenstein
Stern. Her tombstone is carved with her date of birth
(1820) and the fact that she was the wife of Eli Stern.
There is no local obituary for her, and the courthouse
has yielded no evidence of her husband’s or her exis-
tence. Her maiden name “Rosenstein” would be a name
of distinction in the early Lancaster Jewish community,
and we can conjecture that she was a sister to one of the
Rosensteins whom we will soon meet.

Our study of the 1840’s must now turn to the
handful of Jews whose names appear in legal documents
and the press. It would be nice to know who was the
first Jew in Lancaster at that time, the father of the
second community. Unfortunately, we cannot know
with certainty who was the first.

DAVID ROSENSTEIN

The Lancaster City census for 1840 provides us
with only one potential Jewish name. David Rosenstein
was listed as being 29 years old and from Germany. His
wife, also from Germany, was named Sophie, age 27.
They had a daughter age 11 and a son, Israel, age 2.
Both were listed as being born in Germany which indi-
cates that David arrived in America no earlier than 1838.
There appears on our Congregation’s 1855 charter the
name “D. Rosenstein”. However, the 1850 Lancaster
census fails to list David Rosenstein. The first names of
his family, his place of birth and his occupation (peddler)
all indicate that he was Jewish.

JOSEPH ECKSTEIN

Perhaps the first Jew was Joseph Eckstein
(1796-1890). When he died at the age of 94, his obitu-
ary indicated that he came to America in 1836,settled in
Philadelphia, and one or two years later came to Lancas-
ter. His place of birth was Regensburg, Bavaria. Phila-
delphia‘s Congregation Rodeph Shalom lists a Joseph
Eckstein as early as 1832 and 1838. The Lancaster cen-
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sus of 1850 indicates that he was 56, a peddler mar-
ried to Caroline, age 42, with a son William 6. His
name appears on the charter of Shaarai Shomayim. He
was on the committee to write the constitution and was
the first Hazzan (or reader) at the salary of $5 per year.
He became a Trustee in 1859 and Vice President of the
Congregation in 1866 and 1872. In 1867 he was hired
to clean the Temple and lived next.door for $80 per year
rental, plus water. In later years, due to his age and fin-
ancial plight, he was given free membership.

He was licensed in 1847 and 1848 by the city as
a “pedlar on foot”. In the 1860’s he and son William

were boxmakers on Orange and Shippen Streets. William
(1844-1925) moved to Philadelphia in 1870.

Joseph outlived two wives; his first wife, Caro-
line (1809-1859) and his second wife, Henrietta
(1814-1890) who died only six days before him. She
was born in Prussia, according to the census. Joseph
and his wives are buried in Shaarai Shomayim cemetery.
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NATURALIZATION

The Naturalization records in the courthouse
are of great value to the historian. These records list the
date and former country of those in Lancaster County
who became United States citizens. By working back-
wards, one could determine the latest date of arrival of
the new citizen. The law stated that to become a citizen
one must live in America for five years and in Lancaster
for one year, or if he tummed 21 and had been in America
for three years, he was eligible. Neither Joseph Eckstein
nor David Rosenstein were naturalized in Lancaster
which confirms their prior residency elsewhere. On the
other hand, although it is unlikely, those who fail to ap-
pear on the Lancaster records may have chosen either
not to become citizens, or may have taken the oath
after leaving Lancaster.

ABRAHAM ROSENSTEIN

Abraham Rosenstein was naturalized on Octo-
ber 6, 1848. The 1850 census lists him as a trader, age
29, from Germany. His wife, Hannah, age 27, from Ger-
many, and his mother (?) Sarah, age 63, also lived with
him. He fails to appear in any other records or on the
1855 charter.

PEDDLER LICENSES

Apparently, the number of peddlers or traders
selling in Lancaster County became a problem. There-
fore the county decided to issue licenses to those who
wished to do business within its borders. The court-
house no longer has these lists, but both in 1847 and
1848, newspapers listed those who received licenses.
One was authorized to “peddle on foot with back pack
or cart” or “with horse and wagon”.

ALEXANDER GOODMAN

Alexander Goodman was among the 1847 ped-
dlers who could use a horse and wagon. He also appears
in the 1850 census as a trader, age 32, from Germany.
His wife was Henrietta, age 24, from Germany. They
had a son, Israel, age 1, born in Pennsylvania. Alexander
was on the 1855 charter and was our first Treasurer.
Shortly thereafter he must have left town, as he fails to
appear in later records.



SELIGMAN BROTHERS

Stephen Birmingham’s Our Crowd, The Great
Jewish Families of New York, brought to the attention
of many the fact that Jewish peddlers, prior to obtain-
ing their success, worked in the Lancaster area.

Eight sons of David Seligman of Baiersdork,
Bavaria, would come to America in the 1830’sand 1840°s.
They started as peddlers, turned to clothing manufac-
turing during the Civil War and later as J. & W. Seligman
and Company international financiers. On pages 35 to
38 of his book, Birmingham tells of brothers Joseph,
William, and James renting a store in Lancaster in 1840
as the base of their peddling operations. In May 1841,
they sent for their brother Jesse to come join them in
America.

In 1891, Jesse gave an autobiographical address
at Delmonico’s in New York city: “After remaining in
this city (New York) for two weeks, I found that my
supply of cash was diminishing very rapidly, and that 1
had just sufficient money left to take me to Lancaster,
Pa, where my three older brothers, Joseph, William and
James, were then in a small business. I remained in Lan-
caster a few weeks, during which time I learned the
English language to some extent ... .. My brothers
consulted as to what was the best course for our future,
and as brother James, in the year 1840, was a pioneer in
the South (Alabama), going there and remaining during
that year, and returning with a net profit of about $800,
we concluded . . . that we would better our condition by
removing to that section of the country.”

Although there is no reason to doubt the stay
of the Seligmans in Lancaster, no legal (tax lists, census,
ect.) record of their soujourn could be found.

WILLIAM FRANK
AND
SAMUEL DREYFOOSE

William Frank was a founder of the Jewish
community of Pittsburgh in 1846. He started out asa ped-
dler, but later became a successful glass manufacturer
near Pittsburgh. Part of his memoirs in the possession of
the American Jewish Archives, tell of his experiences in
Lancaster which led to his marriage.

“During these weeks (in 1840) I made the
acquaintence of and purchased goods from Blum &
Simpson (of Philadelphia), who gave me credit for goods
to-the extent of $100, to go peddling out of the city.

I peddled in Lancaster County one year and sent my
parents $700, for them to come to America with. They

”»

On a train ride from Harrisburg to Philadelphia,
William spoke to a fellow Jew (Samuel Dreyfoose) from
Lancaster who had recently married. “I told him that if
I could meet a desirable girl, I would marry also. He said
if I would stop at Lancaster, he would introduce me to
his wife’s cousin, who was living with them, . . ..”
William and Ephraim Wormser, brother of the young girl,
travelled together to Philadelphia and met at Synagogue.
“What do you think of my sister?” I said, “I had made
inquiries about her, and that if she would have me, I
would be willing to marry her.” He suggested that William
write to her. He proposed by letter and fourteen days
later on October 18, 1843 Pauline Wormser and William
Frank were married in Lancaster. Moses Rau of Phila-
delphia’s Rodef Shalom performed the ceremony. There
is no record of William and Pauline Frank living in Lan-
caster after their marriage.

Earlier, on May 18, 1843, Samuel Dreyfoose
had married Therese Pappenheimer. Samuel Dreyfoose
first appeared in Lancaster tax lists in 1843 and for the
last time in 1847 as a peddler. In the Dreyfoose house-
hold were Thesese’s first cousins Simon, Ephraim and
Pauline Wormser (whom William Frank married). A
brother of Thesese, Samuel, was found in the 1840
York County census. Three children of Samuel Dreyfoose
were born in Lancaster: Laura 1844, Wallace 1846,
Zerlina 1848. By 1848 the Dreyfoose Family had moved
to Cincinnati.

HENRY LIEBEN

Henry Lieben (Levan) appears on the 1847 list
with “on foot with pack” rights. According to The
Occident, he married Miss Fanny Herzog of Munzeshiet,
Baden, Germany. She was the sister of Jacob Herzog
whom we will meet shortly. Henry appears on the 1855
charter and we will relate what happened to him when
we discuss the 1850’s.

Other peddlers on the 1847 and 1848 lists, of
whom we know little else, were Samson Rosenberger,
Hersh Loeb, Henry Kohn and Benjamin and Abraham
Weill. The Weills appear in Rodeph Shalom records in
the 1840’s.
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1840’s COMMUNITY LEADERS

The two leading Jews in Lancaster in the 1840’s
and 1850’s were Jacob Herzog and Moses Geisenberger.
Their personal stories were quite a contrast, and their
involvement in the formation of Shaarai Shomayim
proved very different. Jacob Herzog would be our first
President. Moses Geisenberger would not be on the char-
ter nor appear on the early membership lists.

S0

JACOB HERZOG

Jacob was born in 1817 in Baden, Germany.
This is confirmed by the marriage of his sister to Henry
Lieben, the census and his naturalization on July 6,
1844. Although his naturalization indicates an arrival
no later than 1839, he fails to appear in the 1840 census
or on the 1841 local tax list. He does appear on the
1847 tax lists. Unfortunately, the lists from 1842 to
1846 have not survived.

Jacob married the widow Fanny Heiss Weaver,
a non-Jew. The date of marriage is not certain. Fanny’s
first husband, John Weaver, died on September 8, 1838.
Her father, Jacob Heiss, wrote a will on May 26, 1841,
in which he lists Fanny as being a widow. The 1841 tax
list names Fanny as a widow and the 1847 list fails to
mention her. This indicates that she was married to
Jacob by then. This is further confirmed by the 1850
census which lists a son, Jacob, Jr., as being six years old.
Therefore a marriage in 1842 or 1843 would be logical.

That same census lists a John H. Weaver as
being 13, who apparently was Fanny’s son from her
first marriage. Jacob wasted no time in fathering child-
ren. In addition toJacob, Jr.,there are listed in the 1850
census: Catherine (age 4), Elizabeth (3), and Joseph (3
months).

Jacob Herzog was not a peddler. The 1847 tax
list indicates that he owned property, most likely a store.
The 1850 census lists him as a merchant, a classification
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far higher than the “trader” others were labeled. The
1850 Moody and Bridgen’s map of Lancaster indicated
that Jacob Herzog had a store in the middle of the west
side of the sécond block of North Queen Street. His
wealth could be attributed to his marriage to Fanny who
may have inherited money from her late father. On
May 16, 1849, for example, he mortgaged a lot on
Middle Street (now Howard Avenue), which Fanny had
inherited, for $4,926.41. This may have been security
for goods he purchased for his store, as the holders of
the mortgage were Philadelphia Jewish merchants and
companies (Bemheimer, Einstein and Company, Gold-
stine and Brothers, and Blum & Simson).

No doubt it was in Herzog’s home that services
were held, and it was Herzog who, as will be confirmed
in the 1850’s, re-claimed and improved the Henriques-
Simon cemetery for the new Lancaster Jewish Com-
munity.

¢

MOSES GEISENBERGER, PROP'R.
NO. 112 NORTH QUEEN STREET, g

iﬁ LANCABSTER, PA. S, \

Advertising Card of Moses Geisenberger’s
“The Golden Lamb’’ Dry Goods Store.

MOSES GEISENBERGER

For whatever reason, Moses Geisenberger was
not involved in the formation of Congregation Shaarai
Shomayim. In fact, he did not join the Congregation un-
til about 1890 when his son Lionel joined. A check of
the Reform Congregations Rodeph Sholom and Kene-
seth Israel of Philadelphia also fail to find Moses on their
roster. There was a barely legible entry in 1839 in Ro-
deph Sholom’s records, which may have been Moses
Geisenberger. Apparently, Moses was among a large
group of 19th century Jews who never affiliated.



Historically this fact is somewhat disappointing,
as Moses was most probably the first Jew of the second,
and current, Lancaster Jewish community. The story
goes that Moses and his sister Henrietta arrived in Phila-
delphia in 1833 after a one hundred three day sea journ-
ey. He stayed in Philadelphia only a short time; he put
a pack on his back and peddled his way to Lancaster.

Moses fails to appear on the Lancaster or Phila-
delphia 1840 census. The local press, more than once,
reported that Moses Geisenberger operated a dry goods
store, “The Golden Lamb, ”at 112 N. Queen Street from
as early as 1843. He was granted a license to peddle with
a horse and wagon in 1847. He and unmarried sister
Henrietta (1820-1892), who lived with Moses until her
death, appeared on the 1850 Lancaster census.

A Geisenberger family Bible has survived and
it indicates that Moses was born May 15, 1816 in Biber-
gau, Bavaria. His sister was born February 12, 1820 in
Traustadt, Bavaria. Moses’ first granddaughter Florence
Geisenberger Katz, born 1885, and now living in Chi-
cago, relates that Moses’ father was Simon of Bavaria.
However, when Jews were required to take last names,
Simon, a goat herder chose Geisenberger which means

“Goat Mountain”.
Moses married Rosanna Rau (1831-1892) of

Philadelphia on October 25, 1857."The Rau family was
quite prominent both in Bavaria and Philadelphia. In
1877 she served as the first President of Lancasters La-
dies Hebrew Benevolent Society and held that position
at the time of her death.

Granddaughter Florence recalls Moses’ home
above the store. As a youngster she would enter the
home via a long dark hall which led to a huge dining
room and kitchen. The yard behind the house stretched
to the next street. There, in an out-kitchen, she recalls
chickens being slaughtered. Each Sabbath Moses would
sit in his rocking chair and give to her five cents as Sab-
bath “gelt”.

Moses was among the most wealthy and re-
spected Jews in Lancaster. His name would constantly
appear on the list of donors to numerous charitable
causes. He was the first Lancaster Jew appointed to the
Lancaster Board of Trade. Although he rarely advertised,
his dry goods store was among the most popular in Lan-
caster. He was known for his honesty and fair prices.

In 1869 a Torah sold to Moses by Fanny Her-
zog, widow of Jacob Herzog, was donated by him to the
Philadelphia Jewish Hospital. This Torah was owned by
Jacob Herzog and used by the Congregation. The widow,
who was at odds with Shaarai Shomayim, refused to re-
turn it to the Congregation after Jacob died in 1858.

In 1892, after both Moses’ wife and sister had
died, a Julia Geisenberg came to Moses’ household to
care and keep house until Moses died. Julia had come

from Memphis, Tennessee. Although family tradition
states that Julia was not a relative, research has proved
otherwise.

Moses in his will called Julia his neice. With the
help of Geisenberg descendants in the South, the graves
of Isaac Geisenberg (1822-1865 at Monroe, Louisiana)
and his sister Henrietta Geisenberg Bowers (1831-1870
at Milliken Bend, Louisianna) were located. Isaac was
the father of Julia Geisenberg. Safe in Israel are the re-
cords of the Bibergau, Bavaria, Germany Jewish com-
munity. In these records are the births, deaths and mar-
riages of the Geissberger (Geisenberger) family.

To make a complicated story short, Marx Geiss-
berger (1751-1835) was the father of Simon (Moses’
known father). Simon (1791-1865) was married four
times and widowed each time. As it turns out Moses
was a step-brother of Isaac and Henrietta. Of more in-
terest is that at least three of Simon’s wives were from
the Rau family. Likewise Moses married a Rau and his
son Lionel married a Rau.

It is significant that the first name in the 19th
century Lancaster Jewish community has survived into
its fifth generation, the only fifth generation Shaarai
Shomayim family to carry the name through all the gen-
erations. Moses had two sons: Isaac (1864-1938) and
Lionel (1861-1932). Two other children, Marcus (1859-
1860) and a still born (1858), died as infants.

Lionel, in 1884, married Rosalind Rau, (1865-
1941) his first cousin. They had six children: Florence
(1885- ), Stanley (1887-1974), Harold (1890-1918),
Willard (1893-1893), Herbert (1895-1946) and Jacques
(1901-1970). Stanley married Leane Rich Rosenthal
(1897-1976) in 1919 and they lived in Lancaster their
entire lives. They had no children.

Jacques Geisenberger married Mildred Levy
Schaul in 1928. Their son Jacques Jr., is the third gen-
eration of the Geisenberger Law firm started by Lionel.
The fifth generation is comprised of Steven, Robert,
Lynn and Richard. With three sons, the Geisenberger
name should continue for many more generations.

Moses is a most perplexing individual. He did
good deeds his entire life. Even in death he left money
to Shaarai Shomayim as well as the Jewish Orphan’s
Asylum and Jewish Hospital of Philadelphia. He, his
wife, sister Henrietta, son Isaac and the two infants, are
buried in Mt. Sinai Cemetery in Philadelphia.

Why he never joined Shaarai Shomayim until
late in life, may never be known. Perhaps, its early
orthodoxy was not to his liking. Maybe, while a good
person and most highly respected, he just wasn’t religi-
ous. It really doesn’t matter. Moses Geisenberger was a
good start for the Lancaster Jewish community.
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GEISENBERGER FAMILY NAME—
FIVE GENERATIONS STRONG—
ONLY FIVE GENERATION FAMILY
IN TEMPLE FOR WHICH NAME HAS
SURVIVED.

Moses Geisenberger
(1816-1904)

Julia Geisenberg
(1863-1932)

CIRCA 1916

Lionel Geisenberger (1861-1932)
Surrounded by sons, left to right
Harold (1890-1918)

Jacques (1901-1970)

Herbert (1895-1946)

and Stanley (1887-1974)

Sister Florence (1885) lives in Chicago.

Jacques H. Geisenberger Jr.
(1931) and his children
Steven (1957)

Robert (1960)

Lynn (1962)

and Richard (1964)
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1850's

The decade of the 1850’s would be years of
contrast. They would start where the 1840’s left off,
with a handful of Jews living in and about Lancaster.
The middle years would experience the joy of their or-
ganization into Congregation Shaarai Shomayim. The
decade would end with the bitterness and divisiveness
caused by tragedy in the personal life of Jacob Herzog.

Little can be said about the early 1850’s. The
various sources of information yield nothing. The en-
trenchment of the Jew into the community continued.
Moses Geisenberger and Jacob Herzog became more
established in their respective businesses and continued as
the leaders of the Jewish community. As they accumu-
lated wealth and success, they became the visible Jews
to the non-Jewish community. In that role, they did
well, as later references indicated that they were well
liked and respected.

Evidently, during these first five years of the
1850’s, more and more peddlers and merchants made
Lancaster their home base. On February 25, 1855,
Jacob Herzog as chairman gaveled to order the organiza-
tional meeting for the yet unnamed Congregation. Twen-
ty one Jews had come to form a Congregation. “And
they knew not Joseph™; they had no way of knowing
of Joseph Simon and his Colonial Lancaster Jewish Com-
munity, which they were about to bring back to life.
Joseph Simon, to them, was an ornate stone in their
cemetery. They were meeting to continue where he
left off.

The first formal responsibility was to pledge
their spirit and resources to the new Congregation. Thus,
it is recorded on the first page of the first minutes book:
JACOB HERZOG $20 HERRMAN STRAUSS $ 5

SAMUEL STROOCK 15 HENRY LIEBEN 5
JONAS MARKUSE 5 HENRY HERZOG 5
JOSEPH ECKSTEIN 5 JOSEPH STRAUSS 5
WILLIAM BAUM 5 SIMON ERLANGER 6
ABRAHAM LAZARUS 5 HENRY FREIFELD 5
HENRY COHN 10 DAVID GUMP b
L. MAN 6 BERN GOODMAN 5
D. ROSENSTEIN 5 ABRAHAM HIRSH 10
ALEX. GOODMAN 6 HEINRICH HENLE 5

SAM NEUBERGER 5

The second order of business was to hire Abra-
ham Lazarus for $§ 50 per year to advise the Congrega-
tion. The following officers were then elected: President
— Jacob Herzog; Vice-President — Samuel Stroock; Trea-
surer — Alexander Goodman; Secretary — Henry Lieben,
Trustees: D. Rosenstein, Simon Erlanger and L. Mann.
Herzog, Lazarus and Goodman were appointed to look
for a Shohet or kosher slaughterer. Goodman, Lieben,
Lazarus, Eckstein and Rosenstein were appointed to
write a constitution.

The young Congregation met again on March 4,
1855. At that meeting the name Shaarai Shomayim was
ratified. A butcher was found and fines proposed for
missing meetings. On March 11, the fine was set at 12%¢,
but if you were out of town, not at home, or could give
a good reason, the fine would be waived. Joseph Eck-
stein would be paid $5 to read at Saturday morning
services which started at 7:30 A.M.
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First page of minute book written
in German — February 25, 1855

There must have been opposition to the fine
system, so at the March 18 meeting it was changed. Mis-
sing regular meetings would cost nothing, but it would
cost 25¢ if you missed a general meeting. A by-laws com-
mittee was appointed and an English translation of the
Constitution from German ordered written. Until 1880,
all minutes of the Congregation were in German.

The next meeting was on October 30, 1855.
Seats were to be sold at auction at a minimum cost of
50¢ to members and $1.00 to non-members. Julius Weill
was hired as the first cantor and teacher at $150 per
year.

On February 17, 1856, the first formal conver-
sion to Judaism at Shaarai Shomayim was conducted.
Jacob Herzog had married a non-Jewish widow. There-
fore her children were not Jewish. Rev. Isaac Leeser, of
Philadelphia, came to Lancaster and accepted into the
Jewish faith Jacob, Jr., Elizabeth, Joseph and Clara Her-
zog. Isaac Leeser also brought with him a check for $50
from Hannah Isaac and Sylvia Hendricks of Philadelphia
to help care for the cemetery. The relationship of these
women to the Lancaster community or their motivation
is not clear. A Hannah Isaacs (1792-1867), who died in
New York, was a daughter of short-time Lancaster colo-
ial resident Joshua Isaac(s). Joshua was not buried in
Lancaster however. There was $45.07 in the treasury.

On May 4, the dues were set at $10 per year
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with an admission fee of $5, payable in advance. Some
members had not paid their original pledges and were
dropped from membership. On October 19, 1856,
Jacob Herzog was given $23 to pay for the formal char-
tering expenses. On November 18, 1856, the courthouse
in Book N Vol 8, page 378 recorded officially the exis-
tence of Congregation Shaarai Shomayim.

Who were these charter members? Jacob Her-
zog, Alexander Goodman, Henry Lieben, D. Rosenstein
and Joseph Eckstein were members of the community
in the 1840’s. Little else, Lancaster Countywise, is
known about: Samuel Stroock, Henry Cohn, L. (Leon)
Man(n), Jonas Markuse, Abraham Lazarus, Samuel Neu-
berger, Henry Herzog (possibly related to Jacob), Henry
Freifeld, David Gump, Bernhard Goodman and Heinrich
Henle. We can conjecture that some were peddlers based
in Philadelphia or elsewhere, friends of Herzog who by
choice or persuasion attended the first meeting. By that
date of the formal charter, they all had disappeared from
Congregational records. As the table shows on a follow-
ing page, many of these charter members have births of
sons recorded in the Mohel record of the closest congre-
gation — Rodeph Shalom in Philadelphia.

Simon Erlanger was a native of Wurttenberg,
Germany. He was born in 1818. His wife, Henrietta, was
born in Bavaria about 1830. The 1860 census lists three
children (Sarah, Abraham and Charles) the oldest born
in Pennsylvania in 1852.David Gump and Simon had a
clothing store at 70 N. Queen as early as 1857. By 1859
it was called S. Erlanger Co. The minutes of the Con-
gregation indicate that he left Lancaster in 1872. He
served as secretary, treasurer, vice-president and as presi-
dent in 1864-65. Son Abraham, of the New York Firm
of Erlanger & Co., would visit Lancaster in 1894 after an
absence of 25 years, according to the local newspapers.

William Baum was from Bavaria and was natur-
alized in 1845. He appears in the 1850 census as a trader
or peddler, age 36, with a German wife and four children
(Levi 11, Rosanna 5, Aaron 4, and Simon 2). By 1860,
he had left Lancaster.

Herman and Joseph Strauss were probably
brothers. Herman Strauss’ obituary stated he was born
in 1824 in Massan, Frankfort-on-the-Rhine, Germany.
He came to the United States about 1851. He was a ped-
lar his entire life, and starting in 1852, he was in busi-
ness with his brother Joseph. Their store, Strauss & Co.,
was located at 33 N. Queen Street. Herman lived at
43 W. Frederick. Their sister Caroline was married to
Levi Rosenstein.

As one might expect of a peddler, Herman was
rugged and hard working. Unwilling to accept competi-
tion, the newspaper of September 21, 1879, tells of 55



year old Herman picking a fight with another peddler.
The result was a $5 fine. On the other side of the ledger,
the papers reported that on January 24, 1874, Herman
came to the aid of a drunk with over $600 in cash on
him. Herman took him to the Keystone Hotel. The man,
once sober, thanked Herman for his honesty and for
finding him a place to sleep it off.

Herman must have been a devoted family man.
His wife was the former Betka Ostheim, (born West-
phalia, Prussia, 1835, died 1916) daughter of Joseph Ost-
heim, who would follow his married daughter to Lancas-
ter in the late 1860’s. The ages of his children indicate
that Herman and Betka were married as early as 1857.
The various censuses indicate that they had at least ten
children. Daughter Amelia, who clerked in the Strauss
store, died in 1887 at the age of 21. The newspaper ca-
count of her death stressed that she was well liked in the
community. When Herman died on August 6, 1915, at
Zion House in Lititz, he was the last of the charter mem-
bers of the Congregation. Nine children survived him.
Only son Edward, age 52, lived in Lancaster. To the best
of our knowledge, there are no local descendants.

Joseph and Herman Strauss, according to the
minutes, left Lancaster about 1859, but returned in
1862.

There were at least three Joseph Strausses in
Lancaster prior to 1900. One was the charter member,
another was a peddler and shoe merchant, and the third
was the son of Lehman Strauss who arrived in the
1870’s.

The charter’s Joseph Strauss was married to
Theresa Loeb, sister of Julius Loeb. Julius Loeb, starting
in the 1860’s, would be a life-long resident of Lancaster.
These brother-sister and by-marriage relationships are
important. They were the motivation which brought
many Jewish families to Lancaster. The success of one’s
relative and his encouragements was all that was needed.

The 1860 census lists Joseph, age 27, from Mas-
san, a jeweler. Wife Theresa was 21, from Haughenburgh,
Massan, Germany. Sons Morris (3) and Lewis (2) were
both born in Pennsylvania. From as early as 1856, he
had a store, for in that year the papers report that he
was robbed. The location was 14% N. Queen Street, but
by 1866 it was 33 N. Queen Street. Joseph Strauss died
on November 16, 1866 as a young man of 45.

His widow continued to run the store. She had
little choice since the 1870 census indicated that in addi-
tion to Morris and Lewis, Adolph, Amelia and Isaac had
arrived. The store, throughout the years, was located at
122 N. Mulberry, 54 N. Queen and 143 N. Queen. In
1873, she formed a partnership with Adolph Jessel of
New York. After the latters marriage to a daughter of
Jacob Loeb in 1873, he left Theresa to work for his

father<n-law. In 1884 she sold her shop as her sons
formed a tobacco partnership. At her death in 1904,
sons Morris, Lewis and Adolph were tobacco dealers,
daughter Amelia was the widow of Bruno Astrich, and
Issac lived in York. One of the daughters of Lewis
Strauss is Jeanette Strauss Silverman of Lancaster.

Bger, ik
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Two prayerbooks in German and
Hebrew, used for worship in then
Orthodox Shaarai Shomayim in
1850’s. These two books, owned
by Jacob Herzog and Abraham
Hirsh, were printed in Germany.

LEON BAUM assumed the presidency in 1858.
We know from the minutes and city directory, that he
had a “fancy goods” store at 31 North Queen Street.
He joined the Congregation on May 4, 1856. Records in-
dicate the he was gone from Lancaster by 1865. Strangely,
his name fails to appear on the 1860 census. Buried in
our cemetery, in undated graves, are Esther and Sarah
Baum. Rodeph Shalom’s Mohel Record lists a Lancaster
birth in November, 1859.
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BIRTHS OF LANCASTER, PA. MEMBERS’ CHILDREN IN THE MOHEL RECORD
OF CONGREGATION RODEPH SHALOM, PHILADELPHIA, 1848-1864
Compiled by Malcolm H. Stern

Register Child’s Name Son of Born_ Place
No. Hebrew English
378 Aryeh Leopold ABRAHAM HIRSCH Mar. 25, 1855 Phila.
407 Moses Marx ISAAC & BABETTE GOLDMAN Jun. 29,1855 Lanc.
425 Eleazer SAMUEL STROOCK Sept. 9, 1855 Phila.
455 Ephraim SIMON ERLANGER Dec. 4, 1855 Lanc.
509 David Tetzli ABRAHAM HIRSH June 25, 1856 Lanc.
(dropped the “c”)
564 Moses (child of an unmarried woman) CAHN Jan. 1,1857 Lanc.
593 Asher Edwin BERNHARD GOODMAN Apr. 20, 1857 Phila.
(Anshel)
595 Moses Morris JOSEPH STRAUS Apr. 22,1857 Lanc.
608 Moses Zalman SIMON ERLANGER June 14, 1857 Lanc.
610 Simon Simon JACOB HERZOG June 21, 1857 Lanc.
682 Abraham HERMAN HIRSH Mar. 22, 1858 Lanc.
710 Judah Lev  Louis JOSEPH STRAUS June 9, 1858 Lanc.
731 Solomon  Zalman Rabbi MOSES ARON Sept. 22, 1859 Lanc.
788 Mordecai  (Marcus) MOSES GEISENBERGER June 27, 1859 Lanc.
806 Simon Simon (HERMAN) HIRSCH Sept. 3, 1859 Lanc.
824 Shalom L(EON) BAUM Nov. 14,1859 Lanc.
828 Israel Aaron Rabbi MOSES ARON Nov. 20, 1859 Lanc.
872 Isaac Isaac SAMUEL STROOCK May 16, 1860 Columbia
875 Moses SOLOMON LYCHENHEIM June 11, 1860 Lanc.
887 Mordecai  Adolph JOSEPH STRAUS Aug. 16, 1860 Lanc.
908 Ephraim DAVID GUMP Oct. 13,1860 Lanc.
924 Naphtali Harry ABRAHAM HIRSH Dec. 9, 1860 Lanc.
992 Eleazer Lazarus Rabbi MOSES ARON Oct.1,1861 Lanc.
1015 Abraham  Albert LEOPOLD HIRSH Jan. 11,1862 Lanc.
1021 Daniel Tetzli (unmarried) ELLEN GREENWALD  Feb. 20, 1862 Lanc.
1022 Benjamin ABRAHAM HIRSH Feb. 21, 1862 Lanc.
1142 Solomon  Salomon HAIM MOLLER June 20, 1863 Lanc.
1170 David Dov  Theodore ABRAHAM HIRSH Nov. 7, 1863 Lanc.
NOTES:

Spellings of Hirsh (Hirsch) are inconsistent.

The unmarried mothers (Heb. “min ha-p’nui’’) may have been married to gentiles, but their marriages would not have
been recognized by an Orthodox mohel, who used their maiden names.

Israel Aaron’s father, Moses Aron (always with one “a”), is referred to by the abbreviation - “Ha-CH.” - standing for

Chacham, which means an ordained rabbi (literally “wise one™). No one was more lost for appropriate occupation
than these transplanted European rabbis, so he was fortunate to be used as a reader.
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DAVID GREENAWALD ran a grocery store,
according to the 1856 and ’57 papers. He died on Decem-
ber 28, 1862 while serving as Treasurer of the Congrega-
tion. His wife Esther (1804-1869), is also buried in our
cemetery.

David and Esther Greenawald had five daughters
and two sons. One daughter Fanny (1834-1876) was the
first wife of Abraham Hirsh. A second daughter Lena
(? -1902) married Rabbi Charles Austrian.

RABBI CHARLES AUSTRIAN

Rabbi Austrian was born on March 24, 1836
at Ehrstadt, Baden, Germany. He was the son of Rabbi
Joseph Austrian. He was educated at the University of
Berlin. At age 17 he was a cantor for his home town
and later a Rabbi for a Congregation in Manheim,
Germany.

In 1861 he came to the United States and
served a New York Congregation. In 1863 he accepted
a pulpit in Pottsville, Pennsylvania. Lena Greenawald
and he were married in 1865 and in 1866 he accepted
a pulpit in Springfield, Illinois. He left there in 1875 for
Temple Emanuel in Chicago. He died in Chicago on
September 21, 1895, but was brought back to Lancaster
for burial. Lena and Charles had no children. When Lena
died in 1902, she too was buried in Lancaster.

MOSES AARON joined the Congregation in
1859. but was a paid reader as early as 1858. In 1861,
he was hired as the Congregation’s Shohet. His salary
would be $60, paid quarterly, and he promised to slau-
ghter twice a week. Moses died in 1865. His wife
Lezetta (Setta), born in Nassau, Hesse, Germany, contin-
ued to run their grocery store at 77 Locust Street until
she left Lancaster in 1886. She died in 1898 and is
buried with her husband in Lancaster. A son, Israel,
was born on November 20, 1859. Perhaps the best kept
historical secret in Lancaster concemed Israel Aaron.

RABBI ISRAEL AARON

Israel Aaron would be among the four students
in the first graduating class of Rabbis from the Hebrew
Union College in Cincinnati. The story goes that Moses
Geisenberger personally recommended and introduced
the young lad to the school’s founder, Rabbi Isaac
Mayer Wise. Israel, while home on summer break in
July 1879, was pressed into service to conduct funeral
services for Mrs. Jacob Loeb. The local papers reported
his ordination as Rabbi on July 12, 1883.

In 1960, Joseph L. Fink writes about Israel
Aaron in his article, “Israel Aaron the First Graduate of
the H. U. C.” for the Journal of the Central Conference
of American Rabbis. ‘“Among the early German settlers

of Lancaster, Pa., was a Jew, Moses Aaron, a native of
Darmstadt, Germany. Before coming to the United
States in 1850, Aaron had been an officer in the grand
ducal army of Hesse. Perhaps his forthright Jewishness,
which surely limited his rise in rank in the German army,
explained his emigration. . .

When (the first class) completed its studies in
1883, young Israel Aaron, with a surname initial “A”,
became the first Rabbi to be ordained by the Hebrew
Union College.”

His first Congregation was in Fort Wayne.
There he married the former Emma Falk. After four
years, he went to Congregation Beth Zion in Buffalo,
New York. In 1912 he was honored by that Congrega-
tion for his twenty-five years of service. One day later,
he died.

The renowned Rabbi David Philipson was his
classmate for eight years, and a dear friend. It was
appropriate that in 1913 Rabbi Philipson wrote the
memorial address on Rabbi Israel Aaron for the Year-
book of the Central Conference of American Rabbis.
Israel would be the first of his three classmates to die.
‘*He, like his classmates, was subjected to a severe test.
These young men were to give evidence to an observant
public as to whether rabbis, trained in an American in-
stitution of Jewish learning, would really prove equal to
the requirements of leadership in Jewish Congregations.
How well he measured up to expectations...”

Lancaster, a small Jewish community, without
a Rabbi, gave birth to the very first graduate, the very
first American born and trained Reform Rabbi, the first
pupil of Isaac Mayer Wise.

Lancaster’s Israel Aaron,
First graduate in the
first class of Rabbi

Isaac Mayer Wise’s
Hebrew Union College

HIRSH BROTHERS

The name Abraham Hirsh appears on the char-
ter. Abraham was a relative newcomer to Lancaster, hav-
ing arrived just the year before. He was the first of five
brothers and one sister who would make their presence
felt in Lancaster. With Moses Geisenberger uninvolved in
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Congregational affairs and Jacob Herzog, as we will see,
removed from power, the Hirsh family would be the
power behind the Congregation until the 20th century.

Their parents were Dorothea and Meyer Hirsh
from Heckstein near Wormson Rhine, Hesse Darmstadt,
Germany. As was so typical of the German Jewish family,
which recognized no glorious future for their children
in Germany, they sent, one by one, their sons across
the Atlantic. As the first son earned money, he would
pay the passage for his brothers and sisters. Abraham
(1827-1905), although the eldest son, was not the first
to come to America. Third born Leopold (1833-1901)
had already been in America a year, when he and Abra-
ham, in 1852, went to Reading and sold fancy notions.
Shortly thereafter, they opened two stores in Danville,
Pa.: a notion store and a clothing store. Abraham then
opened a jewelry and watch store in nearby Sunbury.
When brother Herman (1829-1889) arrived in 1854,
they opened the Hirsh and Brother store on the north-
west corner of Penn Square where the former Greist Build-
ing now stands. By the end of the century, they would be-
come one of the largest retailers in central Pennsylvania.

CHARLES, GABRIEL AND CECILIA HIRSH

As early as 1857 Charles (1835-1871) and
Gabriel (1840-1913) Hirsh operated Charles Hirsh and
Company clothing store. The store was first located at
79% N. Queen Street. The city directories list the loca-
tions in later years as: 1863—80 N. Queen Street; 1865 to
1879—170 N. Queen Street and from 1882 to 1888—
160 N. Queen Street.

Charles was naturalized in Lancaster in 1858 and
was living here when he died at age 36 in 1871. After his
death Gabriel (who was naturalized in 1862) operated
the store but lived in Philadelphia where he had other
business interests.

A sister of the Hirsh brothers, Cecilia (1832-
1911) in 1860 married Jacob Selig (1830-1912) in Eu-
rope. When Jacob and Cecilia came to America in 1883,
he became a resident manager of the store. In 1898 and
1903 the store was located at 236 N. Queen Street and
in 1905 at 10 W. Chestnut. By 1907 the store was out
of business.

Jacob Selig (1830-1912),
Vice-President 1885-1887,
1889-1891, 1897-1908.

Made an ““Honorary’’ Vice-
President of the
Congregation.
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Brothers Abraham, Herman and Charles con-
fined themselves to Lancaster and died here, having de-
voted their entire lives to the Congregation. Leopold and
Gabriel would live in Lancaster from time to time, but
at the time of their deaths were Philadelphia residents.
Abraham and Herman were business leaders and highly
respected and, as we will see, their antics would find
them the subject of many newspaper articles.

ABRAHAM HIRSH

Abraham was married to Fanny Greenawald
(1834-1876). After her death, he married the widowed
Mrs. Abraham Sussman of Bellefonte, Pa. Fanny gave
him nine children. (Leopold 1855-1895; David 1856-
1922; Cecilia 1858-?; Rose 1859-1940; Harry 1860-
1946; Benjamin1862-1912; Theodore 1863-1866; Estelle
1866-? and Charles 1869-7). Leopold married a Nettie
Gultman of West Virginia and he died in Portland,
Maine. Harry and David were tobacco dealers and left
Lancaster about 1902 and 1899 respectively. Benjamin
operated a livery at 128-130 Cherry Street and was quite
a horseman and horse fancier. He left Lancaster about
1907. Cecilia married Morris Horkheimer of West Vir-
ginia. In 1892 Estelle married Henry Ryder of Lancaster
and Rose, also in 1892, married Isaac Drucker and after
his death, the widower Henry Weill.

HERMAN HIRSH

Herman married, on May 19, 1857, Miss Augus-
ta Bernheim (1833-1922) of Philadelphia. They had five
children. Abraham became the famous Dr. A. Bern Hirsh
of Philadelphia and New York. Cecilia (1861-1899) mar-
ried Henry Kohn of Philadelphia. Clara (1862-66) died
at age four. Clarence (1871-1894) worked in the Lancas-
ter store until his death at the age of 23. Monroe Hirsh
(1869-1917) would never marry, worked in the store,
was the first historian of Lancaster Jews and a vice-presi-
dent of the Congregation. Simon Hirsh (1859-1934)
lived his life in Lancaster and was a President of the Con-
gregation. He married the former Heloise Goldsmith

Monroe Hirsh (1869-1917)
Son of Herman Hirsh, first
Temple historian of
Lancaster Jews.
Treasurer—1903-1909,
1914-1916



(1860-1911). Daughter Irma (1888-1953) married Dan-
iel Manheimer (1871-1951). Daniel Manheimer was a
member and officer of the Congregation for over sixty
years.

Dr. A. Bern Hirsh
Son of Herman Hirsh

DR. A. BERN HIRSH

Herman Hirsh’s first born was Abraham on
March 22, 1858. After graduation from high school he
became a newspaper man first in Lancaster and then in
York. However he turned to medicine and graduated
from Philadelphia’s Jefferson Medical College in 1882.

He set up practice in that city and served as
professor of orthopedic surgery at Philadelphia Poly-
clinic Hospital. He served as vice-president of the Ameri-
can Electro-Therapeutic Association and editor of the
medical journal “Weekly Rosters”.

During World War I he served in the Army Med-
ical Corps. By 1921 he had set up practice in New York
City limited to Roentgenology. He edited the “New York
Medical Journal” and was a founder of the American
Congress of Physical Therapy. He retired in 1942. He
died in 1945 the widower of Olga Tachau Hirsh. They
had no children.

Adolph Albert
(1845-1926)
Husband of
Amelia Selig
Albert

Amelia Selig Albert (1861-1924)
Daughter of Cecilia Hirsh Selig

LEOPOLD HIRSH

Leopold’s Lancaster obituary gives his place of
birth as Beckstein, Hesse-Darmsdadt, Germany in 1833.
He came to the United States in 1851, to be joined in a
few years by his brothers.

In 1859 he married Elizabeth (Betty) Bern-
heim (1843-1891) of Philadelphia. Since Herman Hirsh
had married Elizabeth’s sister Augusta, we have a case of
two brothers marrying two sisters. Another Bernheim
girl, Rosette, if not another sister at least a relative,
would marry Joseph Joseph who came to Lancaster
in 1888.

Leopold was a partner in the Hirsh Brother
Store until his death. However in 1873 he became a res-
ident of Philadelphia and helped found Hirsh, Frank
and Company of that city. Mason Hirsh of New York, a
cousin, was also part of that firm.

Leopold had three sons. Charles B. and Ralph B.
were Philadelphia residents. Harry B. Hirsh (1864-1944)
graduated from University of Pennsylvania in 1883 with
a degree in Engineering. He founded Belmont Iron Works
and retired as President in 1920. He served as an officer
of the Jewish Hospital of Philadelphia and the National
Farm School in Bucks County, Pennsylvania.

The five Lancaster Hirsh brothers and their
children were respected and influencial members of the
Lancaster community. Their successful clothing and
jewelry stores made them wealthy and they invested in
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Mrs. Abraham Hirsh (1834-1876)
Fanny

Miss Settie Selig (1866-1945)
Daughter of Cecilia Hirsh Selig

Mrs. Herman Hirsh (1833-1922)
Augusta

real estate. Abraham was a long time member of the
Board of Trade and help establish Lancaster’s street rail-
road (trollys) and the Quarryville railroad. In spite of
the five brothers having no less than 18 children, there
are no local Hirsh descendants except for Mrs. Hortense
Missimer daughter of Rose Hirsh Drucker.

1850’s NEWSPAPER JOTTINGS

The Lancaster papers are not helpful in giving
us insight into Jewish life during the 1850’s. They ig-
nored completely the chartering of the Congregation and
gave no notice of Jewish holidays on a local scale, or
even the fact that services were being held. They would
report only that Jews, nationwide, were observing Rosh
Hashonah.

On July 18, 1856, they reported that a young
“Hebrew” named Moses Greenawalt was arrested for act-
ing suspiciously late at night after a fire of dubious ori-
gin was started. Moses swore his innocence on the “Five
Books of Moses” and was released with a warning not
to be out late at night.

The newspaper merchant lists from 1856-59
mentioned these merchants at various times: Clothing —
Joseph Strauss; Gumph and Erlanger (later S. Erlanger);
Cohen and Mann, (later Mann and Co.); Hirsh and Broth-
er; and Charles Hirsh. Dry Goods — Leon Baum; Jacob
Herzog; and Moses Geisenberger, Grocery — David
Greenawalt Jewelry — Hirsh and Brothers; and Gabriel
Hirsh. The paper reported on October 1, 1856,that Jo-
seph Strauss’s store was robbed.



dacob Herzos
First President

The most embarassing Jewish event of the
1850’s and the one that, unfortunately received the
greatest newspaper coverage and attention of the non-
Jewish citizens was the crisis and tragedy surrounding
Jacob Herzog.

Herzog, who had arrived in the 1840’s and who
by the 1850’s was well established, was beyond any
doubt the leader of the Jewish community. He owned
the Torah and provided the place of worship. His chil-
dren, as noted above, had been converted to Judaism by
the renowned Isaac Leeser of Philadelphia.

Leeser recognized Jacob’s leadership in the fol-
lowing article in his Occident of October, 1855:

“On the next festival of Simchath Torah the
Israelites of this flourishing town (Lancaster) will have
the pleasure of dedicating a new Sepher, the present of
Mr. Jacob Herzog. And we seize this opportunity of
awarding to this public spirited gentleman our meed of
praise for his truly disinterested munificence in helping
forward the new congregation, which has of late gradual-
ly assembled in Lancaster, he having, if we err not, sup-
plied the Synagogue, at an expense of about Seven
Hundred dollars. Contributed to the burying ground
(which, having belonged to the ancient inhabitants, who
had long since either moved away or died out, had fallen
in unauthorized hand, he had secured again for its former
object at great trouble and vexation) full Three Hundred
dollars, besides giving his time and attention to other
acts of private and public good.”

In all previous histories of our Congregation,
Herzog was listed as our first President and after that
little was said about him. This could have been attrib-
uted to his leaving Lancaster soon after the chartering.
Yet initial research indicated that he died in Lancaster in
1858, and the German minutes, when translated into
English, added to the confusion.

POWER STRUGGLE

During a rather confused meeting of October
18, 1857, Jacob Herzog dismissed all members of the
Board and all officers. New elections were held, and he
was re-elected and his step-brother (or brother-in-law)
Henry Lieben was re-accepted into membership. A sep-
arate meeting chaired by Leon Baum and the Hirshes,and
attended by a different group of Jews, was held on Janu-
ary 18, 1858, at which Leon Baum was elected President.

The Congregation had opposing officers and
Boards. On January 31, 1858, it was reported that
Herzog had died. The minutes of the February 2nd
meeting appointed a committee to go to the widow
Herzog and others, to “get back’ what ever belonged to
the Congregation. On February 8, the locks were
changed on the cemetery. It was obvious that the widow
Herzog was at odds with the Congregation and would
not give to them the Torah and other religious articles
purchased by Jacob for the use of the Jewish com-
munity.

The mystery surrounding these events disap-
peared when the newspapers of late 1857 and early 1858
were read. The reason why Jacob Herzog was never in-
cluded in previous histories became apparent. The Con-
gregation was upset with the events and hid the story
from future generations. They were not wrong in doing
so. The result of their efforts is that, by 1916, no mem-
ber of the Congregation knew of or what happened to
Jacob Herzog.

Perhaps, it should not be written. Yet, it is now
120 years after the events happened. No member of the
Herzog family is Jewish. The Lancaster Jewish Com-
munity is well established and what happened to embar-
rass them in the 1850’s will have no effect on the Con-
gregation in the late 20th century.
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Saga of
Jacob Herz/gg

The only source of information is the Lancaster
newspapers. Thus it is appropriate that it be told today
exactly as it was told to the citizens of Lancaster in
1857. The first event in the saga was reported on August
28, 1857.

“BOLD BURGLARY ON THE RAILROAD —
A thousand dollars worth of goods stolen. On Tuesday morn-
ing last, [August 25] one of the boldest robberies that has
taken place in this neighborhood for a long time was commit-
ted on the Philadelphia and Columbia Railroad, between
Dillersville and the Little Conestoga Bridge, about a mile
or two miles west of the city. The Night Express Freight
Train from Philadelphia reached this city about twelve
o'clock, and at twenty minutes thereafter left the depot
for Columbia, and while between the places named,
several large boxes containing silks and other valuable
goods were thrown from one of the cars, but the loss
was not discovered by the agent until the cars reached
Columbia, when the door of the car was found open.
Just before leaving this city, the agent examined the
locks of this car and found it secure, and it is supposed
that while the locomotive was taking water a short dis-
tance below the depot, the robbers unlocked the car
and got in, and that on nearing the bridge, where the
cars usually run very slow, they jumped off, after they
had thrown out the goods.”

“About the same hour of the morning, the
gate-keeper on the Harrisburg turnpike was aroused
from his sleep by someone trying to get through the
gate, and on going out found a horse and wagon, the
driver of which stated that he was in a hurry, paid the
toll and also for a ticket for the next gate, which he
said it was his intention to pass through. An hour or so
afterwards, the gate-keeper was again woke up from
his sleep, and on going out found the same wagon, the
same driver, with three or four other men, and the
wagon was apparently heavily laden, while it was empty
when it went out. The conduct of the men, who seemed
in much haste, and endeavored to avoid the scrutiny of
the gate-keeper, somewhat aroused his suspicion, but
through the darkness and the manner in which the men
conducted themselves, he could not positively say
whether he would be able to recognize any of them. A
short distance beyound the gate, at daylight, a piece of
silk and several small packages of cotton goods were
found, which corresponded with goods since discovered
and supposed to be part of those stolen.”
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HERZOG ARRESTED

In no time at all, Officer Baker apprehended
those suspected of the robbery. Arrested was John
Trumpy and his brother and Henry Lieben. Henry Lieben
was identified in the press as being a Jew and a step-
brother of Jacob Herzog. (They may have meant broth-
er<n-law as Henry Lieben, as we pointed out, married
Miss Fanny Herzog). Also arrested and released on
$5,000 bail was Jacob Herzog.

John Trumpy had turned states evidence and
implicated both Lieben and Herzog. Before we continue
with the various newspaper accounts, it should be point-
ed out that Herzog was held in high esteem by Lancaster
non-Jews. His arrest came as a shock. He was arrested be-
cause some of the stolen goods had found their way into
his possession at his store.

“It appears that Trumpy, on Wednesday morning
[ the day after the robbery ], sold goods to Jacob Herzog,
in North Queen Street, to the amount of $500, which he
[ Trumpy ] brought there in a wagon, but as Mr. Herzog
has been dealing with Trumpy for several years past he
supposed all was right. Some of the goods bought by Herzog
correspond with those lost, the others cannot be identified.
The boxes [ stolen ] were directed to a firm in Kentucky
[ via a Philadelphia merchant ] .”

“It was stated to us that officer Baker traced
the goods to the store of Jacob Herzog in North Queen
Street, and found in two large boxes, all answering the
description given in the bill of goods. This would con-
vey the impression that Mr. Herzog was implicated in
the Robbery, and was cognizant of the goods being sto-
len and consequently received them as such.”

“Mr. Herzog has called upon us and stated that
it is not true. He states that through him the thieves
were brought to justice, and had it not been for him, the
goods and thieves would not have been discovered as
soon as they were.”

“His statement materially alters the case, and
puts entirely another view upon the matter. The goods
were brought to him by John Trumpy and offered for
sale. These at first he unconditionally refused to buy at
all from the low figure [price] at which they were
offered, that they had been stolen, and in order to find
out if his suspicions were founded or not, he asked
Trumpy for his bill or invoice, stating at the same time
that if this were done, he would purchase them. Trumpy



would not do this, but said that he had purchased them
of Mr. Kimball, of Second Street, Philadelphia. Mr. Her-
zog, not knowing of such a house on Second Street, re-
ferred to a Philadelphia directory, but found no house
of that name in it. He then asked again for the invoice,
when Trumpy pulled from his pocket a piece of paper,
which he shook at Mr. Herzog saying, ‘this is it," but
he would not hand it to him.”"

“Mr. Herzog then kept the goods, but not being
satisfied, went to his attorney, J. B. Amwake, Esq., and
related the whole affair to him. Mr. Amwake then went
to the Mayor, and made complaints against Trumpy, and
had him arrested.”

Thus, the above is Jacob Herzog’s story as to
how he came into possession of these stolen goods. He
gave his account to the newspaper. One paper responded
as follows:

“The anxiety of Mr. Herzog to get us to give
him credit, editorially, for being the cause of Trumpy’s
arrest, will not explain the matter. Had he not attempted
to induce us to lie for him — to state what he knew to be
false — we might not have felt called upon to expose his
duplicity in this matter. Justice to Officer Baker, who
did trace the goods to Herzog's store, before the latter
said anything to the Mayor about it, compels us to put
the matter before the public in its proper light. His con-
duct all through has been that of a guilty man, and were
we at liberty to state all we know, our readers would
have no difficulty in believing that Officer Baker did
trace the goods to Herzog’s store and that the statement
authorized by Herzog was an ingenious attempt to dodge
the force of the circumstantial evidence accumulating
against him”’.

TRIAL OF LIEBEN

At the trial of Lieben, the following evidence
was taken. Keep in mind that Trumpy had turned states
evidence in exchange for a light sentence.

“Mrs. Sarah Trumpy [ mother of John Trumpy ]
testified that early in the morning of the day of the rob-
bery, they were awakened by ‘little Herzog’ [ as Lieben
was commonly called ] and her two sons, who had some
goods they wished to leave there for some time. “Big
Herzog” [ Jacob Herzog ] came later in the morning and
purchased the goods, packing up a handkerchief full of
them himself, which he carried away, — later in the day
the remainder of the goods were taken away in a wagon.
Lieben and John Trumpy and his brother locked the
door of the room containing the goods and took the key
with them.”

John Trumpy testified that on August 22, three

days before the robbery, “John Gimple, Henry Lieben
Jacob Herzog and himself had a conversation at Shoen-
berger’s at which the robbery was arranged, and that Ja-
cob Herzog gave them orders to go out to the Little
Conestoga Bridge and fetch the goods which Gimple
was to throw off the night freight express car.”

The crime was then committed;at about four
o’clock in the morning the goods were taken to Trum-

py’s home, where Lieben made a bill of value for the
goods which Trumpy then took to Jacob Herzog. Mary

Kuhns, a sister of Trumpy living at home, corroborated
her brother’s statement.

After the Commonwealth presented its case,
the defendants’ counsel decided not to offer a defense.
The jury, after a short deliberation, returned a guilty
verdict. Lieben made a statement declaring that he was
innocent and that they had sworn against him.
He begged to be sentenced to the local jail where
his friends and family could visit him. The judge sen-
tenced him to two and one half years hard labor at
Eastern Penitentiary.

This was not the trial of Herzog, only the trial
of Henry Lieben. John Trumpy, for turning states evi-
dence was sentenced to three months in Lancaster
County Jail. Lieben and Trumpy were tried in the Janu-
ary, 1858 term of the court. The trials of all three had
been postponed from the November 1857 term due to
illness of a material witness. That was stated in the No-
vember 25, 1857, papers.

HERZOG’S ANGUISH

The above newspaper accounts and trial of
Lieben, if taken as the truth, indicate that Herzog was
very much guilty. Let us now return to September of
1857 and see what events transpired concerning Herzog.

On the basis of officer Baker’s investigation,
Herzog was arrested.

“On the way to the Mayor’s office [with Baker],
he [ Herzog ] was followed by an eager and wondering
crowd whose side remarks were neither complimentary
nor elegant. Arriving at the Mayor’s office, a dense
crowd was in attendence, in endeavoring to force
through, which we came near having our breath squeezed
out. While awaiting the arrival of Herzog’s counsel, quite
a scene occurred between the accused and officer Baker.
The latter volunteered some advice relative to the matter
of having bail ready, when Herzog told him to mind his
own business; that he coveted not advice from him; and
that he talked too d----d much about other people’s
business.”

Herzog was let out on bail to await his trial,
which we mentioned was to be postponed from Novem-
ber to January.

Were Herzog and Lieben framed? Were they
being framed because they were Jews? It was some four
months between the robbery and the date set for the trial.

Newspaper accounts again describe what hap-
pened to Herzog.

“Ever since Herzog’'s alleged complicity with
the robbery of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company's
car, he has been pursued by a relentless malignity, which
was untiring in hunting up every act which would pos-
sibly be made to militate against his character for hon-
esty and integrity. Some of the very men [Jews] whom
he aided and assisted in business, and who at one time
were indebted to him for their daily bread, were the
most earnest in this unwarrantable crusade. Under this
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persecution — although before a temperate man — he be-
gan to use spiritous liquors and (for a week before the
trial date) was constantly under their influence. At these
times he constantly alluded to his troubles and frequent-
ly asserted that he could not long endure them. ... At
an interview with his legal advisers. . ., his mind was so
unsettled and his language so different from what it
had previously been as to leave the impression upon
their minds that he meditiated suicide. They counseled
and advised him to take rest, and when he left them he
appeared to be much calmer. On the Saturday (before
his trial), he was taken so ill — the effects of excessive
drinking the night before, that his family physician was
called in and prescribed for him. On the afternoon of
that day, he sent for one of his counsel to whem he
represented that on account of sickness he would be un-
able to attend court the following Monday, and wishes
to know how to proceed to have his trial continued until
the April Term.

“It appears that Mr. Herzog went to bed on
Saturday night as usual, and was not missed by his wife
until about three o’clock in the morning, when she
found that he had left the house. She at once wakened
a member of the family, and upon proceeding down
stairs found several letters which he had written, and
among them one stating his intention to commit suicide,
and that they would find his body on what is known as
“the Steam Mill property’ on the railroad, of which he
was the owner. There was another letter subsequently
written, in which he stated that he had been to the
Steam Mill, but that he was so much disturbed by the
barking of the dogs, that he had chosen another spot,
and that they would find his body in Haldy’s Marble
Yard, in the rear of his own store. He also stated in one
of the letters, that as soon as they made the discovery,
they should call in Messrs. John Lippincot, David Reese
and Lewis Haldy, whom he desired to act in the prem-
ises.

“ These gentleman having been called up, together
with Mr. John Weaver, the deceased step-son [ Fanny’s son
from her first marriage ], a search for the body was begun
and Mr. Lippincott finally discovered it hanging from the
limb of the apple tree which stood in the lower part of the
yard, a few feet from the door of Mr. Haldy’s workshop.

“ When found, the body was hanging in such a position
as to indicate extra-ordinary deliberation and coolness in the
act. The one foot was but two inches from the ground, while
the other was thrown up sidewise and resting upon the tressel
on which he had stood while adjusting the cord round his neck.
He evidently let himself down easily and perhaps died without
a struggle. The most remarkable feature of this case was the
entire absence of the usual appearance presented in the count-
enance of those who die by strangulation. The eyeballs had
not started, nor did the tounge protrude; neither did his count-
enance present that livid and gastly appearance most invar-
iably seen in those who have thus died. An examination of the
body showed that life was extinct. It was cold and stiffened
and had been apparently hanging for sometime. The body was
subsequently cut down and carried into Reese’s Hotel, where
Coroner Summy held an inquest, the jury returning a verdict
in accordance with the facts.

“ On Thursday last [ before the suicide on Satur-
day ] he had ordered his coffin to be made by Mr. Weid-
ler, to whom he gave minute details as to its construction. In
consequence of the custom of the Jews interring their dead in
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an ordinary rough square box, no suspicions were excited as to
the real purpose for which this box was intended.

“ The deceased left a wife and five children, the young-
est of which is an infant. Those who were present [at the scene
of the suicide] hope never to look upon such a scene again.

“ It seems that Herzog must have improved his
last hours by attending to business as several letters
were found on his table. He gave directions as to his
funeral, expressing his desire that none of the Jews
should attend it, except two whom he named. Although
he had for many years been a prominent man among
this sect [Jews], of late he believed, not without founda-
tion, that they were all against him, and for weeks past
his mind was variously affected by the load he had to
carry. Among his papers was found a ‘statement’, re-
ported outside to be ‘a confession’ but his counsel, no
doubt at the request of his grief stricken family, have
very properly withheld it from publication.

“ He was a man of generous impulses and de-
votedly attached to his wife and children. In another
letter found upon the table, written immediately before
his death, and directed to Mr. Newhouse, of the firm
of Newhouse and Co. of Philadelphia, he also affirms
his innocence and declares before God his innocence of
the crime alleged against him. The senior member of the
firm, who was in the city yesterday, says that he had
done business with Herzog for years, and that he never
knew or dealt with a more prompt and honorable man.
We conceive its due not only to the memory of the de-
ceased, but to the widow and children whom he left
behind, that this bright and honorable phase in the
character of Jacob Herzog should not be left unrecord-
ded, remembering that in the charity of the world
‘men’s virtues are written in water, while their misdeeds
live on in brass.” He has gone to meet his God, and
whether guilty or innocent of the charges laid at his
door, He alone knows.”

Newspapers during this era without television
and radio, were quite vivid and complete in every detail.
The narrative above is quoted from the various news-
papers and edited to present the story in the only way it
could be told.

BURIAL OF HERZOG

Herzog died on Sunday and was to be buried on
Monday as per Orthodox custom. Note that he did not
wish any Jews, except two he named (but never pub-
lished) to be there. Indeed, there is no stone, and Jewish
law provides that suicide victims be buried without a
marker and near the fence. The oldest cemetery chart
shows his plot, but it was not next to a wall. Once dead,
Herzog was still not left in peace.

“FUNERAL OF JACOB HERZOG — The re-
mains of Jacob Herzog were yesterday, at 5 o’clock,
interred in the Jewish burial ground on the Northeastern
borders of the city. Before the arrival of the funeral
train, quite a large number of persons of both sexes had
congregated around the open grave, many of whom were
attracted there through a report circulated yesterday,
that an attempt would be made to prevent the peaceful
burial of the remains by some of the Jewish persuasion,



who were the bitter enemies of Herzog while living. In
the morning, about eleven o'clock, a number of these
persons went to the ground and filled up the new-made
grave, and took authority over the premises. The grave,
however, was re-opened, and a body of special police
detached for the purpose of maintaining order, but their
aid was not required, as no further disturbance oc-
curred. The sympathies of the large crowd were ap-
parently in favor of the unfortunate man, and had any
attempt been made to arrest the interment of the body,
the most serious consequences would have resulted.”

Several weeks later we read:

“Not withstanding the veracity and social
position of the gentlemen who constituted the inquest
called to inquire into the cause of Jacob Herzog’s death,
and the very respectable and intelligent physician, who
in open court swore that he had viewed the dead body
of Herzog, there are hundred of ‘in quid nuncs’ in our
city who seriously believe that Herzog is not dead. The
latest story afloat is, that on Saturday night on which
poor Herzog took his departure, a long, mysterious look-
ing box was taken from the express freight train and car-
ried into Herzog's store, and that this same misshapen
box contained the remains of some poor unfortunate
who had ‘shuffled off this mortal coil’ in Philadelphia
and New York and was brought from thence to this city
to do service for Herzog. This, they speedily do, and
forthwith there is taken from the box a representation
of the cunning Jacob, which is speedily taken to the
back yard — hung by the neck, discovered, cut down,
inquest held, sent home and buried the next day as the
body of Jacob Herzog. While all this is transpiring, Jacob
is on his winding way laughing heartily at the whole
Gentile tribe whom he had so cunningly deceived and
misled.”

It is predictable that when in 1888, 1901 and
1914, the first histories of the Congregation were writ-
ten, the story of Jacob Herzog was completely omitted.
He was still within the memories of those living and it
was not an age in which“dirty linens” were hung out for
all to read in histories. I surmise, that if your author did
not stumble upon this story, it would always remain un-
told. Today’s society demands the truth. This is the
tragedy of Jacob Herzog. For 40 years he lived an hon-
orable life, was a devout Jew and fathered our Congre-
gation. The last six months of his life were a personal
dishonor and in no way harm the reputation of our Con-
gregation. As we know, the Congregation has survived.

HERZOG’S FAMILY

As those confused minutes indicated, between
the arrest of Herzog and his death, there was a power
struggle between those who wanted to keep Herzog in
power and those, the vast majority, who wanted him
out. His death settled the dispute and the Congregation
settled down into a process of accepting new members
and collecting dues. Herzog’s widow never returned his
Torah to the Congregation. Later minutes indicate that,
for whatever reasons, Moses Geisenberger, who had pur-

chased the Torah from Fanny Herzog, presented it to a
Philadelphia Jewish institution. Fanny’s refusal to turn
over the cemetery gate keys caused the Congregation to
install new locks. Needless to say, Fanny Herzog and her
children left Judaism after Jacob’s suicide. She contin-
ued to live in Lancaster first at 405 N. Prince Street, and
at her death in 1903, she was living at 31 W. Lemon
Street.

Daughters Clara (1855-1940) and Elizabeth
(1847-7) married and were widowed early in life. There
are no local descendants.

Son Jacob (1844-1924) distinguished himself
first as a fire chief and later as a police officer. He mar-
ried and had six children. There are local descendants.

Son Joseph (1850-?) continued to run the gro-
cery store until he was arrested and convicted for numer-
ous counts of forgery in 1884. He was sent to prison,
and after his release operated a livery stable until he left
town about 1910. He was married.

Son Samuel (named Simon in a June 21, 1857
entry in Rodeph Sholom’s Mohel Record) clerked first
in the family store and later for others. He died a bach-
lor in 1928.

1850’s END

By the end of the decade the officers of the
Congregation were: Leon Baum, President; Abraham
Hirsh, Vice-President; Simon Erlanger, Secretary; Her-
man Hirsh, Treasurer; Joseph Eckstein and David Greena-
wald, Trustees. Other loyal members were: Leopold
Hirsh, Moses Aaron (who read at services), Joseph and
Herman Strauss (who were temporarily out of Lan-
caster), and Julius Weill (who was paid $150 per year to
serve as reader and teacher).
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1860's

According to the minutes, the Congregation
continued to meet regularly during the first half of the
1860’s. Financial matters such as keeping the dues cur-
rent were high on the agenda. In September, 1861,
Moses Aaron was appointed shohet for the community.
Smoking on the Sabbath was officially forbidden on
December 25, 1862. In April, 1863, Moses Aaron was
given a raise to $60.00 per year. He would have to
slaughter twice weekly. Meetings in 1864 and 1865 were
held in Joseph Eckstein’s home at East Orange and
Shippen Streets. His home may have served as the tem-
porary synagogue as well.

On October 1, 1865, the Congregation donated
$25 to the Board of American Israelites, to help those
Jews who were in need of money, clothes and food. By
April 1, 1866, services were being held on the upper
floor of Hirsh’s store on the northwest corner of Penn
Square. On that date, the Congregation decided
to budget for its first professional teacher, reader and
cantor. To pay his salary, the membership raised their
dues; the range then was from a high of $§92.60 per year
to a low of $3.12. Children could attend the religious
school starting at age 6, and the children of widows
could attend free of charge. Widows and other women
were still excluded from Congregational membership.
A. Adler, Abraham Hirsh and Jacob Loeb were ap-
pointed to observe the instruction of the children.

CIVIL WAR

The first half of the 1860’s was witness to the
Civil War that divided the country. The logical question

60

is, did any Lancaster Jews fight in the war? By 1862 a
draft had been instituted. On September 10, 1862,
Moses Greenawalt (the young man previously caught out
late at night) and Gabriel Hirsh were exempted due to
their alien status. On July 18, 1863, Leopold Hirsh was
drafted, but in all probability he was exempted. There is
no record of any other Lancaster Jew being drafted.

LEHMAN STRAUSS

In our cemetery, there is only one person’s
grave plot marked with an emblem indicating service
during the Civil War. That person is Lehman Strauss
(1842-1892). Lehman was unrelated to Joseph or Her-
man Strauss. According to family tradition, as he was
disembarking in New York from the boat which brought
him to America, he was “enlisted” in the army of the
North on April 2, 1863. He served as a Private with
Co. B, 23 N.Y. calvary. He was discharged on June 27,
1865. He was German born and his occupation was
tailoring. He and his wife Fanny (1857—1934) came to
Lancaster about 1878. The 1880 census gives his occup-
ation as peddler, mentions his wife Fanny age 22, from
Germany, and a young infant, Sigmund, born in Feb-
ruary 1879. They lived at 360 S. Queen Street in 1882
and at 504 Woodward Street at his death. A daughter,
Hattie (1883-1919), married Isaac Ortzman. She and
her son Lehman Ortzman (1900-1919) are buried in our
cemetery. Young Lehman Ortzman served his country
( 188 Aero Squad) during World War 1.



Civil War Discharge Papers, Lehman Strauss,
only Civil War veteran buried in our cemetery.
“Enrolled” in New York April 2, 1863, he was
just leaving his ship. He was a tailor, 5’ 2" tall,
and his native land was Germany.
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RELATIVE JEWISH WEALTH

The expense of the War caused an income tax
to be imposed upon the Lancaster citizen. This tax, load-
ed with exemptions, gives us a relative comparison of
the wealth of various Lancaster Jews. As a general rule,
the tax of the Jews, as listed in the papers, was about
average or slightly above average when compared to
everyone else. The chart below lists taxable incomes
after deductions.

1866 1867 1868 1869

A. Adler $ 136 Hl— $ 434 '$—
Leopold Hirsh 1475 — 246 =
Herman Hirsh 1475 = 246 362
Abraham Hirsh 1475 — 246 362
Moses

Geisenberger 654 88 = 230
Jacob Loeb 300 402 673 243

NOTE: The Hirsh brothers were partners in business.

NEWSPAPER ITEMS

The following Jews were acknowledged in a
June, 1866, paper for donating to the new Home of
Friendless Children: Hirsh Brothers, $25.00; A Sommer-
feld, Moses Geisenberger and Jacob Loeb, $5.00 each.

The newspaper carried the sad news that Theo-
dore Hirsh, son of Abraham and Fanny Hirsh, died at
the age of 3, on November 20, 1866. Just one day earli-
er, Joseph Strauss, age 45, died leaving his widow
Theresa to run his store. The Jewish merchants of 1865
were:

Jewelry — Hirsh and Brothers

Dry Goods — A. Adler and Moses Geisenberger

Clothing — Hirsh and Brothers, S. Erlanger,
Charles Hirsh & Co.

Variety store — J. Strauss & Co. and Jacob
Loeb.

In addition, Adolph Sommerfeld, by January
1866, had opened a Hoop and Skirt Manufacturing
Company, in the Howell Building at 64 North Queen
Street.

MEMBERSHIP — 1867

As the important year of 1867 began, the mem-
bership of the Congregation consisted of: Abraham,
Leopold, Gabriel and Herman Hirsh, Joseph Eckstein,
Levi Rosenstein, Abraham Cohen, Adolph Sommerfeld,
Jacob Loeb, Julius Loeb, Adolph Albert, Simon Erlang-
er, Herman Strauss, David Gumps, Herman Miller, and
Adolphus Adler. There were several new names on the
roster.
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LEVI ROSENSTEIN

Levi Rosenstein, according to his obituary and
his 1856 Naturalization, was in Lancaster by 1845. Born
in 1814 in Prussia, he came to America with his wife
Caroline (1824-1915—sister of Joseph and Herman
Strauss), who was born in Massan, Germany. The
census lists the following children: Albert—1855, Rosa—
1856, Hattie—1858, Emma—1861, Morris—1864 and
Isaac—1867. At the time of Levi’s death in 1897, Albert
was a Lancaster merchant and Temple leader, Morris
lived in Lancaster and Isaac in New York and Emma
Rosenstein  Goldberg (Mrs. Israel Goldberg) and
Hattie (single) were established in the millinery business
in Lancaster.

Levi at first was a peddler; then a grocer. In
1874, he and Albert operated a shoe store at 129 N.
Queen Street, and by 1880, he had retired from the
“Red Front” clothing store run by son Albert.

Levi Rosenstein (1814-1897)
Vice President—1872, 1874, 1875, 1877 and 1879.

ADOLPH SOMMERFELD

Aldolph Sommerfeld had arrived in Lancaster in
1866 and was gone by 1875. However, he was very ac-
tive in the Congreation and served as President in 1868
and 1871. His Hoop and Skirt Manufacturing Company
was located first at 64 North Queen Street, but later at
15 E. King Street. On February 24, 1867, the newspaper
reported that he married Miss Cecilia Lisner of Baltimore
in a ceremony conducted by Rabbi Benjamin Szold.




A. ADLER

Adolphus Adler (1830-1885), who always was
known as, and signed his name as, A. Adler, arrived in
Lancaster from Baltimore in 1863. He ran a dry goods
store located at 60 N. Queen St. and then, at 43 West
King Street. He was quite active in the Temple and in
numerous other organizations in town. His premature
death was caused by a slow gas leak in his room in the
Reading Hotel of that city. At that time, he wasa sales-
man for the firm of Stern and Fisher of New York. Ap-
parently, on a night in April, 1885, he was overcome by
the gas fumes. He was found alive and brought to Lanc-
aster, where, in July, he died. He left sons Scott (in
Indiana) and Monroe (in Texas). His daughter, Belle,
became Mrs. Louis Sondheimer of Lancaster. His wife
Rebecca (1837-1895) is buried with him in our cem-
etery.

ADOLPH ALBERT

Adolph Albert (1845-1926) was born in War-
saw, Poland and came to Lancaster about 1865. He im-
mediately went towork for the Hirsh Brothers, where he
remained for 55 years until his retirement in 1920. The
newspaper reported that Adolph left for Europe in June
of 1878. He must have been encouraged to do so by the
Hirshes, as he returned with his wife-to-be and was mar-
ried on October 6, 1879. His wife Amelia(1861-1924)

was the daughter of Jacob and Cecilia Hirsh Selig,

Daughter Dorthea (1884-1945) never married
and died in Lancaster. Adolph’s son, Sigmund Albert,
a gentle person, was appointed to West Point in 1897.
He was one of the few 19th century Jews to be appoint-
ed. A fellow member of his 1895 confirmation class re-
called that he left West Point due to anti-semitic heck-
ling. Adolph Albert served as Secretary, Treasurer, and
Vice-President of the Congregation.

Adolph Albert (1845-1926)
Secretary—1868-1871, 1881-1886;
Treasurer—1872, 1878
Vice President—1876, 1888, 1892-1895

HERMAN MILLER

Herman Miller (1832-1911) arrived in Lancaster
about 1860. He and wife Sarah (1826-1904) were born
in Prussia. He was a tanner by trade, and ran his tannery,
in conjunction with a small grocery store, at 610-614
East King opposite the prison. At his death, he was
boarding with Mrs. Sara Slotkin. His will listed a son
Solomon (1863) in New York, a daughter Dora (1861)
(Mrs. Julius Haugwitz), and a sister-in-law Rachel Samp-
son. Money was left to a sister Frieda Miller of Plunsk,
Poland.

JULIUS LOEB

Julius Loeb (1839-1914) came to Lancaster a-
bout 1865 from Rhine Province, Prussia, Germany. His
first wife Johanna (1836-1901) was born in Montebaues,
Germany. He came to America between 1866 and 1869.
It is not clear if they married in Germany or in the
United States. After the death of his first wife, Julius
married Miss Julia Geisenberg. On December 28, 1909,
Rabbi Joseph Krauskopf of Philadelphia officiated.
Julius Loeb’s sister Theresa was the widow of Joseph
Strauss. Julius had four children by his first wife: Jenny
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(Mrs. Simon Middle of Brooklyn) born 1869, Carrie
(Mrs. Charles Leopold of New York City) born 1875 and
sons Morris of New York City, born 1873 and Leon
who remained in Lancaster, born 1878.

Julius spent his life in the notions business on
a wholesale, rather than a retail, level. By 1866, he was
located at 141 E. Chestnut St., and by 1873 at 143 N.
Queen St. In December 1876, he advertised that he
wished to sell his business, so that he could return to
live in Europe. In August of 1877 he left for Europe
but returned to Lancaster by November 1877. He stated
that Europe was no longer to his liking. He went back in-
to the notions business with a store first at 6% E. King
Street and later at 33-35 S. Queen Street. The papers re-
ported that in 1887, he had 50 employees and his stock-
ings were sold throughout the United States. He was a
highly respected business leader, was the first president
of the Southern Market, and on the Lancaster Board of
Trade.

JACOB LOEB

Jacob Loeb was not related to Julius Loeb. Ja-
cob (1818-1900) was born in Bavaria, Germany. His
wife Theresa (1826-1879) was also from Bavaria. He
came to the United States about 1835 and spent time
in several cities. The birthplace of his children illustrates
this! Fanny, 1853 (Georgia); Rosabella, 1855, Wil-
liam, 1857 and Lena, 1859 (all South Carolina); Amelia,
1861 (New York); Bertha, 1868 and Frank, 1873 (Lan-
caster). In addition, there was a child born in 1878 and
a daughter Clara (twin of Bertha), who died in 1868 at
two months of age.

In 1863 Jacob Loeb’s millinery store was lo-
cated at 40 N. Queen Street, in 1865, at 31 N. Queen
Street and by 1871, at 26-28 N. Queen Street. He
opened a branch store at 208 Locust Street, Columbia,
in 1874 under the direction of his son-inlaw and part-
ner Adolph Jessel, who han married daughter Fanny.
In 1875, daughter Rosabella (1855-1923) married Moses
Bachenheimer (1843-1916) of Columbia. Lena Loeb mar-
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ried David T. Hirsh of York. In 1876, Jacob sold out to his
son William Loeb, who took George Bamberger as a
partner. Adolph Jessel took over the Columbia store on
his own. William Loeb renamed his store “Bazaar of
Fashion”. His mother Theresa died in 1897; she, as a
milliner, had been a drawing card to the store. Her death
and funeral were widely covered by the papers. William
also ran stores in Allentown and Philadelphia, which he
sold in 1881 . He must have run into further financial prob-
lems, as the Lancaster store was sold at auction in 1882.

In September, 1880, William married Miss Lot-
tie Schwarz of Philadelphia. She died 4 years later leav-
ing William with a 3-year-old child and an 8 month old
baby. By 1888 William and his father and family were
living in Providence, Rhode Island. The papers reported
that they visited friends in Lancaster on June 28, 1888.
Jacob Loeb died in 1900 at the house of his daughter
(Rosabella Bachenheimer) in Columbia, Pa.

Son-in-law Jessel continued to live in Lancaster,
and from 1883-1885 he ran a store in Marietta. In 1886
his store at 33 S. Queen was one of the first in Lancaster

to have telephone service. He sold out in 1890 and
moved to Altoona, PA.

Jacob Loeb suffered a double tragedy in 1892.
Within 3 weeks time, two of his daughters, Bertha Kor-
tosky and Amelia Rothchild, died in childbirth. Both
are buried in our cemetery.

ABRAHAM COHEN

Abraham Cohen (1794-1875) was the father of
Theresa (Mrs. Jacob) Loeb. He came to Lancaster about
1866. He lived most of his life in New York, and when
he died was buried there with his wife and children. His
death in 1875, at the age of 81, was covered with a
large article in the paper. He had been a soldier under
Napoleon, authored several literary works, was learned
in Hebrew, French and German, and, during his later
years in Europe, was a Rabbi.




range Street
ynagogue

By the mid 1860’s, the Jewish population and
their wealth made the obtaining of a synagogue a feas-
able undertaking. Services had been held at various
places to date. First there was Jacob Herzog’s store or
home. There is mention of a little wooden building on
Beaver Street, now covered by the rear of the Southern
Market building. Next, a building on East Chestnut
Street, between Shippen and Plum, owned by Mr. Fred-
erick Curie, who was superintendent of the Norris Loco-
motive Works. The final temporary synagogue was the
third floor of the Hirsh Store on the northwest corner of
Penn Square.

On October 15, 1866, the minutes report that
the Congregation purchased a house and lot on the
southwest corner of East Orange and North Christian
Streets for $2,000 with $1,000 down. To finance the
purchase, 40 shares in the property were to be sold at
$25 each. Hirsh and Brothers purchased 21, Jacob Loeb
purchased 3, Herman Strauss 2, Simon Erlanger 2,
Adolph Sommerfeld 2, A. Adler 6, and four were un-
sold. Adler, Hirsh and Loeb were appointed to oversee
the tearing down of the house and the construction of
the Temple.

On December 1, 1866, A. Adler, Secretary,
placed an advertisement in the Daily Evening Express
that ““A committee will go around in the course of the
next week to collect funds subscribed for the erection of
the Hebrew Church. The building is now in progress and

in consequence the money will be needed. The corner-
stone of said church will be laid next Tuesday, Decem-
ber 4, at 2 PM.”” We assume that the use of the word
‘church’ was the editor’s and not Adler’s.

CORNERSTONE LAYING

On December 6, 1866, the same paper carried
this on the cornerstone laying ceremonies:

“CORNERSTONE LAYING: The cornerstone
of the Hebrew Church, on the southwest corner of East
Orange Street and the alley between North Queen and
North Duke Streets, and directly west of the First
German Reformed Church, was formally laid yesterday
afternoon.

The ceremony was opened by the reading of
the following address in the English language, by Mr. J.
Loeb, a member of the congregation engaged in the erec-
tion of the church edifice:

‘Fellow citizens: We have gathered here to lay
the cornerstone of the house in which we intend to wor-
ship the Most Holy, the Architect of the Universe. For
many years we have deeply felt the want of a house of
worship. Like homeless children, we were wandering
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from one place to another. Like our ancestors in the
times of Moses and Joshua, we continued our pilgrimage,
carrying with us the Holy Arc, with the roll on which
are inscribed the precepts of Jehova, revealed to our
ancestors by thunder and lightning on Mount Sinai. But
our congregation has been too small in number and our
means so scant that, a few months ago, we could not
entertain the idea of purchasing the ground, much less to
build a house of worship. But the united will of man
may accomplish great things under the guidance of God.

The faith of Israel has, in many instances, great
resemblance with that of the patriarch Jacob, who was
afterward called Israel, and from whom we have inheri-
ted the name by which we are called at the present day.
Let us, therefore, cite one incident, which has been the
guiding star through his whole life. (Genesis, chapter 28,
and 10 to 22, the vision of a ladder.) Jacob left his
home, his parental residence, and all that was dear to
him, to escape the persecution of his debased brother,
who had threatened to kill him. | am not referring to
the history of Israel in past centuries, when our fathers
suffered vilest denunciations, the cruelest persecutions
and death by the thousands, from the hands of a will-
fully misguided populace. At the present day there are
vast countries in the Eastern Continent where Israelites
are denied the rights of citizenship, denied the right to
educate their children in their inherited belief, and in
one of these countries even their lives are in jeopardy,
and for what? For nothing else but for their strict ad-
herence to the precepts and commandments of God.
We, decendents of Israel,.have preserved the ancient cus-
tom to turn our faces toward the east during our wor-
ship, for in the east are places sacred to our memory.
There is Mount Sinai, where three thousand years ago,
we received the Ten Commandments. There stood the
holy temple, a model of architecture, erected under
King Solomon, as a shelter to the Holy Arc, and as a
place of gathering for those who were longing to pour
out their heartfelt grief or joy before the Most Holy.

But reflecting on worldly matters, only reluc-
tantly we turn our faces toward the east. We have left
home, and arrived in a blessed free country, where we
are living among a prejudiceless and liberal population,
under an enlightened government, where men are judged
by their deeds and treated accordingly, without reflec-
tion on their religious belief. How nobly have our fellow
citizens responded to our call for assistance; how liber-
ally have they contributed to lighten our burden in
building a house of worship.

Fellow citizens, you will find in times coming
that your assistance has not been given in vain. You will
find that the offerings you have laid down on the holy
altar will bring blessings upon you and your children, for
the foundation of our religion and corner stone of our
spiritual temple is brotherly love. We will build up this
house for worship. We will pray to the Most Holy for
your welfare, as well as for ours. We will support to the
utmost of our ability the beneficial public institutions.
We will teach our children to love our Government, the
best on earth. Genesis, chapter 28, verse 22: ‘And this
stone, which | have set for a pillar shall be God’s house,
and of all that Thou shalt give me | will surely give the
tenth unto Thee.’
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When Mr. Loeb had concluded, Mr. J. Cohn, a
member of a Hebrew Church from New York, delivered
a written address in the German language, which con-
cluded the exercises.

The ceremony of laying a corner stone of a
Hebrew Church, or Synagogue, was never before per-
formed in this city, and the novelty of the occasion drew
together quite a crowd of persons. Most of those pres-
ent, however, were somewhat disappointed, on account
of no Rabbi, as the Pastor of a Hebrew congregation is
sometimes called, being present to conduct the services.

The Hebrew congregation in this city have no
pastor, at present, but expect to secure the services of
one when their new place of worship is finished. There
are fourteen families attached to the congregation in this
city. (emphasis added)

The new structure will be 45 feet on Orange
Street, by 30 on the alley, and 20 feet to the top of the
square. It will be but a single story in height, with
circular-head door and windows. The front or entrance
will be on Orange Street, and the pulpit on the east side.
There will be three turrets on the Orange Street side —
one on each corner and one on top of the gable.

Joshua W. Jack, who furnished the plan and
specifications for the building, is superintending its con-
struction. Messrs. Gibson and Buchanan are laying the
bricks.

When completed, which will be during the
present winter, the building will contribute much toward
the adornment of that part of the city in which it is
located.

The cornerstone is of Montgomery marble, and
was made by Lewis Haldy. Though the ceremonies were
held yesterday, the placing of the stone in its position in
the building did not take place until today. The stone
was laid in the southwest corner, a few feet from the
ground. A number of coins, some United States cur-
rency, &c., with a list of National, State and City offi-
cers, &c., were deposited in a tin box in a cavity of the
stone.”




On December 30, 1866, the minutes tell us that
various members of the Congregation were sent to other
cities to solicit funds to help build the Temple. Abra-
ham Cohn and Jacob Loeb went to New York, A. Adler
and Abraham Hirsh to Baltimore and Jacob Loeb and
Herman Strauss to Philadelphia. There is no report as to
their success.

DEDICATION CEREMONY

The Dedication of the Orange Street Temple on
September 13, 1867, was covered by the local press.

“CONSECRATION OF THE SYNAGOGUE

Consecration of the new Synagogue of the Shaare
Shomain [Shaarai Shomayim] Congregation of this city, was
consecrated yesterday afternoon with impressive ceremonies.
It is situated on Orange Street, adjoining the First
German Reformed Church, and though small, is a very
elegant and neat brick building.

The Congregation assembled at 3 o’clock, in the
old Synagogue, on the third floor of the Hirsh Building,
northwest corner of Center Square, where the Afternoon
Service was held, after which the procession to the new
Synagogue took place.

Sherry’s Silver Cornet Band with the Marshal,
marched at its head, followed by the two Scroll Bearers,
carrying the written scrolls or books of the law, encased
in richly ornamented velvet bags. Then came the child-
ren of the congregation, dressed in white, followed by
the female members; then the invited guests, and the
male members of the congregation in the rear. The pro-
cession passed down North Queen Street, the band play-
ing, and turned up Orange Street to the Synagogue.

Arriving at the door, Miss Fannie Loeb, the
beautiful young daughter of Jacob Loeb, took her sta-
tion on the uppermost step, bearing in her hands on a
rich white satin cushion the key of the Church, which
she presented to A. Adler, Esq., the president of the
Congregation, in the following exceedingly neat lan-
guage, speaking with the utmost self-possession and ease:

MISS LOEB’S SPEECH

‘I am unable to express in words the deep-felt
rejoicing of my heart, at the honor conferred upon me
by our worthy congregation, in selecting me to present
to you the key to this, our new sanctuary.

Let us look upon this day as a day given to us
by the Lord to rejoice in His Holy Will, and bow to His
omnipotent power. And more especially should we, the
young ones of our community, invoke the blessings of
the Most Holy upon this structure and upon us, and ask
of Him that in this new house of worship the true light
of religion may ever shine upon us; and may He also im-
bue our tender and youthful hearts with the true doc-
trine of our faith, and adorn our souls with those virtues
which please God and men.

Open now, dear sir, the gates of righteousness
and let us enter and praise the Lord that He granted us
the favor to add one more to the number of houses that
are dedicated to His Holy Will.’

Orange Street Synagogue of Shaarai Shomayim.
Located on Southwest corner of Orange and
Christian Streets — Dedicated September, 1867.

Mr. Adler received the key speaking as follows:
MR. ADLER’S ADDRESS

‘It is with the profoundest gratitude and with
unbounded joy that | now receive this key from your
tender hands. This day should indeed be, to us all, a day
of joy and gladness. We see today realized the long felt
yearnings of our heart. Small in number, though we are,
we succeeded in erecting an edifice that would do honor
to a thrice greater Congregation, for God blesses and
good will crowns with success all that is undertaken to
the glory of His name.

Worthy brethern, we have abundant reason to
pour forth in this house, our most heartfelt thanks to the
Almighty; He has done admirably with us, as He always
did with our small tribe. He gave us favor in the hearts
of our fellow citizens, and prompted their goodwill to
aid us in our enterprise, and help us carrying out our
religious endeavors. This new sanctuary must therefore
be double dear to us, as an institution devoted to the
services of the Father of all, and as a visible token of the
brotherly relation in which we stand to our Christian
fellow-citizens; for this let us thank our heavenly Father.

Let us now enter this house with love,
Love to God and men,

Love to our religion,

And love to our country.’

A Hebrew verse was then sung by the Reader
and the choir, after which Mr. Adler unlocked the door
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and the procession passed in while the band played. The
crowd around the building was very great, and it was
with difficulty that those in the rear of the line suc-
ceeded in getting in. The entry way was soon filled by
the crowd, who were not allowed, however, to enter the
audience room so as to fill it uncomfortably. We noticed
present Judge Long and Judge Hayes, and most of the
Protestant clergymen of the city, who, with others, had
received special invitations to the ceremony. The Syna-
gogue was very handsomely decorated with evergreens,
and was very elegantly fitted up. The gas fixtures are of
bronze, of handsome design, the central chandelier hav-
ing twelve jets. The Bimah, or pulpit, is at the eastern
end of the Synagogue, the audience facing it; behind the
Bimah is the Arc, or recess in the wall, closed by a slid-
ing panel, which again is covered by a beautiful curtain.

The assembly being seated, the introductory
prayer, “Ma-Tobu”, was recited from the Prayer Book
by the Reader, the Rev. A. Kaiser, of Baltimore.

The scroll bearers had been standing at the door
of the audience room, and now advanced into the Syna-
gogue, bearing the scrolls; the congregation arose, and
the Reader and choir sang the following saluting hymn:

CHOIR

Shout and sing, ye servants of the Lord.
See here comes of God the holy word.

READER

On Sinai grows a tree of knowledge,
That sweet fruit does forever bear;

In vain endeavors human language
Its precious blessings to declare.

Happy and blessed is surely he

Who reaps fruits of this golden tree.

On Sinai shines the sun so brightly,
That light does shed upon our way;
Oh, let us be enlightened daily
By Sinai’s blissful heaven’s ray.
For happy is that man on earth
Who in the Torah finds his mirth.

The Torah that to us was given,
That is the tree, that is our pride,

That is our sunshine, our light of heaven,
Our joy, our pleasure and delight.

He who ever God’s word does guard,

He has in God his blissful part.

The choir was composed of two female singers
and three male, one of whom played the organ. They
were all from Baltimore, and their music was exceedingly
fine, and was highly appreciated by those who had the
pleasure of listening to it. One of the lady singers in par-
ticular had a very rich and powerful voice. The Cantor,
Rev. A. Kaiser, also had one of the finest male voices
which we have ever had the pleasure of listening to.
Whether it was entirely owing to the excellence of the
execution or may have been partially attributable to the
softness of the Hebrew tongue in which most of the sing-
ing was done, certain it is, that we have seldom been
entertained with as ‘‘dulcet symphonies and voices
sweet,” as those which attended the consecration of this
pretty though not huge fabric.
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The scroll was now brought to the Bimah, and
the Reader and choir again sang a Hebrew Psalm. The
congregation resumed their seats and the Preacher, Rev.
B. Szold, of Baltimore, recited King Solomon’s conse-
crating Prayer (First Kings, Chapter 8).

At the conclusion of this Prayer, the congrega-
tion arose, the Reader took the scroll and sang the verses
from page 193 of the Prayerbook. The Preacher and
Reader then faced the Arc, bearing the scroll, and after
the singing of a Hebrew Psalm, the curtain being drawn
aside, the scroll was placed in the Arc (the recess before
mentioned) and the Reader having recited the conclud-
ing verse (p. 193) the Arc was closed by drawing over it
the curtain, and the congregation resumed their seats.

The Rabbi, Rev. Szold, now preached the Dedi-
cation Sermon, upon the text -- *“Observe My Sanctuaries
and Revere My Sabbaths.”” The discourse was most able
and instructive; the Rabbi claiming that man was created
to labor, and that it was a duty which he should fulfill;
the Seventh day was given as a day of rest, and its re-
ligious observances should be strictly kept. Without
labor, man could not accomplish any of the great aims of
life, nor could he enjoy his seasons of relaxation unless
they were fairly earned by his exertions. He claimed that
the Christian Religion was founded upon the Jewish, and
could not sustain itself without relying upon the more
ancient faith. He was glad to hear of the liberal spirit of
the Christians of Lancaster, which had prompted them
to lend their material aid towards the building of this
Synagogue, regarding it as an evidence of their friendly
feeling towards their Jewish fellow-citizens, and as evi-
dence of the respect which the Israelites amongst us had
won by the uprightness of their walk in all their paths of
life.

The concluding exercises were Psalms for the
Introduction of the Sabbath — pages of Prayerbook 116-
122, No. 55, 56, 57. Evening Service, pages 124-150.
Concluding Hymn, page 6, No. 6. Concluding Prayer,

Throughout the proceedings, the congregation
sat with their hats on, and after a most interesting ser-
vice, lasting about two and a half hours, they were dis-
missed about 6% o'clock.

This (Saturday) morning, being the Jewish Sab-
bath, service was held in the Synagogue, commencing at
nine o'clock, and a sermon was preached in German."”

INFLUENCE OF RABBI SZOLD

The dedication was a successful event. The re-
nowned Rabbi Benjamin Szold, cantor Rev. Kaiser and
the choir, all from Oheb Shalom of Baltimore, partici-
pated in the ceremony. Ten dollars was given to each
choir member and other members of Oheb Shalom to
cover their expenses. Former United States President
James Buchanan, who had been invited, sent a letter
congratulating the Congregation and expressing his re-
grets for not being able to attend.

Hungarian-born Rabbi Benjamin Szold had in-
fluenced our Congregation,he had become Rabbi of
Oheb Shalom in 1859, and held that position for thirty-
three years. With Rabbi Marcus Jastrow and others, he



represented the middle path of American Judaism. They
could not accept Reform Judaism as advocated by Isaac
Mayer Wise and yet, recognized the limitations of
Orthodoxy. Therefore, Rabbi Szold modified the Ortho-
dox prayerbook to represent his convictions and helped
found what would be called the Conservative movement.

The Congregation, on September 22, 1867,
shortly after Rabbi Szold’s participation in the dedica-
tion, decided to use his prayerbook and ritual. The use
of this prayerbook, the decision to have a religious
school, the discontinuance of wearing the Talis on Sep-
tember 12, 1867 (except for the reader or when taking
the Torah out of the Ark), the family pews authorized on
September 8, 1867, and the organ purchased by Abra-
ham Hirsh in 1868 all signify that with the erection of
the new synagogue, Orthodoxy at Shaarai Shomayim
was gone forever.

NEW RULES

With the sophistication and expense of a syna-
gogue, stricter rules concerning membership and seats
had to be enacted. Seats were to be sold at auction
(minimum price $5.00), and could remain with the same
family indefinitely. High holiday seats were to be sold to
non-members for $2.50, and single working sons of
members would also have to pay $2.50. Services were to
last one-half hour on Friday and one hour on Saturday.
The president had the right to select the prayers. There
was no uniform prayerbook in those days. The Congre-
gation still could not afford a rabbi.

OTHER BOARD ACTIVITIES

Rev. Joseph Stein, hired in April of 1867, was
told in December to do his job or resign. When his con-
tract expired in April of 1868, it was not renewed. How-
ever, Stein’s services were used from time to time as a
permanent teacher and reader could not be found. The
hours for religious school were set at Sunday 10-12,
Wednesday 4-6 and Saturday 2-4. A fine of 60¢ would
be imposed for speaking out of turn during a meeting.
Every member would be called to the Torah during
services, and Herman Miller was appointed to keep order
during the services. Seventy-five dollars yearly would be
paid to Mr. Stetler, the butcher, to slaughter for the
Congregation.

The only new member to join the Congregation
in the second half of the 1860’s was William Eckstein,
son of Joseph Eckstein. Non-members in Lancaster
could buy seats for $1.50 per month. The Congregation
had to borrow $1,100 from the Hirsh Brothers at 6%
interest and had to seek payment of dues three months
in advance, to meet financial obligations.

HERZOG TORAH

Even though it had been almost a decade since

Jacob Herzog’s death, the Congregation was still con-
cerned about getting back the Torah which his widow re-
fused to give them. It was reported on April 22, 1867, in
the minutes, that Fanny Herzog had sold the Torah to
Moses Geisenberger. The Congregational leaders, con-
vinced she had no legal right to sell what they believed
to be Congregational property rather than her own, sued
for return of the Torah.

On August 13, 1867, the minutes relate that
the legal action against Moses Geisenberger was lost. The
saga of the Congregation’s first Torah came to its con-
clusion with the following notice in Volume XXVI of
“The Occident’’:

“An Aron Hakodesh (ark) has been constructed
at the (Jewish) Hospital (of Philadelphia) and placed in
the reception room. A Sepher Torah (book of the law),
with the necessary ornaments have been deposited there-
in. These have been loaned to us by Mr. Moses Geisen-
berger of Lancaster, through the influence of Mr. S.
Hecht. Mr. G. has also presented us with a suitable
marble tablet on which are engraved the Ten Command-
ments, and which decorates the top of the ark.”

Mr. S. Hecht is Samuel Hecht of Philadelphia.
From Bavaria, he arrived in Philadelphia in 1835, pos-
sibly with Moses . He became quite wealthy and helped
organize the Philadelphia Hospital. His daughter Sarah
would marry E. M. Cohen, president of Shaarai Sho-
mayim from 1897-1914. After his death, she married
the widower Albert Rosenstein.

A 1976 check with Albert Einstein Medical Cen-
ter of Philadelphia (the successor to the Jewish Hospital),
disclosed that when the Medical Center dismantled its
synagogue, the Torahs were given to the Moss Rehabil-
itation Center. Moss’ Torahs were checked for any mark-
ings that could identify the “Geisenberger” Torah. None
were found.

CONTACT WITH RABBI WISE

Isaac Mayer Wise made at least two formal con-
tacts with the Congregation. The first was a letter in
September of 1867 urging care for returning Jewish
soldiers, and the second was an informational circular in
May of 1868. The 1860’s closed with a strong, unified
membership of about 15 families. The Congregation was
firmly entrenched in Lancaster as the city’s only Jewish
Congregation.
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The decade of the 1870’s would prove to be
stable and good years. The agony and crisis of birth in
the 1850’s were well behind them. The building of the
Temple, the maturing of the Congregation so to speak,
were completed in the 60’s. Now the Congregation, of
sound mind and body, prepared to enjoy the fruits of its
labor. The Congregation had reached maturity and re-
spectability. The majority of the members were well-to-
do, above average in income, a position that each and
everyone worked hard to obtain. They were all first gen-
eration immigrants, self-made men. The purpose of their
coming to America, to which they were pushed from fam-
ily and home by parents concerned for their future, had
been fulfilled. Many would return to Germany, for visits
of several months, to show Mama and Papa that their de-
cision was right and to encourage others to come to
America. Yes, the 1870’s would be very good years.

CONGREGATIONAL ACTIONS

Congregational minutes were quite business-
like with very little controversy indicated. More bonds
on the new Temple would be sold to pay off the $1,100
that the Hirsh Brothers had lent the Congregation in
1868. The loan was then paid off and each bond hold-
er (both old and new), owned a share in the property.
On July 3, 1870, in a pre-Fourth of July celebration,
$850 of these bonds were burned by their owners
as an Independence Day contribution to their
Congregation.

Mr. Joseph Stein, hazzan, died in December
1870,and the Congregation decided to continue his
salary to his widow until April 1, thus providing her
with funds for his funeral expenses and other needs.
Joseph Eckstein would assume his duties temporarily.

Seats for holidays were sold at $4 per family.
Mr. Julius Weill, a local German teacher, was hired as
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teacher for $200 per year. There was dissatisfaction
with Mr. Weill, and Mr. William Frankenstein replaced
him in September of 1873. By 1875, he was earning
$250 per year as teacher and reader.

Meetings of the Congregation were scheduled
for the first Sunday of each month in the rooms of the
Imperial Club, as the synagogue did not have a meeting
room. It was the obligation of all members of the Con-
gregation to attend each monthly meeting. The fine for
missing a meeting was set at SO¢. Monthly dues were
payable at each meeting. Minimum dues were §$1.25
monthly. Dues above that minimum were set in a very
efficient manner. As the expenses of the Congregation
increased and a deficit occurred, the members would not
leave the meeting until each person set his dues at the
proper level. The proper level was reached when every-
one’s dues, added together, balanced the budget. By
the end of the decade, dues ranged from Abraham
Hirsh’s $60 per year down to the minimum of $15. In
addition to dues, members had to pay for High Holiday
seats and were expected to make numerous one-time
contributions for unexpected Congregational expenses,
and in commemoration of joyous personal occasions.

NON-MEMBER BURIALS

The problem of non-member burials in the
cemetery came up in 1878. Since Shaarai Shomayim had
the only Jewish burial ground in Lancaster, non-member
burials had to be permitted. The fee was set up based on
the age of the deceased; under 1 year — $10,1-10 — $20,
11-21 — $40 and over 21 — $50; payable in advance.
The Congregation bore the cost of maintenance of graves.
Perpetual care and yearly grave maintenance fees were
concepts yet to come.

RIGHTS OF WIDOWS
At the same meeting in 1878 the status of



widows came up. Previously, widows and unmarried wo-
men could not become members of the Congregation.
From time to time, by special action, seats had been
assigned to widows of former members. As a result of
that meeting, widows could now become members for
$6 per year but could not vote, debate at meetings or
hold office. By 1880, there would be three widows this
affected: Theresa Strauss, widow of Joseph Strauss since
1866; Lezetta Aaron, widow of Moses Aaron since 1865
and newcomer Rebecca Levy, widow of Sylvester Louis
Levy and mother of member Morris Levy.

FREE CHILDREN’S SCHOOL

In June of 1877, it was suggested that a free
school be opened for all Jewish children. Mr. Franken-
stein, who was serving as hazzan, shohet and part-time
teacher, told the Board that he was not qualified to
handle the new school. Nevertheless, he was hired at
$360 per year. This was raised to $400 in 1879, which
was his last year with the Congregation. Mr. A. M.
Bloch was hired to replace him at $500 per year.

The organ, which had been rented, was pur-
chased for $62 in October 1877. On April 6, 1879,
the Secretary was instructed to give notice to all mem-
bers whose dues were six months in arrears. At that
same meeting, English became the official language of
the Congregation. Minutes would no longer be written
in German. Dues would continue at a minimum of $15,
but in December each member would announce how
much more he would pay and sign his name next to that
amount.

MEMBERSHIP PROCEDURE

A committee of three would be appointed to
inquire into the “character” of each prospective member
and report at the next meeting. If they recommended his
admission to membership, a majority at a membership
meeting would have to approve their decision. If the
committee opposed membership for the person, it would
take a two-thirds vote to over-rule the committee. How-
ever, no person could be a member until he paid his ad-
mission fee of $25, signed the Constitution and By-laws,
and paid one month’s dues in advance.

An unmarried son of a member, regardless of
age, would be a member as part of his father’s member-
ship. A married son, if approved for membership, would
not have to pay any admission fee.

By the end of the decade the membership listed
Abraham Hirsh, Herman Hirsh, A. Adler, Julius Loeb,
Jacob Loeb, Adolph Albert, Joseph Eckstein, Herman
Miller, Herman Strauss, and Levi Rosenstein and the new
members who had been added during the decade: John
Stein, Joseph Strauss, Albert Rosenstein, Charles A.
Reece, George Hoffman, Morris Levy, Philip Bernard,

Joseph Ostheim and Morris Gershel.

P. C. NOOT — JOSEPH EISENSTEIN

Philip C. Noot and Joseph Eisenstein both joined
in the 70’s and were dropped from membership by 1880
for financial reasons. Eisenstein was a peddler based in
Columbia. P. C. Noot as early as 1878 was in the cigar
business. In addition to his Temple affiliation, he was an
officer of the local B’nai B’rith chapter. Both men would
be mentioned, from time to time, in the papers during
the next twenty years.

JOSEPH STRAUSS

Joseph Strauss most likely was not related to
Herman Strauss or Herman’s late brother Joseph. Yet,
in 1870, a Joseph Strauss was part of the widow Theresa
Strauss’s household. His occupation then was listed as
peddler. He was married on February 21, 1875, to Re-
becca Reinenberg of York by Rabbi Cohen (of Balti-
more?). He operated the “Popular Shoe Store” at 60
N. Queen Street from 1879. On December 16, 1884, the
sheriff sold his store and he was out of business. He left
town shortly thereafter.

ALBERT ROSENSTEIN

Albert Rosenstein (1854-1928) was the son of
Levi Rosenstein. He was the first second generation Ger-
man Jew to marry and reside in Lancaster. In 1868, he
went to New York to work in an importing firm run by
his Uncle Adolph Strauss. (His mother Caroline was also
a sister of Herman and Joseph Strauss). In 1876 he mar-
ried Hannah Rosenthal. Hannah’s brother Morris and
sister Carrie (Mrs. Louis Gansman) would come to Lan-
caster in the 1880’s. Albert’s daughter Florence would,
in 1900, marry Rabbi Isidore Rosenthal (no relationship).

Upon Albert’s return to Lancaster he became a
merchant tailor at 65 N. Queen Street. In 1887 he formed
the Lancaster Silver Plate Company and Pennsylvania
Cane Company which later became one of the largest
umbrella and cane producers in America. In 1911 he
started the United Novelty Company with his son Edwin
Rosenstein and later with Rabbi Rosenthal. After his
wife Hannah died in 1916, he married Sarah Hecht Cohn,
the widow of Edward M. Cohn. He was a hard worker
for the Jewish community all his life.

Albert H. Rosenstein
(1854-1928)
Chairman Building
Committee 1895,
Secretary 1887-1893,
Board member
eleven years.
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JOSEPH OSTHEIM

Joseph Ostheim (1843-1912) was born in West-
phalia, Prussia (Germany) and came to America about
1859. His father was an exporter of Westphalian hams!
His mother was Rica Ostheim (1804-1894). She lived in
Lancaster and died in the home of Joseph’s sister Betka
(Mrs. Herman) Strauss.

Joseph’s wife was Bena Ostheim (1844-1904)
whose obitury indicated she was born in Hanover and
came to Lancaster about 1874. Three children of Joseph
and Bena died prior to maturity: two infants and son
Louis, age 11. There is record of two of their daughters,
Flora and Clara, being confirmed at Shaarai Shomayim.

Joseph had some New York family. Uncle Meyer
Ostheim helped found Temple Emanuel and is mentioned
many times in their 1840-1850 minutes. Sister Jennie
married into the Schiff family of financiers. Another
sister was Mrs. Julia Benoit.

In 1866, Joseph was a peddler living at Water
and Lemon Streets. By 1877 he operated a wholesale
grocery outlet at 244 N. Water Street. For quite a while
he did well, and in 1878, the papers report that he bet
a competitor a barrel of pickles on the outcome of a
local election. Joseph lost the bet and the Children’s
Home enjoyed the barrel of pickles. In 1887, operating
as Jos. Ostheim and Co., he was located at 218 N. Water
Street and a member of Lancaster’s Board of Trade.
However, by 1888, he was bankrupt and had become a
traveling salesman for S. R. Moss, a member of the Con-
gregation who was in the cigar business. There are no
local descendants.
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MORRIS GERSHEL

Morris Gershel (1829-1906) led an interesting
life. He came to America from Bressen, Germany,as a
very young man. In 1849 he joined the Gold Rush and
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Alice Gershel (1852-1918)
Wife of Morris Gershel,
Treasurer and Secretary of
Ladies Temple Auxiliary

went to California. He then went to Australia for a num-
ber of years. He returned to Lancaster by 1877 and went
into business with his brother as L. Gershel and Bros.,
tobacco dealers. His wife was named Alice (1852-1918).
Their daughter Carrie married Abraham Sondheimer, a
Lancaster horse dealer. Morris served on the Board of
the Temple and was Vice-President in 1880.

Alice Gershel’s brother Herman Curiel’s obit-
uary gives some interesting background on them both.
The Curiel family was of Spanish Jewry decent. Their
family, the obituary reported, helped finance a Colum-
bus voyage to America. Although buried in the Gershel
family plot, Herman Curiel lived in New York. Alice
Gershel thus was Lancaster’s only Sephardic Jew.

PHILIP BERNARD

Philip Bernard (1838-1906) was born in Prussia.
His wife Sophia Jacobs (1842-1887) was born in Eng-
land, but her parents were from Prussia. Bernard was a
tobacco dealer located at 155 N. Queen Street. He was
an active Temple member serving on the Board, as Trea-
surer, and as President from 1882-1884. He was residing
with his son Samuel in San Francisco when he died. His
son Morris lived in Columbia.

His nine-year-old daughter Katie died in 1876.
In a rather unusual article article in November, 1877, the
to-be-unveiled stone was described by the local paper.
The Bernard stones are among the most beautiful in the
cemetery.

“A BEAUTIFUL TRIBUTE: “We have been
very much gratified by seeing a handsome piece of mar-
ble work, executed by our quiet friends of -McClure’s
marble works, 25 S. Queen Street. We refer to the tomb,
intended to be placed over the remains of the beloved
daughter of Mr. Philip Bernard.... It belongs to the
transition period of the early English style. The base,
covering the whole grave, is hewn out of a solid piece,
pierced by an aperture large enough to form an enclosed
bed for flowers, at the head of which is erected the head-
stone, bearing the inscription both in Hebrew and Eng-
lish. .. .7



SIX GENERATIONS

Morris Levy (1851-1921) with
wife Carrie Hoffman Levy (1858-1941)

e

Irene Levy Jacobs (1884-1938)

Fannie Jacobs Brener
(1913- )}

September 26, 1975 — Rabbi Samson Shain oversees
handing down of the Torah from 4th generation to
6th generation-Sydney Brener (1911), to David Brener,
to Scott Brener (1970).

Lewis Levy

Future Congregation President,
son of Morris Levy,

Father of Jean Louise Loeb
Circa mid 1880’s

HOFFMAN, LEVY AND REECE

George Hoffman, Morris Levy and Charles A.
Reece were related by marriage. George Hoffman (1820-
1905) came to America from Bavaria in 1840. His first
residence was Charleston, South Carolina. About 1872,
he came to Lancaster. He worked as a tailor for a few
years and later was a salesman for various local busi-
nesses. His wife Fannie (1820-1913) was also born in
Bavaria. One daughter, Mrs. Henry Clark, lived in Rich-
mond, son Jacob lived in Statesville, North Carolina,
son Lee lived in Florida, and daughter Carrie was mar-
ried to Morris Levy.
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Carrie and Morris Levy — 40th Wedding Anniversary-1918-standing in rear - Harry
Levy, Frank Levy, Olga Pirosh Levy, Milton Levy, S. Lewis Levy; middle row - Fannie Levy
Sycle, Irene Levy Jacobs, Joseph Jacobs; bottom row - Anna Pirosh Levy, Robert Scyle, Morris
Levy, Carrie Levy, Monroe Levy; grandchildren on steps - Fannie Jacobs, Herbert Levy,

Dorothy Scyle.

Morris Levy (1851-1931) came to Lancaster
about 1871 with his widowed mother Rebecca Levy
(1808-1895). Rebecca, born in Prussia, was the wife
of Sylvester Louis Levy, who died in 1868. Rebecca was
married in Europe and came to America about 1857.
They lived in Mempbhis, Tennessee, prior to coming to
Lancaster. Rebecca Levy’s other children were Jacob
(twin of Morris) who settled in Alabama; Mary (Mrs.J.M.
Tobias) of New York and Esther Levy Reece.

Morris Levy married Carrie Hoffman (1858-
1941) in 1878. In 1872, Morris was a clerk living at 202
W. Walnut Street. Later he operated the Boot and Shoe
Store which opened at 146 N. Queen Street in 1873.
He moved to 5 East King Street in 1874 and then to 3
East King in 1886. He later became engaged in the to-
bacco business with his sons Lewis, Harry, Monroe, Mil-
ton and Frank. Lewis (1879-1965) married Flossie Ver-
mont (1893-1966), and daughter Jean (Mrs. Roland)
Loeb is a local descendant. The two daughters of Wil-
liam Pirosh married two Levy brothers. Monroe (1882-
1952) married Anna Pirosh (1888-1949), and Herbert
Levy of Lancaster is their son. Milton (1887-1935) mar-
ried Olga Pirosh (1892-1937). Frank (1891-1950) and
Harry (1881-1964) also married, but there are no local
descendants. Morris had two daughters: Fannie married
and moved to Richmond. Irene (1884-1930) married
Joseph Jacobs (1883-1951), and daughter Fannie (Mrs.
Sydney) Brener is a local descendant.
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Morris Levy was very active in the Congregation
and served as President (1920-1923). Son Lewis, son-in-
law Joseph Jacobs, and grandson-in-law Sydney Brener
would also serve as Temple Presidents. Morris’s sister
Esther (1845-1933) married Charles A. Reece.

Charles A. Reece (1846-?) came to Lancaster
from Memphis Tenn. in 1870. He opened the “Parlor
Shoe Store” at 42 West King Street. By 1879, he was at
26 E. King Street. He became a very successful and re-
spected business man. However he sold his store in 1881
and moved to Easton. He was back in Lancaster by 1883,
and opened a cigar factory on South Queen near Vine
Street. In 1886, he opened a shoe store but by October,
1886, he was in financial difficulty. He left Lancaster and
moved to New York. He had a daughter Jennie, born in
Tennessee, who visited Lancaster in 1893, and a son
Monroe, born in Pennsylvania in 1873. Three infants are
buried in Lancaster: George S. Lewis, and Sophia.

Charles was born in the northern part of Prussia
and came to America in 1859. In 1861 at the age of 15,
he enlisted in the 41st New York Regiment and served
until 1863. In 1864, he re-enlisted in the 8th New Jersey
Volunteers and was a First Lieutenant by the end of the
Civil War.

Although wife Esther is buried in Lancaster,
Charles’ date and place of death is not known.



JOHN STEIN

John Stein operated a dry goods store at 122
S. Queen Street. The 1870 census indicates he was 38
and from Prussia. His wife, Caroline, was 34, also from
Prussia. They had a son Lewis, age one. John was not
wealthy and was on and off the membership rolls until
Abraham Hirsh guaranteed his dues. In 1891, he and his
family, including daughter Minnie Stein who gave a sur-
prise farewell party for them, moved to New York. Minnie
Stein would often return to Lancaster for special social
events and parties.

NEWSPAPER NOTES, 1870’s

It was during the 1870’s that the newspapers
began to realize that the Jewish community existed.
Jewish religious and secular events enjoyed wide cover-
age and yield us much information.

COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT

When possible, the Lancaster Jew would in-
volve himself in public affairs. In February, 1874, Adler,
Jessel, Hoffman, Jacob Loeb and Ostheim petitioned
the Lancaster School Board for another German and
English school. The request was granted, but it is not
clear what they were asking for; perhaps it was just a
teacher and not a school.

In addition to Abraham Hirsh, Moses Geisen-
berger and Charles Reece served on the Board of Trade.

Spelling bees were popular then. A bee held
in April, 1875, saw Simon Hirsh fail on the word ‘cerine’
(he spelled it c-y-ri-n<). Worse yet, Israel Aaron, a future
Rabbi, misspelled ‘chaplain’ as c-h-a-p-l-i-n.

DELINQUENT DUES

The Congregation had to insist on financial in-
tegrity from its membership. To insure that everyone
was paid up prior to attending High Holiday services in
September of 1873, they gave officer Roy, of the local
police, a “black list” of those owing money. Officer Roy
was posted at the door to the Synagogue and no one
passed until he paid up.

NEWSPAPER CLIPPINGS
It was common practice for the papers to list
the local churches each Saturday. It was customary then,
as now, not to include the Jewish places of worship.
However, in a special article in 1874 on local religious

groups, they listed us. “Hebrew-corner East Orange
and Christian, services irregular”. The name Shaarai
Shomayim was rarely used. The place of worship was
usually called Orange Street Synagogue.

The vendor list of 1874 included: shoes — C. A.
Reece, Morris Levy and Joseph Strauss; Clothing —
Gabriel Hirsh (170 N. Queen) and Hirsh and Bros.; and
dry goods and clothing — John Stein, A. Adler and
Moses Geisenberger.

The following article appeared in the newspaper
on March 18, 1878:

“The Feast of the Purim, one of the most im-
portant in the Jewish calendar, begins today and will
continue for three days. Yesterday being the eve of the
anniversary, a celebration was held in *ne synagogue, on
East Orange Street, in the afternoon, by the Sunday
School connected with the Congregation. This school,
organized last June, represents about fifteen Hebrew
families of the city, and has an attendance of from thirty
to thirty-five, who are divided into two classes, com-
prised respectively of the younger and older children.
The programme yesterday consisted of singing, recita-
tions, etc., by the pupils of the school, who all acquitted
themselves in a very creditable manner, and made the oc-
casion one of very enjoyable interest.”

The article goes on to state that William Frank-
enstein the hazzan opened with a prayer and then fol-
lowed remarks.in German, and speeches in English by
Jacob Loeb and A. Bern Hirsh. The children then pre-
sented their part of the program.

Over 50 couples danced at the Purim Ball, held
at Robert’s Hall to the music of the Taylor Orchestra.

The papers always published the grades of the
boys at Boys’ High. They afford us the opportunity to
compare our Jewish students with the others. The final
grades of 1873 show that A. Bern Hirsh (son of Her-
man) scored 85 and was Sth of 17 in his class. Israel
Aaron scored 83 and was 6th of 21. Not too good, but
what do grades mean,anyway? A. Bern later became a
most respected doctor of Philadelphia and New York
and Israel, we recall, became a rabbi.

NEEDLING JESSEL

A cute story, of dubious medical authenticity,
was reported on August 1, 1874. “One and a half years
ago, Adolph Jessel ran a needle into his hand and was
unable to get it out. Today, he felt an itch on his shoul-
der and upon scratching, the needle came out.”
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FIRST WEDDING IN ORANGE STREET

SYNAGOGUE

The newspaper did mention on August 8, 1871,
about a kitchen fire at the home of Abraham Hirsh. But
a most interesting article was coverage of the wedding
of Fannie Loeb to Adolph Jessel. Fannie was the daugh-
ter of the wealthy merchant Jacob Loeb, and Mr. Jessel
was from New York but was currently working for the
widow Theresa Strauss. It was the very first wedding
held at the new Temple and was quite a curiosity for the
local citizens. The “white haired grandfather” in the ar-
ticle was Abraham Cohen. This beautifully written ar-

ticle was dated March 11, 1873:

A HEBREW WEDDING v Interesting
Occasion: For some time past the all engrossing topic of
conversation in social circles in this city has been the
contemplated event of a magnificent Hebrew or Jewish
wedding — a real genuine Jewish wedding, to be con-
summated in the Orange Street Synagogue. The high
contracting parties named in connection with the affair
were Miss Fannie Loeb, daughter of our well-known
citizen, Mr. Jacob Loeb, on the one part; and Mr. Adolph
Jessel, a New York merchant, on the other. Yesterday
was the time, and five o'clock in the afternoon the hour,
appointed for the event. By invitation the reporter of
The Express was present, and although we do not ap-
prove, as a general thing, of laying matters so sacred
before a curious public, yet the occasion was so inter-
esting, so novel, so grand, sc impressive that we cannot
refrain from a description of it.

Long before the hour appointed for the solemn
ceremony, hundreds of persons might have been seen
wandering their way up Orange Street to the synagogue,
many of them without invitation and consequently
without cards of admission, vainly hoping that the doors
of the synagogue would be open, and that they might
crowd in promiscuously, to the exclusion, even, of the
invited guests. This vain hope, however, was quickly
dispelled on reaching the temple, as it deserved to be.
True, they managed to effect an entrance into the
vestibule, but they found the inner door guarded by a
stalwart officer, who bravely resisted all appeals for
admission. There stood the crowd — swaying and
surging — not a spare foot of standing room — anda
majority of that crowd of the ‘‘female form divine.”
They would not go out. What was the natural conse-
quence? The floor was over-burdened, the very walls
were almost pushed from their bearings, and something
must give — there must be expansion. A dull
thud, followed by creaking, grating sounds, and shrill
shrieks from the ladies. The floor had given way, and
down it went with its seething mass of humanity as far
as it could go — luckily not far, for there was no cellar
underneath. The floor soon rested upon the ground, the
tadies became more calm, and one of them even re-
marked that she would stand there and see what was to
be seen “‘if it killed her.”” Was such admirable pluck ever
seen before? Could the curosity of the opposite sex
possibly reach such a climax as to utterly over shadow all
fear of personal danger? We doubt it. Finally the police-
men drove the crowd from the vestibule, the invited
guests were admitted to the inner temple by the door-
keeper, and at five o'clock precisely the bridal party
entered the temple, having been conveyed there in car-
riages.

As the party passed up the main aisle, the organ-
ist — Prof. Carl Maiz — struck up a grand march, lending
much attractiveness to the occasion. The entre was
made in the following order, there being four brides-
maids and four groomsmen: Miss Rosa Loeb, sister of
the bride, accompanied by her brother, William Loeb;
Miss Isabella Grohs, of Philadelphia, accompanied by
Mr. Joseph Strauss, of this city; Miss Carrie Hoffman, of
this city, escorted by Mr. Isadore Grohs, of Philadelphia;
Miss Amelia Lowenstein, of Williamsport, escorted by
Mr. Claramyer, of New York; next the bride, Miss Fannie
Loeb, leaning upon the arm of her father, Mr. Jacob
Loeb; and the procession ended with Mrs. Theresa Loeb,
mother of the bride, escorted by the groom, Mr. Adolph
Jessel. The party was grouped around the altar in the
following order: The bridesmaids on the extreme right,
the bride and groom in the center, while the four
groomsmen occupied the left. In the rear stood the
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father and mother of the bride, while her venerable
white-haired grandfather stood not far off. The brides-
maids all wore white, with the exception of one, and she
wore a beautiful pearl-color; the dresses were made full
and trailing, caught up here and there with wreaths and
sprays of flowers. They looked exceedingly well. The
groomsmen were in full dress — faultless black, with
white vests and white kids.

But the bride was the center of all attraction:
dressed in pure white — as pure and white as her youth-
ful brow — with a veil trailing upon the floor. Her head
was crowned with a wreath of orange blossoms, and
from the wreath hung pendant and mingled with the
folds of her veil sprays of the same material; while the
only decorations which she wore on neck and ears were
jewels set with orange blossoms. Her dress was faultless.

Among the prominent guests we noticed Dr.
Jno. L. Atlee, sr.,, Mayor Pyfer, Rev. A. H. Kremer,
Rev. W. T. Herhard, and many of the substantial pro-
fessional and business men of the city. The building was
crowded, and a novel look was given to the assemblage
by the wearing of hats, all the gentlemen present keeping
their tiles upon their heads, according to Jewish custom.

When the ceremony began there was a rush
made to the front, and the undue pressure upon the
floor caused a joint to give way with a noise that
resembled the discharge of a pistol. The floor went
down in the center a distance of fully two feet, and
grave apprehensions of a serious accident were enter-
tained, there being a deep cellar underneath. All stood
calm and tranquil, however, and the danger was averted.
The ceremony was performed by Dr. Benjamin Szold, a
Rabbi from Baltimore, who had been summoned for the
occasion. He began with an address in the English, one
of the most solemn and impressive we have ever heard,
enjoining upon bride and groom their respective duties,
and giving such counsel as would be necessary for their
future quidance. in their new relations. After the address
a glass of wine was handed to the groom and he drank of
it; then, handing it to the bride, she drank of the same

cup. This was symbolical of the cup of joy — to drink
from one cup — his joys to be her joys, and her joys to
be his. A second cup was handed them, and they again
drank in a similar manner. This was the cup of sorrow.
United in one common life — all joys, spiritual and tem-
poral, to be enjoyed equally by both; all sorrows to be
borne alike by both. Then followed a benediction in the
Hebrew, after which the groom placed a ring upon the
forefinger of the bride’s right hand, speaking these
words — “‘Be betrothed unto me by this ring, according
to the law of Moses and Ezra."” And the bride answered
simply ‘“Yes.” Then the Rabbi pronounced these words:
“In the name of our Holy Religion and in the name of
the law of this State, your marriage in proper order is
declared.” And the ceremony was ended.

At seven o'clock in the evening the reception
took place at the residence of the bride’s parents on
North Queen Street. The house was brightly illuminated,
and a large and happy throng were assembled. Congratu-
lations to the bride and groom, to the amiable mother
and father, to the venerable but light hearted grand-
father, and music and social converse occupied the first
hour. At eight o'clock supper was announced, and the
large and brilliant company sat down to a most boun-
teous repast, which was presided over with the rare grace
which Mrs. Loeb so largely possesses, and with that cour-
teous attention for which Mr. Loeb cannot be excelled.
Substantials and liquids were dealt out with a liberal
hand, and all felt that "it was good to be there.” The
first toast of the evening was given by Dr. Jno. L. Atlee,
sr., who wished that “‘the newly wedded couple might be
spared to celebrate as many wedding anniversaries as had
been allotted to him — which would be fifty-one on the
next day (today).” The toast was loudly applauded, and
other toasts followed, but none of them could quite
come up (in point of fact) to that of the venerable
Doctor.

After this feast was concluded (which was prin-
cipally composed of the lighter eatables), the company
returned to the parlor, where sociability reigned supreme
until 10% o’clock, when a second supper — a most sub-
stantial and elegantly prepared meat supper — was
partaken of. At a little after 12 o’clock the wedding
party took their departure for Philadelphia, from which
point, they will proceed West. After a short absence the
bride and groem will return to this city, where Mr. Jessel
intends engaging in mercantile business.

The occasion was, from beginning to end, most
refreshing and enjoyable, and the first Jewish wedding
that ever took place in a synagogue in this city will long
be remembered by those who had the good pleasure
to be present, as an event worthy of all pleasant
recollection.

all of it.

from Mr. Loeb.

While the young couple was still on their
honeymoon, the Congregation took up the matter of the
repairs to the floor of the synagogue. At the March 20
meeting of the Congregation, a motion of Charles A.
Reece that Jacob Loeb pay only half of the cost of re-
pairs was rejected. The majority felt that he should pay
This decision was affirmed again on May 18,
and President Abraham Hirsh was ordered to collect

On June 17, the newspaper reports

that Mr. Hirsh is suing Mr. Loeb for the cost of repairs.
On June 24, the alderman orders Mr. Loeb to pay $31.52
to the Congregation. Mr. Loeb says he will appeal, but
the papers fail to report on any such appeal. Meanwhile,
Jacob Loeb had been boycotting Congregational meet-
ings and would not retum until July 4, 1875.



HIRSH MATTERS

Several events concerning the Hirsh family made
the papers. Abraham’s brother Gabri;l got into some trou-
ble with ajoke. In 1870, for whatever reason, Gabriel used
to ridicule a Jacob L. Levy born in Poland. Gabriel
placed in his store window a caricature of a “Polack™
with the words “A bloody Polack, Levy by Name”. Ja-
cob Levy then made acomplaint,and Gabriel was hauled
into Court on a libel charge. Abraham Hirsh testified
that he had purchased a series of caricatures in Philadel-
phia and sold them to his brother who placed them in
his window for resale. Secondly, there were plenty of
Levys around and this card was not meant for any one
in particular. Gabriel was found “not guilty”.

Another Hirsh story broke in October of 1877.
This time Herman was the central figure. Herman had
sold a boy some clothing. The boy returned to the storé
and wanted his money back. An argument followed.
Herman then took the boy outside and kicked him in
the stomach.

Prior to 1874, Abraham, Leop»ld and Herman
ran a combined store on the northwest corner of the
Square. In that year they split up. Hirsli and Brothers
was dissolved. Abraham stayed at 6 and 8 North Queen
and ran the jewelry, notions and millinery business.
In 1888 Abraham sold out and retired. Leopold and
Herman formed Hirsh and Brother and ran the men’s
clothing store at 2-4 North Queen Street. Herman’s sons

Monroe and Simon managed the store after Herman died
in 1889. Simon (Monroe died in1917) closed the store
in 1922,

For many years, it had been the custom of
Fanny (Mrs. Abraham) Hirsh to take “unleavened
bread” to the printer of the paper during Passover.
Each and every year, he thanked her publicly in the
pape: On June 8, 1876, Fanny Hirsh died at the age of
42. The tradition was carried on by Augusta (Mrs. Her-
man) Hirsh. On April 17, 1878 an article telling about

the Holiday of Passover mentions: “We are indebted to
Mrs. Herman Hirsh for her annual contribution of un-
leavened bread, which comes in the form of large, thin,
light brown, crisp and brittle cakes’.

Gabriel made the papers again when in 1877,
while remodeling his store, he built a bay window on
his second floor. Apparently this was against some city
ordinance and the Mayor ordered him to tear it down.
Hirsh refused and when the street commissioner came
over to tear it down, Hirsh got a court injunction to stop
him. Eventually, Hirsh lost in a higher court.

It was all academic, anyway, for in April, 1879,
a fire broke out on the third floor of that building where
a laundry was located. There was extensive damage on
that floor as well as on the second floor, on which Julius
Loeb ran his wholesale notion business. Total damage
was estimated at $7,000.

The last Hirsh near-tragedy was when, on the
way back to Philadelphia from a visit, the horse and
wagon carrying 80-year-old Mr. Bernheim (father of Mrs.
Leopold and Mrs. Herman Hirsh) and Herman’s daughter
Cecilia, upset. Luckily no one was hurt.

FRIENDLY COMPETITION

Business is business, even among co-religionists
and friends, as shown in the following newspaper article.

April 22, 1878: ‘““‘Belligerent Clothing Dealers —
This morning about half past eleven there was quite an
excitement on North Queen Street for a short time. A.
Rosenstein and G. Hirsh keep rival clothing stores on the
same side of the street, a few doors apart. A man was
passing the stores, and Rosenstein and two boys named
Nixdorf and Hambright, who are employed at Hirsh’s
each endeavored to get him into their stores. A rain of
words soon began and it was not long until the parties
both began hitting each other.”

November 9, 1878: Al Rosenstein, clothes
dealer on North Queen Street, this morning dressed
Billy Howater, the boot-black, in a red flanned suit, and
putting a placard upon him, telling the people to buy
their clothing at Rosenstein’s, started him through the
streets with circulars to distribute. Howater alleges that
Gabriel Hirsh, a rival in the clothing business, tore the
placard from him, tore some of his circulars, and then
“butted’ him. .."”

1878 CONFIRMATION SERVICE

The first recognition of the “Feast of Shevuoth”
and the rite of Confirmation was on June 8, 1878. We
don’t know the date of the first Shaarai Shomayim
Confirmation Service.

‘“Last night the anniversary of the giving of the
ten commandments to Moses on Mt. Sinai was celebra-
ted in the Jewish synagogue, on East Orange Street. This
was also the occasion of the confirmation of children,
and the synagogue was filled to its utmost capacity, a
large number of Gentiles being present. The room was
very handsomely trimmed with flowers, bouquets and
evergreens and the gas was kept burning during services
which began at 7 o'clock. - - - - - - The Confirmation
services were then begun by the singing of an appropri-
ate hymn, after which Rev. Mr. Frankenstein, preached
a sermon in the German language. ... He argued the
necessity of the religious training of all children. The
habit of Bar Mitzvah was the custom of graduating the
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boys on their thirteenth birthday, and it was necessary
for them to be proficient in the knowledge of their re-
ligion. It was a very old Eastern custom and was ex-
clusively for boys, but there is now a new school which
originated about 50 years ago. Among the originators
was Dr. Phillipssohn, of Madgeburg, Germany, and one
of the beliefs of the more modern forms of this religion
was the confirmation of all children on this day of every
year. The requirements of all children are the same with
one exception, that it is not necessary for all to be thir-
teen years of age."

Three girls, not named, ages 13 to 15, were in
this class. [Possibly Herman Hirsh’s daughter Cecilia
(1861-1899), Herman Strauss’ daughter Amelia (1866-
1887) and Joseph Strauss’ daughter Amelia (1862-1941)]
This “new school”, of course, was Reform Judaism
which Shaarai Shomayim was quickly adopting. Bar
Mitzvahs, apparently, were not held and indeed, not
one was reported in the minutes or newspapers.

LADIES HEBREW BENEVOLENT SOCIETY

The Ladies of the Lancaster Jewish community
formally organized as “The Ladies Hebrew Benevolent
Society” in 1876. This was not a Shaarai Shomayim or-
ganization. Testimony to this was that Mrs. Rosanna
Geisenberger, wife of non-member Moses Geisenberger,
was elected President. She held that position until her
death in 1892. Mrs. Herman Hirsh was Treasurer and

Mrs. Morris Gershel, Secretary. The object of the society
was to lend material assistance wherever needed, to work
for the welfare of Judaism, to distribute charity and
philanthropy among the needy and unfortunate Jews in
the community and to aid in all enterprises for the im-
provement of the Temple.

The Temple minutes recognized their existence
when, on October 7, 1877, the secretary was instructed
to tell the President of the Ladies Society that their
meetings could not be held in the sanctuary, but that
they could use the room on the second floor for 50c¢ per
meeting.

THE WOMEN BEHIND THE CONGREGATION.. . .

The oft quoted saying is that “behind every
man there is a woman.” Regarding Shaarai Shomayim,
nothing could be truer. Despite the fact that they were
second class Jews, without the right of membership, or
debate or vote, the women took great interest in the
Congregation. Eventually, as the Congregation continued
along the road to Reform, women were put on an equal
footing. First widows, by special Board action were
granted seats in the sanctuary. Later, widows could be
members at a reduced rate, but without the right of de-
bate and vote. Today, a family membership is husband
and wife, each with a vote.

It has always been the women who noticed

The real power behind the Congregation. Almost all of the women of the Congregation attended a farewell luncheon for Olga Lurio
who was moving from Lancaster. The year is 1924 and the location the Iris Club located at 323 N. Duke Street. Seated on left side of
table: Mrs. Matilda (Morris)Michaelis, Mrs. Carrie (Jonas) Fox, Mrs. Rose (Henry) Weill, Mrs. Sarah (Albert) Rosenstein, Mrs. Bertha
(Jacob) Lyons, Mrs. Rebecca (Louis) Strauss, Mrs. Dora (Herman) Stein (just a small part of her face can be seen), Mrs. Ida (Myer)
Cohn. Seated rear of table: Mrs. Dora (Benjamin) Lurio, Mrs. Olga (Meyer) Lurio, Mrs. Sara (Joseph) Goldberg. Seated right side of
table front to back: Mrs. Carrie (Morris) Levy, Mrs. Julia (Julius) Loeb, Mrs. Carrie (Abraham) Sondheimer, Mrs. Martin Frank, Miss
Settie Selig, Mrs. Matilda (Joshua) Sherman, Mrs. Ben Lichtenstein, Mrs. Ameilia (Bruno) Astrich, Mrs. Hortense (Louis) Lyons.
Standing in rear left to right: Mrs. Rosalie (Max) Marx, Mrs. Molly (Myer) Dembo, Mrs. Gertrude (Harry) Elins, Mrs. Rose (Morris)

Strauss, Mrs. Isaac Fuld, Mrs. Rae (Benjamin) Stein.
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what the Temple needed and arranged for its purchase.
The original Temple had no kitchen. The women pressed
for cooking facilities, and three kitchen remodelings
later, we have our present facility. It was the women
who enlarged and beautified our social hall, their last
effort during the Bicentennial year. It was the women
who have taken great interest in the religious school,
and have, since the beginning, donated funds to defray
the cost of teachers and supplies. It was the women who
sponsored the many social events which keep a Congre-
gation united in more ways than religion. We could go
on and on. The aims of the women’s group continue to
be unselfish service to their Congregation and com-
munity.

FIRST WOMEN CONGREGATION PRESIDENT

When Frances (Jean) Ellison assumed the presi-
dency of the congregation in 1978, she epitomized the
historical dedication and leadership women have given to
Shaarai Shomayim. Her husband Dr. Ervin Ellison serv-
ed as Temple president from 1965 to 1968, making
them the first husband and wife to hold this office.

LADIES AID SOCIETY

The pioneer women’s organization, the Ladies
Hebrew Benevolent Society continued throughout the
years. In April of 1919, the name was changed to Ladies
Aid Society. In 1924, an effort was made to disband the
organization. This was thwarted when several of the
charter members of the Society reminded the current
leadership that as long as five members wanted to con-
tinue the organization, it could not be dissolved. In the
mid-twentieth century, its main purpose was to supply
flowers for the pulpit, provide for children’s parties at
the religious school and for Congregational receptions.
In addition to their nominal membership dues ($1.20
per year in 1940) contributions were given in honor
of happy occasions or in memory of departed loved
ones. By 1950, the organization ceased to exist. Today
many of the functions of the Ladies Aid Society have
been assumed by the Sisterhood.

YOUNG LADIES AID SOCIETY

As early as 1887 an organization known as the
Young Ladies Aid Society was in existence. From the
start, this was an arm of the Temple and raised money
for temple projects. An early project of theirs was the re-
ligious school. From the names listed, it seemed to be
comprised of unmarried ladies. As such, it may have
been a sister organization of the Ladies Hebrew Benevo-
lent Society, which was composed of married ladies. As
late as 1892, it was running its fourth annual charity
ball. This organization may have ceased to exist by the
time the Ladies Temple Auxiliary was formed.

LADIES TEMPLE AUXILIARY

When it appeared likely that the Congregation
was going to build a new Temple or at least find addi-
tional classroom space, another women’s organization
was founded. It was called the Ladies Temple Auxiliary
and its first president, elected in 1894, was Mrs. Hannah
Rosenstein. They held numerous fund raising events,
community wide, in support of the building fund.

Hannah Rosenstein (1854-1916). Mrs.
Albert H. Rosenstein, first President of
Ladies Temple Auxiliary, President of

Ladies Hebrew Benevolent Society.

JUNIOR LADIES TEMPLE AUXILIARY
In 1911, the Ladies Temple Auxiliary presi-
dent, Mrs. E. M. Cohn, encouraged the establishment of
the Junior Ladies Temple Auxiliary. Membership in the
Ladies group was limited to married women. This new
group was limited to unmarried young ladies and thrived
socially until 1922 when it merged with the Sisterhood.

Rosanna Rau
Geisenberger
(1831-1892),
wife of Moses
Geisenberger
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TEMPLE SISTERHOOD

On December 10, 1919, the Ladies Auxiliary
voted to join the National Federation of Temple Sister-
hoods and, thus, became the Temple Sisterhood. It con-
tinues today as the strongest arm of the Temple.

B’NAI B’RITH

The second known formal organization of Lan-
caster Jews was the Independent order of B’nai B'rith
(Sons of the Covenant). Founded on a national scale
in New York in 1843 as a social, mutual aid and insur-
ance group, it had become a program of philanthropy
and political action for the protection of Jewish rights
by 1868.

The Lancaster chapter met for the first time
on October 27, 1874. The Lancaster papers simply re-
ported that it was a beneficial and charitable organiza-
tion from which $1,000 would be given to the widow of
a deceased member. The first officers were: President —
Abraham Hirsh; Vice-President — Philip Bernard; Cor-
responding Secretary — P. C. Noot; Financial Secretary
— A. Adler; and Treasurer — Julius Loeb. George Hoff-
man, John Stein, Lewis Gansman, Herman Hirsh, Jonas
Fox, Adolph Albert, Joseph Strauss, Morris Levy, Her-
man Miller, Adolph Jessel, Moses Bachenheimer, Albert
Rosenstein, Charles A. Reece, Joseph Ostheim and
William Frankenstein were charter members.

On September 30, 1874, the Lancaster chapter
was formerly installed as Lodge No. 228 by the Rev.
George Jacobs of Philadelphia’s Grand Lodge No. 3. By
that date, Philip Bernard had become President and P.C.
Noot, Vice President.

Shaarai Shomayim would dominate B’nai B’rith
for years to come. Rabbi Isidore Rosenthal, in 1894,
would re-organize the chapter and keep it alive for
almost a half century. A second lodge, called Jehuda
Leib Gordon Lodge #443, would be organized in 1893
for the benefit of the Eastern European Jew. It was
named for a contemporary Russian Hebrew poet. This
chapter was short-lived. Today B’nai B’rith Lodge #228
continues its vital role of monitoring the environment in
which the Jewish community of Lancaster lives as well
as sponsoring Hillel chapters at local colleges.
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1874

1874

1876

1883

1897

1907

1908

1909-10
1911-13
1913-14
1914-15
1915-16
1916-17
1917-18
1918-19
1919-20
1920-21
1921-22
1922-23
1923-24
1924-26
1926-27
1927-28
1928

1928-30
1930-31
1931-32
1932-33
1933-34
1934-35
1935-36
1936-37
1937-38

Samuel Livingston,
(1885—1978), as pre-
sident of B’nai B'rith
in 1916. Vice-presi-
dent of Temple 1928-

1929,

PRESIDENTS B’NAI B’RITH
LANCASTER LODGE NO. 228

Abraham Hirsh
Philip Bernard
Charles A. Reece
Adolph Jessel
Adolph Gansman
Isaac Steinfeldt
M. I. Smith
Robert Eisenberg
Edward M. Cohn
Howard Liveright
Samuel Siesel
Morris Rosenthal
Samuel Livingston
Richard Goldberg
William Levy

Dr. Benjamin D. Stein

Rabbi Isidore Rosenthal

Dr. Benjamin D. Stein
Isaac Steinfeldt
David E. Solomon
Dr. Harry A. Elins
Samuel Livingston
Harry Cohen

Albert Rosenstein
Morris Rosenstein
Dr. Harry A. Elins
Benjamin E. Cohn
Saul Solomon

Dr. Harry Silver

Dr. Benjamin Chodos
Dr. J. Stanley Cohen
David Morris

Harry Lapkin

1938-39
193940
194041
194142
194243
194344
194445
1945-46
194647
194749
1949-50
1950-51
195152
1952-53
1953-54
195455
195556
1956-57
1957-59
1959-60
1960-61
1961-64
196465
196566
196668
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1880's

Whereas the 1870’s were years of stability and
joy, the 1880’s would be filled with maturity and excite-
ment. The Lancaster Jewish population would increase.
Not only would friends, in-laws and relatives of “original
member’s’” swell the population, but the Eastern European
immigration of Jews would more than double the Jewish
population. Of course, the majority of these Russian
Jews, or “Russian Hebrews,” as the newspapers always
referred to them, were very orthodox. They found the
reforming Shaarai Shomayim not suited to their religious
needs. Some, however, through choice or marriage, did
affiliate with Shaarai Shomayim.

Secondly, the Congregation would hire better
and more expensive hazzans and teachers. Shaarai Sho-
mayim would become more professional. By 1884, the
first ordained Rabbi would be hired. The cycle of
growth would be completed. Twenty-one men meeting
around a table, struggling to define and form their Con-
gregation, worship in a rented room, the building of a
Temple, the beginning of a religious school and finally
a Rabbi were signs that Shaarai Shomayim had made it.

LOST MINUTES

Starting in 1880, the 36-year gap of lost min-
utes would begin. We suffer by losing the week to week
and month to month thinking of the leadership. Those
36 years were so important — a Rabbi hired, the swing
to Reform completed and a new Temple built. We must
review these events through secondary sources and hope
our loss is not too great.

It was most fortunate that the Reform Advo-
cate (Pennsylvania edition), published by Emil G. Hirsh,
in Chicago, on August 9, 1913, ran a lengthy article on
the “Jews of Lancaster.” It is obvious that the author of
this article had access not only to the memory of those
who lived during the 1880-1900 period, but also to
those minutes, now long lost. I will draw heavily upon
that article and will quote from it verbatim. It is the
only source we have.

Rev. A. M. Block, who had been hired in 1879
as teacher and reader, resigned to go to Akron in March
of 1880. The High Holiday services of 1881 were con-

ducted by a Rev. Berg. In 1882 Henry Weill was hired as
hazzan.

“In 1882 Moses and Lazarus Pioso and Simon
B. Hirsh (son of Herman Hirsh) were elected to member-
ship and among the members at this time were L(ouis)
Sylvester, Joseph Blumauer, J(oseph) Ostheim, S. Wein-
er, Mr. (Moses) Bachenheimer, A(dolph) Jessel, Lewis,
Herman and Bruno Astrich, L(ouis) Gansman, G(eorge)
Hoffman, J(onas) Fox, J(ulius) Lederman, E. M. Cohn,
H(erman) Miller, A(dolph) Albert, J(oseph) Strauss,
Jacob and Julius Loeb, A(braham) and H(erman) Hirsh,
J(ohn) Stein, A. Adler, L(evi) Rosenstein, A(lbert) Ro-
senstein and Philip Bernard.” It was Philip Bernard who
was mainly instrumental in securing free text books for
the public schools of this city.

“In November, 1882, the Congregation adver-
tised for a minister. They corresponded with Rev. Sam-
uel M. Laski, who was appointed on the first of January
1883 for one year.” At this time, the ritual of Dr. Szold
and Dr. Jastrow (conservative pioneers) was used.” On
February 4, 1883, the first School Board of the syna-
gogue was appointed, consisting of Julius and Jacob
Loeb, Herman Hirsh, Julius Lederman and Adolph Al-
bert. In May, 1883, it was moved that a committee be
appointed to see about a choir. Mrs. Luckenbach was ap-
pointed choir leader.”

The American Israelite of February 2, 1883

reported that Shaarai Shomayim had switched from
Szold’s ritual to Isaac Mayer Wise’s Minhag America.

RABBI MORRIS UNGERLEIDER

By late 1883, the Congregation had the re-
sources to enable it to hire its first ordained rabbi. The
man selected, the first Rabbi of Congregation Shaarai
Shomayim, was Rabbi Morris Ungerleider. As the min-
utes for his period are missing, we must rely on what few
letters that have survived, the newspapers and articles
written about him.

He was born in Missols, Hungary, in 1863, and
was educated at Presburg, where we assume he was or-
dained. When hired by Shaarai Shomayim, he was only
20, but this was not his first pulpit. He was already em-
ployed by a Trenton, N.J., Congregation.

On January 10, 1884, Philip Bernard, President,
on his “Tobacco and Cigar at Wholesale” business sta-
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tionery, wrote the contract between “The Hebrew Con-
gregation Shaari Schomaim of Lancaster and the Rev.
Morris Ungerleider . .to be engaged for the term of one
year — February 1, 1884 (5644) for the position of
Chasan, Minister, Teacher and Schocet. The latter duties
to be performed .. . until such time as another proper
and suitable person can be procured. . . is also to act as
Supt. of the Sunday School in conjunction with the
School Board. ... the salary to be Eight Hundred Dol-
lars per year — payable monthly in advance.”” signed by
Bernard as President, A. Albert, Secretary, and Board
members Abraham Hirsh, Julius Lederman and Bruno

Astrich.

Rabbi Ungerleider was an European trained
Rabbi. Our first American educated Reform Rabbi
would come later. Rabbi Ungerleider later became a
member of the Central Conference of American Rabbis.
On January 16, 1884, he replies: to President Bernard!

““Enclosed please find agreement as undersigned
by me, and trust that you will not censure me for not
having returned this sooner, as my Congregation did not
meet until last evening at which time my resignation was
presented and after considerable debate was finally ac-
cepted.”

Rabbi Ungerleider prays ‘‘And now may it
please God that this act may be with His entire sanction,
for the welfare of the Congregation Shairy Shomaime,
myself and the entire people of Israel, Amen."”

To prepare for his arrival, he forwarded copies
of music, including “En Kalenhenu” for the choir to
practice. He also asked where he might send his “‘Earthly
affects to.”

He must have been very well liked while Rabbi
of Lancaster. The newspapers, reflecting the gentile
community, reported on him in favorable terms. After
his first five months, when he was apparently in bad
health, the papers reported:

‘““Rev. Dr. Ungerleider, minister of the Hebrew
Congregation of Lancaster, will leave this evening on a
journey to the West, to spend his two months’ vacation
and recuperate his impaired health.”

““Mrs. Bernard. .. last evening presented Mr.
Ungerleider, in the name of the Hebrew Aid Society,
with a purse [money]. ... “Rev. Mr. Ungerleider, Allow
me, dear sir, in the name of the ladies of our congrega-
tion, to present you with this purse, as a slight token of
our personal esteem and sincere friendship. Please ac-
cept it, sir, and use it with our best wishes and prayers
for your speedy recovery to good health. At the same
time accept our thanks for your many acts of kindness
shown to the dear children of our Sabbath schools. Our
best wishes are yours for a pleasant journey and a safe
return.”

He did return, restored, and continued to serve
the Congregation. Again, in June of 1886, a special vaca-
tion request was granted. The newspapers report:

“At a regular meeting of the Congregation
‘Shairy Shomaim’ held in the vestry rooms of the syna-

82

gogue, a communication from its Rabbi. . .was received,
wherein he expressed a desire to visit his former home in
Europe and asked the Congregation to grant him a leave
of absence. His wish was unanimously acceded to.
WHEREAS, For the past two years and six months the
Rev. Morris Ungerleider has been officiating as Rabbi of
the Congregation ‘Shairy Shomain’. From his installation
up to the present time he has labored zealously for the
good and welfare of its members, has succeeded in bring-
ing the congregation to its present high status.”. ..

‘“Resolved, That we extend to him our best
wishes for his safe journey, a speedy voyage, and may
he return to us in renewed health, vigor and spirits.”

His speedy voyage left from New York on June
7 to Breman, and he returned on September 2. The re-
turn trip took nine days and ten hours.

Rabbi Ungerleider performed at least two Con-
firmation services. The papers covered the second on
May 16, 1888, by pointing out that it was the first in
two years. The portrait of this class with their Rabbi
has survived. It consisted of six girls ages 13-15: Nettie
Strauss (daughter of Herman Strauss), Carrie Loeb
( Julius Loeb), Helen Lederman (Julius Lederman),
Estelle Joseph (Joseph Joseph), Minnie Stein (John
Stein), and Cecilia Pioso (Moses Pioso).

His last High Holiday sermon to the Congrega-
tion was published verbatim in the Daily New Era on
September 7, 1888. Sometime between then and April
of 1889, Rabbi Ungerleider left Shaarai Shomayim. But
before he left, on November 4, 1888, as a result of his
influence, the Congregation passed a resolution formally
adopting Reform Judaism.

After leaving us, he served Congregations in
Paducah, Kentucky; Evansville, Indiana; and several in
Chicago. In 1899, he accepted the superintendency of
Michael Reese Hospital in Chicago. In 1902 Rabbi
Ungerleider accompanied the body of Lena Austrian
from Chicago to Lancaster for burial. Rabbi Charles
Austrian’s widow was a patient at Michael Reese Hos-
pital. In his ten-year stay there, he looked after the
needs of the many Jewish patients. The rest of his life
was spent in the Chicago Home for Aged Jews, where,
until the end, he conducted services. The last service he
conducted was Yom Kippur in 1934. He died shortly
thereafter on October 21, 1934.

When we celebrated our 75th anniversary in
1931, Rabbi Ungerleider was invited to participate. Un-
fortunately, by then he was too feeble and weak to un-
dertake the journey.

The “Reform Advocate” magazine of 1913 re-
members Rabbi Ungerleider in an article on Lancaster.
“Dr. Ungerleider has attained distinction as a brilliant
scholar — learned in Talmudic lore and an authority on
biblical matters. He was, during his residence in this city,
a member of the Ministerial Association of Lancaster,



and was very popular with his colleagues. He possesses a
broad and generous mind and a very winning personali-
ty, and will always be remembered for his deeds of chari-
ty. No man ever gave more bountifully to those less
fortunate than himself."”

Rabbi Tobias Schanfarber, in a memorial pre-
sented at the Central Conference of American Rabbis in
1935 stated:

““‘His was a ministry of high idealism. His whole
life was characterized by duty, which to him meant con-
tinued usefulness and a yearning for God and man.
Though not a genius as a Rabbi, he was always genial
and gentle and won the love of those who knew him
best.”

Rabbi Morris Ungerleider -
Superintendant of

Michael Reese Hospital in
Chicago, circa. 1905

Rabbi Morris Ungerleider came as a young man
to lead a Congregation in the later stages of its first gen-
eration. He was quite a bit younger than the leadership,
but he taught us about and opened our door to Reform
Judaism. Photograph on back cover shows Rabbi Unger-
leider on pulpit of Orange Street Temple.

Two gifts to the Congregation were noted by
the Reform Advocate article. One was a beautiful silver
menorah presented to the Congregation by Rabbi Unger-
leider as a remembrance of his trip to Europe. Mrs. L. G.
Austrian presented a lamp, the “Light Everlasting”, in
memory of her parents.

REMOVAL OF HEAD COVERINGS

“On September 19, 1886, a special meeting of
the congregation was called . . . . to ask that measures be
taken in regard to removing hats during services. Again
in June, 1887, a special meeting was called to consider
the resolution of Bruno Astrich concerning the covering
of heads. Rev. Ungerleider gave his views on the subject,
and, after a lengthy debate, Herman Hirsh (President of
the Congregation), decided that ‘those members who
wished to remove their hats in Synagogue during services
be permitted to do so.””

We can infer that the decision to remove hats
was not unanimous. President Hirsh ended the meeting
with a compromise. Apparently, the feeling was that
one must be black or white, Reform or not Reform.
Therefore on November 4, 1888, in the thirty-second

year of its existence, Congregation Shaarai Shomayim
adopted Reform Judaism with this resolution:

Lancaster Pa. Nov. 4, 1888.
To the President and Members of Congregation
Shairay Shomaim

Whereas the time has now arrived for the mem-
bers, of this Congregation to adopt a decided stand point
as to their future guidance and principles, and

Whereas, it is, deemed highly necessary for the
good and welfare of this Congregation, and for the con-
tinuance of its future existence, and unity, that the con-
tinuous point of, dissention be, at once removed, and, a
final settlement, and understanding be, arrived at, and

Whereas, we are in duty bound to take into
consideration the present age, the customs of this land
and its usages,

Therefore be it resolved that the members of
this Congregation in meeting assembled herewith, adopt
the principles, usages, and ceremonies of Reform Juda-
ism as, their future basis and guide, Resolved that the
services, mode of Worship, ritual customs and cere-
monies, be in conformity with Reform Judaism, and be
it Resolved that all former rules and regulations contrary
to same by herewith revoked, and . . . (balance of resolu-
tion not found)

REFORM JUDAISM

The resolution above is both significant and
typical. It is important to Shaarai Shomayim for they
formally recognized the passing of traditional orthodoxy
in favor of the liberal concepts of Reform Judaism. Yet
the same realization came and would come to practi-
cally all German Jewish Congregations in America.

What is Reform Judaism? Frankly it is beyond
the scope of this book to even begin to tackle that
question. However, some points must be made to pro-
perly interpret what has already been related and to
understand the conflicts the next immigration of Jews to
America would create in Lancaster.

Reform Judaism as a movement to bring the
Jews of Germany into the mainstream of German life,
started in the 1780’s. The liberal element of rabbis in
Europe hoped to elevate the German Jew from the sta-
tus of a nation within a nation to a culture within Ger-
many. Likewise as early as 1824 in Charleston, South
Carolina, an attempt was made to establish a “Reform™
Congregation in America. Historians will debate if the
growth of America’s Reform movement was its own
entity or merely a transplant from Europe. Yet, it wasn’t
until the 1841-57 period, when the first ordained rabbis
came to America, that Reform Judaism in America real-
ly took root. It is no coincidence that these rabbis, Leo
Mirzbacher, Max Lilienthal, Isaac Mayer Wise, Bernard

83



Felsenthal, David Einhorn, Samuel Adler, etc., who
pushed Reform so hard, were German trained rabbis.

Reform Judaism was a change of tradition, ri-
tual and lifestyle. The laws and disciplines of thousands
of years which kept the Jews separate as a nation no
matter where they were on earth, were modified or
dropped in Reform. Why? The third paragraph of the
resolution above states the reason. Dr.Kaufmann Kohler
once declared that “the Jewish religion has never been
static, fixed for all time by an ecclesiastical authority,
but has ever been and still is the result of a dynamic
process of growth and development.”**

Historically, the Jews adapted their religion and
practices to survive in hostile times. Not so in America.
The German Jew was surviving very nicely, he adapted
for acceptance. Nathan Glazer observed “the char-
acterization of nineteenth-century Reform as the reli-
gion of economically comfortable Jews who wanted to
be accepted by the non-Jewish world. All the changes
in ritual introduced by Reform brought Judaism closer
to American middle-class Protestantism; to acquire a
religious service more in keeping with their social status.
The reformers attached and eliminated every ceremony,
every ritual, every prayer that did not immediately and
in a rather simple-minded way conform to their view of
the truth (as defined by nineteenth-century scholar-
ship) and so serve for spiritual and ethical uplift. The
age-old practices of Judaism were denounced as super-
stition, and any prayer that could not be believed lit-
erally was branded a lie no self respecting man should be
asked to repeat' A+

What were these changes? Some changes were
those of belief, ritual or principles. Reform Judaism al-
most by definition does not tolerate any strict standards
which all Jews, Rabbis or Congregations must live by.
The Union of American Hebrew Congregations and the
Central Conference of American Rabbis, both Reform
Jewish organizations, are at best federations. Yet in
1885 (called the Pittsburgh Platform) and in 1937
(called the Guiding Principles), attempts were made to
set forth some basic concepts of Reform Judaism. A
chart on page 137 of Rabbi Sylvan Schwartzman’s book
The Story of Reform Judaism summarizes these con-
cepts. (See page 85) Note that the forty-two years bet-
ween 1885 and 1937 produced some major changes.
That is the beauty of Reform Judaism: its ability to
change with the world around it.

There were also some tangible changes. Most
Congregations that were Reform by 1900 did not start
out as Reform. They were German Jewish Congrega-
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tions, more or less orthodox, that s‘lowly evolved into
Reform. They never planned to become Reform; they
just arrived there one day. Each Congregation in America
moved at its own pace and events happened in differ-
ent order. A lot depended on their rabbis and their
leadership and Reform zeal. The following is a listing of
the sequence of events that Shaarai Shomayim went
through over a forty year swing to Reform.

1866 - Congregational joint recitation of prayers re-

placed by readers
Friday night services started

1867 - Men and Women sit together
Introduction of choir and organ
Shortened prayers and service
Szold (conservative) prayerbook used
Bidding for Torah blessings eliminated
Discontinuance of talis (prayer shawl)

1878 - Confirmation started for boys and girls and
Bar Mitzvah eliminated

1879 - German and Hebrew replaced by English and
less Hebrew for sermons

1883 - Isaac Mayer Wise’s (Reform) prayerbook used
1884 - No week day Religious or Hebrew school
1887 - Wearing of hats made optional

1888 - Resolution to adopt Reform Judaism

1892 - Sunday morning service established (later drop-

ped and started again in 1917)

Joined Union of American Hebrew Congrega-
tions (Reform group)

Hired first graduate of Hebrew Union College
school for Reform Rabbis

Second day observance of holidays eliminated

Wearing of hats eliminated

189¢ - Union Prayerbook written by Reform Rabbis

of the Central Conference of American Rabbis

used.

**Rabbi Kaufmann Kohler (1843-1926), a president of
the Hebrew Union College, in his Jewish Theology Sys-
tematically and Historically Considered, New York,1918.

++Nathan Glazer, American Judaism, second edition
revised, University of Chicago Press, 1971



A COMPARISON OF THE PITTSBURGH PLATFORM
AND THE GUIDING PRINCIPLES

The Pittsburgh Platform—1885

The Guiding Principles—1937

Judaism presents the highest idea

JUDAISM'S Judaism's God-idea is central in
GOD-IDEA of God the Jewish faith and its most im-
portant contribution to religion
Reform rejects all belief in heav- | Man possesses an immortal soul
RESURRECTION | enly rewards and punishments in
AND hell, as well as bodily resurrection.
iMMORTALITY | Instead, Reform believes only in
the immortality of the soul
Reform no longer expects the com- | In cooperation with all peoples,
SESSTARID ing of a personal Messiah. Rather, Israel hopes to establish a Messi-
i i it regards the present time as the | anic Age of justice, truth and
DELREY approach of Israel's Messianic | peace upon earth
Age of truth, justice and peace
A return of the Jews to Palestine | All Jews are obliged to aid in the
PALESTINE is not sought upbuilding of Palestine as the
Jewish Homeland
Jews are no longer a nation but a | Jews are bound together by their
THE JEWISH religious community common history and religion. Even
PEOPLE non-religious Jews remain mem-

bers of the Jewish people

THE MISSION
OF ISRAEL

Isracl welcomes the aid of other
faiths in helping it fulfill its Mis-
sion of spreading the teachings of
the one God

Israel’s mission is to spread the
knowledge of God and cooperate
with all men in bringing about
the Messianic Age

SOCIAL JUSTICE

WORLD PEACE

It is the duty of the Jew to help
solve the issues of social justice

Judaism strives for a just society in
which poverty, tyranny, slavery
| and hatred are abolished

Only ceremonies in keeping with | Jews arc expected to participate

modern life are acceptable. Laws
regulating diet, dress, and ritual

|

| Judaism seeks a peaceful world
| founded on justice and strives for
strong international organization
to prevent war

fully in the Jewish life of the
home, synagogue, school and other

RELIGIOUS home, s I !
PRACTICE purity are abolished institutions.  Judaism  requires
prayer, observance of the Sabbath
and holidays, symbols and cere-

monies, and the use of Hebrew
Judaism is a developing religion. Reform recognizes that Judaism is
JEWISH It must preserve its connection |a developing religion. The Writ-
TRADITION with the past but the Bible and | ten and Oral Law are the source
Talmud as a whole are no longer | of Judaism but must be adapted

binding to the needs of each generation
Judaism and science are not in | The discoveries of modern  sci-
JUDAISM conflict. Biblical stories of miracles [ ence do not conflict with the es-

AND and other incidents are legends of | sential teachings of Judaism
SEIENGE earlier times

Shaarai Shomayim’s Eternal Light

ORANGE STREET STAINED GLASS WINDOWS
DEDICATED

JUNE 9, 1886 — The Jewish synagogue, Shairy Sho-
maim, was crowded Tuesday evening by a very large
audience, among whom were many Gentiles. The occa-
sion was the beginning of the Hebrew Feast of Weeks, a
festival in commemoration of the giving to Moses on
Mount Sinai, of the ten commandments.

" The festival this year was rendered more in-
teresting from the fact that three very beautiful memori-
al windows had been placed in the synagogue by mem-
bers of the Hirsh family, and the officiating priest, Rev.
Ungerleider, preached a special sermon on the occasion.
The windows are of fine stained glass of handsome de-
sign, and were made to order by Benjamin H. Shumaker,
of Philadelphia. At the top of the window nearest the
altar is a handsome cut glass anchor, above which is the
word ‘“‘Hope.” Near the middle of the lower panel of
the window is. the inscription: In memory of my dear

parents, Myer and Dorothea Hirsh, by their son, Her-
man Hirsh.

" The middle window, presented by the chil-
dren of Abraham Hirsh, is of different design from the
other but equally beautiful. In the upper panel is a
crown over which is the word ‘“Victory.” In the centre
panel is the inscription: “In memory of our beloved
mother, Fannie Hirsh.

" The third window, next the entrance of the
synagogue, is a duplicate of the first window, except
that in the upper is a dove with extended wings, bearing
in its beak a scroll on which is inscribed the word
“Peace’”. On the middle panel is the inscription: “In
memory of my dear parents, Myer and Rosasalla Gothelf,
by their daughter, Dora Hirsh.

" To add to the beauty of the synagogue the altar
and reading desk were trimmed with a profusion of fra-
grant flowers and foliage plants, while the chandelier,
pillars and the recess in rear of the pulpit were decked
with trailing vines.
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" The services of the day were conducted by Rev.
Ungerleider, who took his text from the second chapter
and both verse of the Song of Solomon: ‘““My beloved, is
like aroe or a younghart: behold, he standeth. behind our
wall, he looketh forth at the windows, showing himself
at the lattice.

" The appropriateness of the text will at once be
seen when it is considered that Hirsh is the German for
hart, and that roe is the feminine of hart or deer, and
that all the memorial windows were presented by the
Hirshes or harts. The reverend priest in accepting the
beautiful windows made many appropriate comments.
He said that on entering into the natural life our first
sentiment is “Hope’’; if our efforts are rightly directed
we are crowned with ““Victory,” and finally enter into
eternal ““Peace.” Then reversing the order of his similies
the priest said that in entering the synagogue we should
enter it in “peace,” here the rich and the poor stand on
equal footing; here we come to pray, to hear the word of
God and to receive religious instruction that enables us
to gain the “Victory” over worldly selfishness, and to
give us ‘“Hope’ for the coming life. He called attention
to the fact there was room for more memorial windows
on the opposite side of the room, and he had an abiding
hope that it would not be long before they too would be
filled by beautiful tributes to the dead.””

When the Orange Street temple was sold in
1894, the windows were excluded from the sale. They
were not used in the new Synagogue. The Hirsh memori-
al windows of the new temple are copies of the old
windows. The old windows of the Orange Street temple
were given to Congregation Degel Israel for use in their
new synagogue constructed in 1900. After Degel Israel
moved to their new facility on the Columbia Pike, their
building was sold to Ray’s Temple. Later, the temple
and the windows (which could not be salvaged) were

torn down during Lancaster Re-development in the
7th Ward.

“BENJAMIN” DESCRIBES LANCASTER - 1888

“Benjamin”, who writes as if he is a Lancaster
resident, whose identity has not been learned, submitted
an article on Lancaster which appeared in Rabbi Isaac
Mayer Wise’s The American Israelite on June 4, 1888:

LANCASTER, PA.

“While numerous places in which the Hebrew
faith flourishes are putting forth claims to notice
through your valudble columns, it can not certainly be
considered presumptuous for us to claim a share of
notice too, and especially in view of the fact that we
wish to show how rapid has been our congregation’s
growth here in a few years’ time, under the leadership of
one well qualified in every respect to be our leader. In
February, 1884, there came among us Rabbi Morris
Ungerleider, a man young in years but rich in the ex-
perience that fits men to take the burdens of heavy en-
terprises upon them. He found at his new post of duty
a synagogue that hardly made pretensions to being com-
fortable, and entirely devoid of beauty. How could it be
so? It was a small, uncouth looking building, with white-
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washed walls. But it was the best the congregation could
afford, for it was poor. With an enthusiasm that with-
stood every discouragement and ad energy that never
flagged, Rabbi Ungerleider began the work of building
up his congregation. There was the best of material at
hand, for in the city were many of the faith, honored
business men, and women of high standing in society,
wealthy and influential. Four months after the new rab-
bi's arrival he began agitating the question of rebuilding
the synagogue. People of the faith outside the congrega-
tion were interested and by the end of the first year of
his ministry the improvements he desired had been
made. Now, the congregation worships in a handsome
building located on a prominent street. The whitewashed
windows have given place to beautiful stained glass mem-
orial windows, the interior of the building is rich with
bright colors, the pulpit furnishings are fine enough for
the most pretentious place of worship, and handsome
vestments deck those who assists in the Lord’s service.
The congregation of twenty has increased to forty-three
members, all married persons, and it labors under no
inconveniences of debt, for all it owns is clear of incum-
brance.

“There was no Sunday school here when the
Rabbi came, now there is a flourishing one with 46
pupils and 3 teachers. The Rabbi is the efficient Super-
intendent. Twice every year it holds entertainments, and
so popular have these become that the Synagogue can
scarcely hold the crowds that come to hear the exercises.
The choir of the Synagogue is a quartette and is one of
the best in the city. An innovation introduced by the
Rabbi in the services is most important. Formerly they
were conducted in Hebrew in the old German style, but
now they are held mostly in English.

“There was but little organization among the
congregation formerly, but this has all been changed. He
has organized a Ladies’ Hebrew Society, a Young Ladies’
Benevolent Society and the Lancaster Relief Sociey, the
latter for the purpose of aiding poor Hebrews who pass
through the city. These societies hold frequent social en-
tertainments, and the gatherings always number many
Gentiles among them, so throughly pleasant are they.

“The rabbi is a classical scholar and stands
high among our local clergy for learning. His lectures
are noted for the deep research they display, and are at-
tended every Friday evening by large congregations,
many Gentiles among the number.

“The press frequently publishes abstracts of his
sermons, and occasionally the sermon entire. The excel-
lent command of the English language possessed by the
Rabbi is of incalculable service to him, as an example,
the last confirmation services that were held on She-
buoth, May 16th, gave proof of what we have stated.
There were present seven of the most learned and influ-
ential ministers of our city: the Rev. Dr. J. G. Mitchell,
of the First Presbyterian Church, the Rev. Dr. J. Max
Hark, of the Moravian Church; the Rev. Dr. J. M. Fitzell,
of the First Reformed Church; the Rev. J. R. T. Gray, of
the First Methodist Church; the Rev. J. Edward Pratt, of
St. John’s Episcopal Church; the Rev. Thomas Thomp-
son, of the Memorial Presbyterian Church; the Rev. Dr.
F. A. Gast, Professor of Franklin and Marshall College.
So eloquent was the Rabbi in addressing the confirmants
that every eye filled with tears, not alone those of the



congregation, but those also of Christian ministers.
Among the people generally of the city he is well known
and is not only highly respected, but is much beloved.
So high does he stand with his congregation that all
think there are none like him, and this being said, what
stronger praise can we give him. We consider ourselves
a truly happy and prosperous people.”
BENJAMIN,
June 4, 1888

ORANGE STREET TEMPLE RENOVATED

The renovations to the Orange Street synagogue
are further detailed in this article.

A DEDICATION AT LANCASTER, PA.

" The synagogue of the Hebrew congregation,
called the ““Sharai Shomaim,’”" or ‘““Gates of Heaven," at
the corner of East Orange and Christian Streets, says the
Daily Examiner of the 13th inst., was erected in 1867,
when the congregation was few in number and was a
plain structure with a cheerless interior. But in the past
four months a wonderful change has been wrought. At
the suggestion of the members of the Ladies’ Hebrew
Benevolent Society, it was decided to remodel and beau-
tify the synagogue, and a Building Committee was ap-
pointed as follows: Al. Rosenstein, chairman; Julius
Loeb, Joseph Strauss, David Lederman and Lewis Gans-
man. The committee at once procured plans for the
contemplated improvements, from Jacob Northdurf,
and proceeded with their work, which was completed
yesterday, the result being that the synagogue is now

one of the prettiest little churches in the city.

“In the first place, the cellar was deepened to
make room for a Victor heater, which will heat the
church. The main room was lengthened eight feet by
removing a wall which separated it from a wide vesti-
bule, and two small vestibules were erected, while a
gallery was built across the west end of the church,
which will be used by the Sunday school and choir.
The walls have been beautifully papered, in imitation of
fresco, the benches have been repainted, imitation
stained glass windows have been put in, new and beau-
tiful gas fixtures have been added, the altar has been
handsomely gilded, and a magnificent stained glass win-
dow, (the gift of the rabbi, the Rev. Dr. Morris Unger-
leider) has been placed in the east end of the building,
just above the altar. This window contains the Ten Com-
mandments, in Hebrew, and adds greatly to the appear-
ance of the building. Nor is this all; parquet flooring has
been laid in the vestibule, an excellent organ has been
placed in the choir gallery, elegant carpets have been
laid in the aisles and on the altar platform, and three
handsomely upholstered chairs — one for the Rabbi,
one for the President of the congregation and one for
the Vice-President — also adorn the altar platform, chairs
and carpets having been the gifts of the members of the
Ladies’ Hebrew Society. The altar curtain, which is very
rich in appearance, was presented by the young folks of
the congregation. Two posts, each containing four gas-
lights, have been removed from the rear to the front of
the building, thus adding to the brilliant effect of the
altar. The Building Committee have done their work
well and deserve the praise that has been given them.

First block of North Queen
street and Penn Square dur-
ing parade in 1880 for the
Garfield-Arthur ticket. No-
tice people on porch of
(Abraham) Hirsh’s cloth-
ing store at 6-8 N. Queen
Street. Brothers Herman
and Leopold’s store was
next door at 2-4 N. Queen
Street. Part of Jacob and
William Loeb’s Bazaar of
Fashion can be seen on
extreme right center at

26 N. Queen street.

Photograph courtesy
of Lancaster
Newspapers.
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" But while the Building Committee directed the
work, their plans were executed by skilled artists. The
firm of J. B. Martin & Co. laid the elegant carpets, paper-
ed the walls and ceiling in skillful imitation of frescoing,
put in the beautiful windows and laid the parquet floor-
ing of the vestibules. D. Rapp did the carpenter work;
Brimmer & Tucket the gilding and painting, Byron
Brown, the graining; Peter Ruth, the bricklaying; Flinn
& Breneman put in the new gas fixtures and bronzed
the old ones; A. C. Kepler put in the Victor heater and
J. M. Kepler supplied the uphoistered chairs. The materi-
al and the work are all of the best so that the Synagogue
will be substantial as well as handsome.

“ The usual dedication services were held Dr.
Morris Ungerleider officiating, and included a short ad-
dress by Mr. Phil Bernard, the President. In conclusion,
the Examiner says: The Rabbi, Rev. Dr. Morris Unger-
leider, preached the dedication sermon in German, tak-
ing for his subject, “The Building of the Second Tem-
ple,” and the dedicatory services were closed by the sing-
ing of the Psalm 130 by the choir. The regular Sabbath
evening services followed.

“The services were interesting throughout parti-
cularly to the guests, who had never been in the syna-
gogue before. The musical part of the service was es-
pecially fine. Mrs. H. H. Luckenbach was leader of the
choir and organist; Miss Leila Bear, Soprano; Henry Mel-
linger, Basso, and Henry Weill, Tenor."

RABBI SOLOMON SCHAUMBERG

Rabbi Ungerleider had left in late 1888 or early
1889. The Congregation immediately sought a replace-
ment. In April, 1889, Rabbi Solomon Schaumberg as-
sumed the pulpit. He stayed only one year, for by May
of 1890, the papers reported that the Congregation was
interviewing for a Rabbi. Rabbi Schaumberg went on to
Easton.

The only thing we know about Rabbi Schaum-
berg is that he almost lost his life here. The Daily New
Era reports on May 29, 1889:

“Two Lancastrians Cross a Railroad Track
Right in Front of a Passenger Train: Rev. Schaumberg,
Rabbi of Synagogue Shairy Shomaim and Mr. Michael
Davis, the tobacco dealer, made a very narrow escape
from a terrible death on Tuesday afternoon near Colum-
bia. They were driving along the Lancaster and Columbia
turnpike, chatting, when they heard a train on the Read-
ing and Columbia railroad approaching. Not knowing
how near it was Mr. Davis whipped up the horse and
started for the railroad. When too late to draw back they
heard the train come thundering along and Mr. Davis,
realizing that their only safety lay in moving forward,
urged the horse forward with whip and voice. The track
was cleared, but none too soon, for the buggy had bare-
ly crossed the last rail when a passenger train flew by.
It was the narrowest escape from a terrible death that
either gentlemen ever had.”

So the Congregation ended the 1880’s the same
way they entered: without a Rabbi. But this situation
would soon be rectified in 1890.
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GARFIELD RESOLUTION

The newspaper coverage of the 1880’s was
quite good. Many religious and social events were report-
ed, continuing the trend started a decade earlier.

The shooting of President Garfield and his
lingering until death produced outcries from Lancaster
religious groups. The members of Shaarai Shomayim met
in prayer for the wounded President on July 9,1881.
Levi Rosenstein, the tempory hazzen, “offered
a fervent prayer in Hebrew”. “Mr. Jacob Loeb, in elo-
quent language, gave utterance to the abhorrence which
all right minded people feel at the crime...” A resolu-
tion was then passed expressing the sympathy of the
Lancaster Jewish community and the hope for the re-
covery of the President. A copy of the resolution was
sent to the White House.

HEBREW SOCIAL UNION

An association of Jews called the “Hebrew So-
cial Union” was organized in the 1880’s. This organiza-
tion seemed to exist for purely social gatherings. Its
membership included many who did not belong to the
Congregation. Mr. Lewis Sylvester, their President in
1880, was not a member of the Congregation.

The first event reported was a Purim Ball
Masque held in March of 1882. It was held at Excelsior
Hall (125-127 East King Street).

“Visitors were present from New York, Philadelphia,
Baltimore and other cities. The total number of persons
at the ball was about 130. The grand promenade took
place at ten o'clock, and about 75 persons were in mask,
or ‘enmasque’. At 12 o’'clock, midnight, all unmasked,
and then a magnificent banquet was partaken of. From
then on, until three o'clock this morning, all the latest
dances known to the art were danced. It was a most en-
joyable affair, reflecting credit upon the good manage-
ment which characterizes the social occasions of our He-
brew fellow citizens."

One of
Shaarai
Shomayim’s
five sacred
Torahs
standing

in the Torah
holder on
the pulpit.




Another newspaper article described the fol-
lowing activities in April, 1884.

‘‘Hebrew Social Union — A com-
bination of Literature, Music and Social Festivities.
Something new — at least to Lancaster — took place in
the rooms of the Hebrew Social Union, at Grant Hall
(34 N. Duke), on Thursday evening, where the members
of that energetic society gave as entertainment that com-
bined literary and musical exercises with social festivi-
ties. The literary and musical part given in the early eve-
ning, was most admirable, and proved a source of great
enjoyment to those who had the good fortune to be in-
vited guests. At the conclusion of these exercises the so-
cial festivities began, and dancing and feasting were kept
up until two o’clock this morning. The members of the
club sang songs, played instruments or recited.”

ROCKY SPRINGS OUTING
That August, the Social Union sponsored an

afternoon at Rocky Springs. ‘‘Over a hundred ladies
and gentlemen were present, most of whom went to the

Springs about 3 o’clock. Good music had been provided
for dancing, which was continued until midnight. The
ride home was one of the most delightful features of a
day of unbounded pleasures.””

CHARITY BALL

In 1884 another social /charity organization was
reported on. ““The first grand ball of the Ladies Hebrew
Benevolent Association, this city, took place at Maenner-
chor Hall, (240 N. Prince St.), and was a grand success in
every particular. The officers of the association are as
follows: President — Mrs. Moses Geisenberger, Treasurer
— Mrs. Herman Hirsh, Secretary — Mrs. A. Adler, Mr.
(Albert) Rosenstein was Master of Ceremonies, and, with
his wife led the grand promenade which was participated
in by one hundred and two couples. Hundreds of others
were present who did not participate in the dance.”

LANCASTER HARMONIE CLUB

Apparently the Hebrew Social Union gave way
to the Mercantile Association as sponsors of the Purim
Ball. It was held in Eshelman’s Hall (43-45 North Duke
Street) in 1887 with fifty couples in attendance.

By March 10, 1889, the Mercantile Associa-
tion became Lancaster’s Harmonie Club and proudly
dedicated the opening of their meeting rooms on the
second floor of the Locher Building located on the
southwest corner of Penn Square. The first officers
were H. J. Ryder, President; Julius Loeb, Vice-President;
Louis Astrich, Secretary and Albert Rosenstein, Trea-
surer.

There were Harmonie Clubs throughout the
United States. They were organized by the German Jew-
ish communities. The one in Los Angeles was established
in 1857 by unmarried Jewish men. The by-laws provided
for the club to disband when the first member married.
In 1862, the first member fell to cupid’s arrow and the
organization dutifully ceased to exist.

Lancaster’s Harmonie Club filled the social
needs of the German Jewish community (Eastern Euro-
pean Jewish immigrants were excluded until the early
1900%s). Shaarai Shomayim had a social hall (which
doubled as classrooms), but no useful kitchen until the
1920’s. Thus all social events, public and private, were
usually held in the Harmonie Club rooms and catered by
Isaac Grootfield (1865-1928).

Throughout the years the Harmonie Club kept
moving around town. City directories locate the club
as follows: 1893-99—Martin’s Hall (135 E. Chestnut
Street); 1900-08—135 E. Church Street; 1909-11 and
1921-27-402 N. Queen Street; 1912-19—148 N. Duke
Street; 1929—Western Union Building (164 N. Queen
Street); 1930-33 —Wheatland Hotel (160 N. Queen Street);
1939-65-9th floor of Hotel Brunswick; 1965-76 —Host
Town and at present 237 West Chestnut Street.

At its peak the Harmonie Club had over 70
members and as late as the early 1950’s held large com-
munity social events. However as the congregations
and community center became more active socially,
the Harmonie Club’s role declined. It remains active
today for those who enjoy playing card games and dur-
ing the 1972 Jewish Community Center Building Fund
drive contributed $500 toward the new building.

YOUNG LADIES AID SOCIETY

Still another social organization, one dedicated
to the betterment of Shaarai Shomayim, was the Young
Ladies Aid Society of the Congregation. In 1887, they
held a multi-day supper at Eshelman Hall to raise mon-
ey. “The tables are furnished with neatly written bills of

fare, and the menu for the supper, the price of which is
twenty-five cents, is oysters in every style, chicken,
corned beef, tongue, Saratoga chips, beets, pickles, bis-
cuits, bread and chow-chow. The extras to be had are
mock turtle soup, chicken salad, tea, coffee, ice cream
and fancy cakes.”

In January, 1889, the Hebrew Charity Ball was
held at Maennerchor Hall. This elegant affair raised al-
most $800, which was distributed to the Soup Fund (to
feed poor people), St. Joseph Hospital, Ladies Hebrew
Benevolent Society and the Young Ladies Aid Society.

JOHNSTOWN FLOOD RELIEF

In June 1889, the terrible Johnstown flood oc-
curred. Under the leadership of B’nai B'rith, $410 was
raised to aid the victims. Of that total, $224 was raised
from Temple members, $45 from the Young Ladies
Aid Society, $35 from the Ladies Hebrew Benevolent
Society and the balance from the membership of B’nai
Brith. $214 was also raised for relief of Williamsport
citizens.

89



: R : i
QS \X‘L@; Raxmone Qb o % Soneadn ‘@xmsq\mmm ;

ﬁe o %\mww e e wanseloens u;;.&um o« e Lol Brats o5 Bunevisa, f.c.v.\ aweedtad Hundion togafias Jo7 3% puthow 9 Ve g
R seee ey Sud baig Ssbaod ghwn\wan-m Porasl q%mu.&. %o e Proudiions of the A of e Feneal Rueeety of e Qoo »
| wenis, N A Yo providsior Ve ' st sorarsitois’ ohreved Y Wonity 1 day o Sont A D one houseud s A &n
BB end semSiy ur and By suEends &6 harduy Sadiase. 1&'&:0& 218 30 HRe T SO et Wi Brushenes Syp it SRt Sl sonden &
SOROT, for andl wpon it Yhew Sl ta be smesvhoveded
[ 1 3 wene of T aorpordtion shatt be v Rammee Bl of Rewsader Bawduana
W dhe Truwbous for whueh Yhe soubosdXion iy fovmied Wi mantoan o S Tor seeid spsyee
T Hhe Flace whee e s, o scull eovhorction: ke %o et 2 & A the Ty o Renteasnr (1R Sl ¢ Riuseeaca
“&uw Wy A (b et ey
‘xvg:u endane of Whe uﬂnm\nn ave u{;ﬂ«m‘ ﬁk\m&é Ruge. \"tm.a A sk Voorcs Resnitha, §R hm'bm\n R :lhom ﬁ@.m
mﬂ,ﬁm« Aty a1t of Boweatse Q&.§ ;
!ﬁ.‘u eoordhion e e wan ﬂmx& of Buvedors eotiwfang of nine '@l.no\\\ wnder By Keauo u{m& LLSLEEE. RO T uﬂl‘\m
gl Towoe of Yhe Wnded W o tae Sonfddion aul o ug%«. Sie f Rt #ie navues and weBones o Wow doven or
Fed 5 Reiie Ao, Mooris Rosenia, didius ol &ﬁkm&ng T2 Uooss Sen kxmmm\&mmﬁ
y of Saveame Ruusulwaia
Aot Wil issux o €0RR S funfs o sl corsoraion G Te e Sulied Ty {6 Sssesan N s iincdn s sl s
mim W& i ssels Vs somea i oy of Mot Arns Dontan Sus Thowond et thm-.mﬂqm
; ; A A G A Sovemdrgpe R sdaide 4
) . il LA, :
BED Nroo Sacpranamit

et Eaas el i hen (owt Brchhery mgx&ﬁ‘ﬁ:
Soomte § e 0 for vuore thavy Vives suasesnie.
Wmmuu i Sorts ol -wfu the frofors neTuel e S Gos deded A vhe
A B A Yo brovide fov the e ana o5 atvasu 2orh land e
‘mh‘\\m«a\&mm hie Charter b cifrord au vhe s Hie eaort
2 W\\-uwmxuﬁhmﬁm%m e

Ll PR
Tatosary o Ve Mqi—m

Citizenship Declaration of Levi Rosenstein - September 15, 1856. Witnessed by Jacob Herzog. Allegiance
to Frederick 4th - King of Prussia was renounced.



1931 — Harmonie Club meets at the Hotel Brunswick for a birthday party for Capt. Joseph Goldberg. Standing at rear,
left to right— Jerome Dunie, David Barbanell, Rabbi Daniel Davis, ? Cohen, Sam Gabrotsky, Capt. Goldberg, Rabbi
Isidore Rosenthal, Israel Goldberg, G. Myers, Meyer Dembo, Leon Jacobs, James Miller. Seated around left table, from
left— David Morris, Samuel Miller, Morton Lazarus, B. Harry Silver, Meyer Jacobs, Ben Cohn, Sam Livingston, Sonny
Spiro, Dr. Benjamin Chodos, Max Kohn, Robert Levine, Harry Levy. Seated around right table, from left — Meyer
Cohen, Miles Goodman, Irving Frank, 1. Shane, Albert Lurio, Irving Beckhart, Ben Wolf, Sam Cohn, Benjamin Lurio,
Abe Kranich.

‘B

i, A

Harmonie Club, January 20, 1941. Dinner given in honor of Rabbi Isidore Rosenthal: standing left to right— Myer
Jacobs, Louis Wainer, B. Harry Silver, Max Chaitt, Edward Rosenstein, Irving Frank, Jules Sternberg, Robert Levine,
Jack Levin, unknown, Walter Zweifler, Joseph Rabinowitz, Harry Elins, Leon Meyers, Albert Lurio, Jim Miller, David
Barbanell, John Berman, Ben Wolf. Seated left to right -Abe Kranich, Sam Morris, Myer Dembo, Isidore Rosenthal,
Israel Goldberg, Samuel Miller, Sam Livingston, Benjamin Chodos.

Lancaster’s Harmonie Club—1950: Standing—Left to Right: Benjamin Wilson, Sam Ansel, James Miller, Leonard
Peitzman, Robert Levine, Morris Estreicher, Sam Morris, Mac Kimmel, Petsy Cramer, Jacob Parman, Leon Myers, Jack
Bergsman, Harry Kimmel, Alex Sklar, Walter Zweifler, Harry Elins. Seated —Left to Right: Jack Levin, Jerome Dunie,
Paul Friedman, Joseph Rabinowitz, Stan Werman, Albert Lurio, Sandy Wilson, Simon Cantor, Arthur Price, Abe Ober-
son, Allen Alboum, Myer Jacobs.
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COTTON PLANT

In the category of oddities, the papers reported
on October 5, 1882: “There is now to be seen in the
window of Morris Levy's (shoe store), 5 East King
Street, a curiosity in the shape of a cotton plant about
six feet high. The plant contains many bolls, the lower
having burst and showing their white products of silky
cotton. It was brought from Marion, South Carolina, by
Mr. George Hoffman, father-in-law of Mr. Levy, and
grown by an old darkey, ‘Uncle Dick’, on the plantation
of Mr. Henry Clark, brother-in-law of Mr. Levy. It is a
first-class object lesson.”

TWO-DAY HOLIDAYS

An article in 1884 on the local celebration of
the High Holidays reports that Shaarai Shomayim still
observed the Holidays for two days in accordance with
Orthodox tradition, rather than one day according to
Reform Judaism practice.

Another interesting note was reported in the
article about the funeral of Herman Hirsh, who died in
May of 1889. “According to strict Jewish custom, busi-

ness is not immediately suspended on the death of a
person, the closing of the business places of the deceased
and their relatives not taking place until the body is
buried; but, in deference to American custom, the store
of Messrs. Hirsh & Brothers was closed immediately
after the death. It is still closed, however, and will be
until Friday, in obedience to the custom among this
people of mourning for three days after the funeral.”

SIR MOSES MONTEFIORE

The first Congregational event for which the
printed program has survived, was the 1884 service in
honor of the 100th birthday of Sir Moses Montefiore.
Montefiore was a great European Jewish leader, phil-
osopher and philanthropist. The papers carried the
event, reporting a standing room crowd. Of interest is
the description of a Torah, given to the congregation

- {J]ontefiore,

Two early Temple programs. Notice differ-
ent “official” spelling of Congregational
name.
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and still in our possession. “During the service
there was exhibited to the audience a Torah, or scroll
of the five books of Moses, which had a prayer said
over it by Sir Moses in the winter of 1848, while him-
self and his wife were en route to Jerusalem. The scroll
was then in the city of Posen, Prussia, where the baronet
was the guest of the Bruden Vereia congregation during
his stay. It (the Torah) has been in the possession of the
Bernard family for 150 years, being now the property of
Philip Bernard, of this city. It is used in the synagogue
here. Mr. Bernard remembers having seen Sir Moses
when he visited Posen, although the former was then but
eight years of age.”

LIBRARY STARTED
As aresult of a speech by Mr. Al Rosenstein en-
titled “What our Sabbath-school is, what it wants and
what it ought to be” and remarks by Rabbi Ungerleider,
64 volumes and $16 were donated to start a library for
the religious school.

A series of articles were written about various
businessmen of Lancaster. Moses Geisenberger was the
first Jew selected, on December 11, 1886, as subject for

an article. ““Mr. M. Geisenberger is the other gentleman
who has been on North Queen Street since 1843. Indeed
he has been there longer than that, and his dry goods
store is one of the best known in the city. Years of ex-
perience enable him to grasp all the best bargains in the
trade, and he is consequently always ‘up to the times’.
He has borne an unspoiled reputation all these years,
is one of the most active members of the Board of Trade,
as he was one of the most active in the old Board; as
merchant and citizen, he enjoyes the respect of the
whole community, the legitimate fruit of a life of well-
doing.”

The papers reported his retirement in 1889.

BOARD OF TRADE-1887

Symbolic of the apparent acceptance of the
Jew in Lancaster’s business community, was the rela-
tively large number of Jews who served on Lancaster’s
Board of Trade in the year 1887.

Bruno Astrich, fancy goods and millinery, 13 East
King Street.

Louis Gansman, Gansman and Bro., merchant tai-
lors and clothiers, 68 N. Queen Street.

Moses Geisenberger, dry goods, 112 N. Queen Street.

Herman Hirsh, Hirsh and Bro., clothing,24 N. Queen
Street.

Julius Loeb, wholesale notions, 33-35 S. Queen
Street.

Joseph Ostheim, Joseph Ostheim & Co., wholesale

grocer, 218 N. Water Street.

Albert Rosenstein, merchant tailor, 37 N. Queen
Street.



NEW FACES,1880’s
JONAS FOX

Jonas Fox was born in Carlsbad, Bohemia, in
1840. He came to Lancaster in 1866 and at once became
associated with the Hirsh Brothers Store. In 1891, he
was honored for twenty-five years of service to the
Hirsh’s. He married Miss Carrie Newman (1856-1934) in
1878, and they had one son, Oscar (1880-1927). Oscar,
who lived in Denver had a son Harold Joseph Fox.
Jonas Fox served as secretary of the Congregation from
1906 until his death in 1911.

Jonas Fox (1840-1911)

Secretary
1906-1911

GANSMAN BROTHERS

Adolph, Louis and David Gansman were an-
other set of brothers in the clothing business. The 1880
census listed the Louis Gansman household as: Louis,
age 28, merchant from Bavaria; Carrie (his wife), age 22,
born in Pennsylvania; daughter Clara, age 2, brothers
David, age 30 and Adolph, age 22. They opened their
store in 1878 at 66-68 N. Queen Street.

Adolph Gansman (1857-1941)
Vice-president-1896 and 1924,
Board member for ten years

Brother David died or left Lancaster by 1900.
Louis died January 20, 1901. His widow Carrie, sister

of Morris Rosenthal and sister of Mrs. Albert Rosenstein,
then left Lancaster to return to her family in Philadelphia.
Adolph remained in Lancaster and retired from his
store on the southwest corner of Orange and Queen
Streets. He died in 1941.

ASTRICH BROTHERS

Bruno, Louis and Herman Astrich were bro-
thers. They were the subject of many complimentary
articles in the Lancaster papers. This 1885 article pro-
vides some background on the brothers:

“Astrich Palace of Fashion. The store, as is
known to almost every man, woman and child in this
community, is located at No. 13 East King Street, and it
is a veritable ‘Palace of Fashion’. The Astrich Brothers
belong to a family of merchants. Their father |[Abraham]
was an extensive grain merchant in Prussia |[Pleschen,
Posen in Prussial, and the eldest of the brothers, Mr.
Bruno Astrich [born December 27,!1853] came to
America in 1868, and entered at once the extensive es-
tablishment of his uncles (A & R Ettinger, dealers in
fancy goods) in New York, where three of his mother’s
brothers have been uninterruptedly in mercantile life for
a period of 35 years. In 1871 Louis Astrich (born 1855) came
to America and entered the establishment of his uncles,
where Herman — the decorative artist of the store in
this city — also entered in 1877. So much for the early
training of a family who, as residents of Lancaster have
developed more new features in mercantile life than
generally falls to the lot of one house to develop. For
instance; they were the first people here to introduce
an overhead railway, and the only ones now in this city
having a railway that carries goods as well as cash — do-
ing both errands on one trip. They were also the first
merchants in this city to adopt the wrapping counter —
one certain place in the establishment where all pur-
chases were carefully wrapped, thus avoiding mixing of
different customers’ goods and avoiding all confusion.
They also introduced floral spring openings, occasions
when they would tax the florist to produce flowers
enough to make the display, and occasions that were
much enjoyed for their beauty and novelty.

“Messrs. Astrich Brothers located at the present
place of business, 13 East King Street, in 1880, intro-
ducing a line of millinery, trimmings and notions that
had never before been seen in this community. ... the
firm found it necessary to enlarge, in 1882, adding
considerable depth to their room — now 150 feet deep
— and putting in a new front, with two of the most
magnificent show windows to be seen anywhere, 11 by
6 feet.”

The overhead railway was detailed in this Sep-
tember 20, 1884 article:

“The wooden overhead railway, for carrying
cash from the salesman to the cashier, is reasonably
familiar to our readers, but Astrich Brothers have just
had completed an arrangement for carrying goods to the
packing department and cash to the cashier, all in one
trip. (it) consists of overhead wires, to which are at-
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tached good-sized baskets. In these baskets the goods
purchased, as well as the money given, are placed, and
then, by pulling a lever, they are sent to the packer’s and
cashier’s desks. ... the packing counters are very much
elevated above the floor, erected in the centre of the
store. Here the basket makes its stop, and after the
goods have been taken out and packed, the cash is hand-
ed through a pigeon hole to the cashier. The entire
length, more than 100 feet, is transversed in ten seconds,
and the operation is noiseless. This is the second store in
this State, thus supplied, Strawbridge and Clothier, of
Philadelphia, having secured the first.”

The Astrich store also had the most electric
lights in Lancaster in 1888, some 35 lamps with 1,200
candle power. In 1889, they purchased a ten horsepower
electric motor to run their overhead fans, their elevator
and a new railway system for the cashier.

In 1889 they moved to a new store at 115-117
N. Queen Street. Herman, the year before, had opened
his own store in Harrisburg at Third Street near Walnut.
In 1894, Louis moved to Allentown and opened a store
The partnership was dissolved later in that year with
each brother assuming control over a store.

In 1885, Bruno married Amelia Strauss (1862-
1941) daughter of the widowed Theresa Loeb Strauss.
Louis married Bertha Baumgardner of New York. Her-
man married a Lancaster girl, Emma Binkley, in 1891.
Bruno would be a dynamic person in Lancaster. He was
a president not only of the Congregation, but also of
B’nai B’rith. He helped organize the Harmonie Club. As
President of the Congregation from 1888 to 1897, he
was the force behind the building of the new Temple.
He died in January 1897 at the age of 43. The Reform

Both the Shaarai Shomayim Duke Street Temple
( #£116) and the Henriques-Simon Cemetery
( #£117) have been included in the Lancaster
County Historic Preservation Trust.
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Advocate reports: “When Dr. Rosenthal delivered the
solemn rites of burial, the Temple was filled to overflow-
ing with a vast audience of men and women of every sect
who mourned his loss. He has been spoken of by his
friends as ‘a man without guile or deceit’.”

A son, Arthur, died at age 6 months in 1889.
Son Bertram, born in 1897, after his father’s death,
died unmarried in 1923 at the age of 26. Daughter Ger-
trude Astrich Martin (1891-1922) is buried in Lancaster.
Daughter Estelie (1886-1977) married Dr. Benjamin
Chodos (1886-1958) of Lancaster.

GOTTSCHALK AND LEDERMAN

The Hirsh brothers and Moses Geisenberger did
not participate in the competitive “Grand Spring Open-
ing” showing of new fashions game. Due to their many
years in business, they merely announced that the new
stock was in. Their loyal customers would come into the
store without being enticed by flowers and give-aways.

One Jewish store that did compete was Gott-
schalk and Lederman. They had taken over Jacob Loeb’s
Baazar of Fashion store at 26-28 N. Queen Street. As-
trich Brothers, who opened in 1880 and Gottschalk and
Lederman, who opened in 1882, were newcomers to
Lancaster. They needed a device to attract customers
and the Spring opening was it. In March of 1882, both
stores opened one day apart. Part of Gottschalk and
Lederman’s affair was “a cologne fountain and an ele-
gant music box, the latter continually furnishing de-
lightful music. Tonight every lady who calls will be
presented with a bottle of perfume and an illustrated
card.”

The principals of this new store were Herman
and Emil Gottschalk and Julius, David and Joseph
Lederman. Nothing regarding Shaarai Shomayim is known
about the Gottschalks. Julius Lederman became a mem-
ber and served on the Board off and on during the
1880’s and 1890’s. Although Julius and wife are not bur-
ied here, two sons are, George Washington (1876-1881)
and Sidney (1886-1891).

Additionally, an 1880 guide to Lancaster bus-
inesses lists the Lederman brothers as also operating a
tobacco packing house on Lemon Street at Arch Alley.
They began business in New York in 1860 and opened
in Lancaster in 1872. They employed 50 and packed
3000 cases of leaf tobacco per year.



In July of 1891, a tragedy struck the family of
Julius Lederman. His young son Sidney was literally cut
in two by a shifting train at the corner of Walnut and
North Prince Street. He was returning home with a pack-
age from the dressmaker.

He arrived at the crossing, and observing the
shifting of cars, stopped and waited until he thought
they were finished. He then started to cross on the
tracks. Unknown to him, the railroad was performing a
“flying shift” in which a car is cut from the train and al-
lowed to run downhill a short distance without being
attached to an engine, and hence out of control. A
brakeman and watchman saw what was happening, but
could do nothing to prevent it.

Public sentiment and the coroner’s inquest con-

demned ““the railroad company from cutting trains loose
without giving sufficient notice, and deem it absolutely
necessary for better protection to have gates placed at
these crossings.” Mr. Julius Lederman later sued the

railroad.

“Russian Hebrews”

Congregation Shaarai Shomayim, made up of
western European Jews, was alone in Lancaster from its
chartering until the 1880’s. Therefore, until 1880, the
history of the Congregation and its members is the his-
tory of the Lancaster Jewish community.

The year 1881 was an eventful one in the his-
tory of the Jews, Alexander II of Russia was assassinated;
and his son Alexander III became Czar of Russia. It be-
came the new Czar’s policy to make the Jews the scape-
goat responsible for the uprising of which his father was
the victim. The Czar’s principal advisor advanced a sim-
ple formula concerning the Jews: a third would be
forced to emigrate, a third would accept baptism and a
third would be starved to death. The violence of the po-
groms followed.

After the violence ended, restrictive laws were
passed. Jews had to close business on Christian holidays,
quotas effectively kept the Jews out of schools and laws
were enacted to drive the Jews into poverty. From 1881
until 1914, some two million Eastern European Jews
would reach America.

The emigration of the German Jew had prac-
tically ceased by 1880. Starting in 1850, with the Prus-
sian constitution, and ending in 1871 with all of the
former German states, Jews were given full emancipa-
tion, and the political disabilities which had caused Jews
to emigrate were gone.

It was quite a contrast. The German Jew, well
into his second American generation, was proud, wealthy

and accepted. His brothers from Eastern Europe were
destitute. It was a shocking reminder to the German
Jews of their past, a past they had forgotten or of which
they did not wish to be reminded. Yet, nationwide, the
American Jew generally reached out to help their co-re-
ligionists settle and start a new life in America.

In Lancaster, as across the nation, help and
total acceptance were two different things. The Russian
Jew, proud of his strict Ashkenazic Orthodoxy, found
Shaarai Shomayim’s road to Reform completely unac-
ceptable. The Russian Jews made Locust, Rockland and
Middle Streets (now Howard Avenue) their places of
residence. There is no reference anywhere, formal or
otherwise, in Shaarai Shomayim’s records, of the arrival
of these brothers. It is safe to assume that the two groups
did not mingle and went on peacefully leading their re-
spective lives. Indeed, those who remember speak of a
total seperation of the communities. One person recalls
that her mother, a Russian Hebrew, was turned away
when trying to attend services at Shaarai Shomayim.
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A voucher signed by President Philip Bernard
for $19 which he used to aid an early Russian
family. Dated January 6, 1882.

A vivid example of the social separation be-
tween the German and Russian Jewish communities,
was related by a former member. As a young lady in the
first decade of the 1900’s, she was very much infatuated
with a young man from the Orthodox community.
When her relationship was revealed to her father and
grandfather, she was told in no uncertain terms to
break it off.

NEWSPAPER COVERAGE

The Lancaster newspaper took notice of these
new Jews in town. Many people had forgotten the
strange Orthodox ways of the German Jews some forty
years ago. They reported, unfairly and in exaggerated
form, anything newsworthy from this community. The
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first notice of the Russian Jew appeared on September
23, 1880. This incident clearly brings to light the prob-
lems the Eastern European Jews with their language
and custom barrier would encounter:

“A SERIOUS MISTAKE-HOW A HEBREW
PEDDLER WAS SENT TO THE WORKHOUSE WITH-
OUT HAVING COMMITTED ANY OFFENSE — About
eight days ago a Hebrew was committed to the work-
house for thirty days, through a misunderstanding. It
seems that the man came from the interior of Russia,
and was a peddler by occupation. He will be recollected
as the man who was referred to, at the time, as having a
large and valuable pack of goods in his possession, and
that the goods were supposed to have been stolen. The
truth was that the man, who, like all persons from the
interior of Russia, speaks a singular lingo, was unable
to make himself understood. It was the day before the
Hebrew Fast when this stranger, who had only been here
three weeks, desired a cheap lodging place. He would not
ply his vocation on Fast Day, and his funds were low; so
he asked a ‘guardian of the peace’ to conduct him to a
cheap lodging house. He was accommodated, he found a
very cheap lodging house — the station house. The next
morning, being unable to make himself understood, he
was committed to the work house for thirty days, for
vagrancy.

“Finally he succeeded in communicating with
his Hebrew friends in this city, and, after eight days of
imprisonment, he was released. His papers were ex-
amined, and a bill for the goods in his possession, writ-
ten in Hebrew by a Baltimore merchant, was found. Be-
ing conscientious his religion would not permit him to
eat meat at the work house, and as there was nothing
else on the bill of fare but dry bread, he was nearly
famished when released. He will never ask a policeman
to conduct him to a lodging-house again™'.

The papers noted the comparison between
Shaarai Shomayim and the Russian Hebrews in an article

about High Holiday Services: ““The Russian Hebrews met
on the second story of Fulton Hall, and to see those
humble people, without altar or any religious parapher-
nalia of the synagogue, chanting their prayers and per-
forming their various rites, was a scene not soon to be
forgotten.”

RUSSIAN HEBREW WEDDING

The first wedding was reported on January 10,
1887:

““On Sunday evening, at 7 o’clock, a wedding
took place on Duke Street, this city, the ceremony
being performed according to the custom of the Russian
Jews, of which there are now a large number living in
the Seventh Ward. Some hundred and fifty persons were
present, including several Lancastrians, to whom the ex-
ercises were a novel experience. The groom was John
Luire, aged 22 years, born in Prussia. The bride was
Annie Dunie, whose age is also given as 22 and her birth
place Germany on the marriage license issued by Clerk
of Orphans’ Court Keller, on January 5. The ceremony
was performed by Rabbi Cantor. The Russian Jews have
a room, which answers the purposes of a synagogue, in
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a house on South Duke near Low (now Chester) Street.
The bride’s home is with her brother, at the corner of
Duke and Green Streets. Here the bride’s friends gather-
ed, while the male guests assembled at another house on
Middle street. These latter, being notified at the proper
time, proceeded to the house where the bride was in
waiting, when the whole party marched to the syna-
gogue. The bride and groom, who according to the cus-
tom, had been obliged to abstain from eating or drink-
ing anything from sundown on the previous day, then
met. Previous to leaving the house, the male guests, each
bearing a lighted candle, formed a circle around the
bride, who was clearly veiled. Raisins were then thrown
at her and about the room, the idea being to use some-
thing sweet, indicating the sweets of unalloyed love.
Arriving at the synagogue, everything was found in readi-
ness. A large canopy of dark stuff had been nailed to the
ceiling, beneath which the ceremony took place. A circle
was now formed, environed by the lighted candles, in
the centre of which the groom was placed, the bride, ac-
companied by two bridesmaids and two groomsmen,
marching around him and singing. The knot was then
tied, a ring being used, and as soon as ended the men
quickly, caught hold of the canopy and pulled it down
upon the newly-united couple. The entire ceremony end-
ed with the veil being lifted from the bride’s face and a
glass of wine placed on the floor and crushed to pieces
by the foot of one of the groomsmen, indicating the
destruction or removal of any cause of trouble, the
groom being supposed to enter upon a new and happy
life.,A number of the female guests took advantage of
the privilege of kissing the groom. The entire party now
returned to the bride’s home, where the man and wife
broke their long fast by partaking of coffee and bread
together, after which a feast was served to the guests. A
violin and harp furnished music during the evening and
the festivities were continued until a late-hour."”

RUSSIAN PEDDLERS

On July 13, 1886, the papers comment on their
peddlers’ occupation.

“The Russian Hebrews who have settled in the
Seventh Ward, this city, are a curious lot, and they have
many traits that are worthy of emulation. Their industry
and their powers of endurance are proverbial. They ped-
dle all sorts of goods, but principally tinware, which
they manufacture themselves, and the packages of the
latter which they carry on their backs contain goods
enough to stock an ordinary store, and would cause a
pack mule to fall in its tracks. Monday is their usual
day for starting their trips to the country, and when
they take their departure from Pennsylvania or Reading
railroad stations it is a signal for all other people there-
abouts to suspend work, and — look at these wonderful
fellows, with their big packs. The scene presented at
the Pennsylvania railroad station, as these Hebrews
started on their rural trip this week, was a curious
one, and scores of people gathered about the peddlers
and they deposited their burdens on the platform pre-
paratory to taking passage on the train.”



With the exception of his using the train, rather
than horse and cart, the Russian Jewish peddler was not
different from his German counterpart many years earli-
er. Whereas the German Jews were ignored by the press,
dur to their small numbers, the Russian Jews were no-
ticed. The German Jews came to Lancaster one at a time
over twenty years. The Russian Jewish colony arrived
quickly and in great numbers. As might be expected
when a large group arrives en masse, factions developed.
It was in 1889 that the papers started to report on fac-
tions and fights within the Congregation.

“Alderman Donnelly; . . . gave a hearing to Morris
Gipple, on the charge of having committed an assault and bat-
tery on S. Goldberg and Joseph Cohn . . . and for disturbing
a religious meeting. The trouble occured in the Synagogue
of the Russian Jew colony on Locust Street, last Sunday
evening, growing out of a quarrel of two factions in the con-
gregation. Goldberg is the president of it, and Cohn the
secretary. It was shown at the hearing that Gipple had attempt-
ed to tear away the books from the secretary and then as-
saulted him, afterwards, turning his attention to the president,
whom he knocked down and kicked so severly that he after-
wards required medical attention.”

Another such report was issued in September
1889 ““If the congregation of the Synagogue Chiseka
Chamouna (Chizuk Emunah which was chartered in
December 1887), Russian Hebrews, situated on Locust
Street, are not mobbed some time by the weary people
who reside in the neighborhood of the building they
will have good reason to congratulate themselves. Ever
since the synagogue was built, about two years ago, two

rival factions have been fighting over the control of af-
fairs. Scenes of violence have occured here time and
time again in the place devoted to worship and number-
less lawsuits have resulted. The police have been called
in more than once to preserve order and this was the
case again on Sunday. During their rows they disturbed
the entire neighborhood, sometimes keeping up the
quarreling until late in the night. Sunday was the time
appointed for the election of two new officers of the
congregation and as the usual row was expected a police-
man was requested to be present.”

These articles, which continue well into 1890’s,
describing the affairs of the Orthodox community, are
unfortunate. The pain of birth has to be endured, even
by religious bodies. The end result, of course, was a via-
ble Congregation meeting the needs of the Jews of Lan-
caster. Shaarai Shomayim had the Herzog affair and its
bitterness. Degel Israel and its predecessors, (Chizuk
Emunah, Hagudah Sholom and Kesher Torah) had their
factions. Shaarai Shomayim organized with a handful
of families. The Russian Hebrews enjoyed 50 to 100
families and suffered from the problem that was inevi-
table. “The more, the merrier” failed to apply.

Northeast and northwest corner
of Penn Square circa 1920
Notice Hirsh & Brother Store
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1890s

The 1890’s started out without a Rabbi. On
May 9, 1890, the papers report:

“The Congregation of the Synagogue Shairy
Shomaim are about securing another Rabbi, to take the
place of the one who lately resigned. That they will
have no difficulty in securing one may be inferred from
the fact that over a score of applications have already
been received. The charge here is a very desirable one.”

RABBI J. SCHWEITZER

Although the exact date could not be found,
Rabbi Rev. Dr. J. Schweitzer was hired by June 26,
1891. It is logical that he was hired that previous fall,
in time for the High Holidays of 1890. On that June 26
date, one of the few examples of fellowship between
Shaarai Shomayim and the “Russian Hebrews” took
place. The article is both humorous and serious.

“TWO RABBIS ROBBED. They go to the
Conestoga for a Bath and Wicked Boys Get After Them.
The two Rabbis of the city, Rev. Dr. J. Schweitzer and
the Rev. Vogel, of the Russian congregation, are now
mourning a loss that befell them through going to bathe
in the Conestoga. It occurred on Thursday evening, at
the place called Lady Shade, to which place they had
repared for a quiet bath. But they found a large crowd
of boys ahead of them and only Dr. Schweitzer ven-
tured into the water. The boys did not know him, but
they were up to the usual boyish tricks and ‘soused’
him, the result of which is that he didn’t stay with them
long. On the way back to the city he discovered that
he had lost $74 and so informed his companion, the
Rev. Vogel. The latter then told the other that while he
was in swimming some of the boys had approached him
and struck him back of the neck, at the same time jerk-
ing from his vest pocket his silver watch, which he failed
to recover.” The police investigated without results.

Whether for that reason or another, Rabbi
Schweitzer had left Lancaster by the fall of 1891. The
papers reported on September 24, 1891, that “The ser-
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vices (for the High Holidays) will be conducted by a rabbi
student of the Cincinnati Hebrew Union College, Mr.
Marcus Salzman".

ISAAC M. WISE LETTER

On February 16, 1892, President Bruno Astrich
received a handwritten letter from Isaac M. Wise:

““One of the graduates of the Hebrew Union
College (of 1889) Rev. Hyman Elkin is now with his
father in Hartford, Connecticut. He is perfectly able to
fill the vacancy in your congregation. You can reach him
by letter c/o Rev. Dr. Elkin, Rabbi in Hartford, Con-
necticut, and | can but advise you to correspond with
him.

“We will have this year but one graduate in
July next.

“Is your congregation a member of the Union of
American Hebrew Congregations? If not, why not?
Yours respectfully, Isaac M. Wise”

Rabbi Wise’s last sentence was a strong recom-
mendation to the Temple to join the UAHC. No doubt
his suggestion and the desire to hire a graduate from his
college, caused the Congregation to join the Union on
October 9, 1892.

It was reported earlier on January 30, 1892,
“The Rev. Dr. Karasch of Hoboken, N.J., is now in Lan-
caster, the guest of Mr. Bruno Astrich, on trial at the
Synagogue Shairy Shomamim, which has been so long
without a Rabbi. He is a native of Germany, but has
been in this country three years. He officiated at services
held last evening and today (Saturday), and tomorrow
afternoon at 2 o’clock will conduct services in the Eng-
lish language and lecture in German.”

It is interesting that German, even at this late
date, was still used in the services. Rabbi Karasch did not
assume our pulpit and my guess is that the Congregation
was holding out for an American trained Rabbi from
Isaac Mayer Wise’s Hebrew Union College.



RABBI CLIFTON H. LEVY

Several months later, they found their man in
Rabbi Clifton Harby Levy. On March 16, 1892, he was
listed as an out of town guest at a Harmonie Club social
evening. [t was reported on March 24: ““The Rev. Clifton
H. Levy, will arrive in Lancaster from New York....
The new Rabbi is a native American, born in New Or-
leans and is a graduate of the Hebrew Union College, of
Cincinnati, Ohio. He is thirty-three years of age, and is
married. Young as he is, he has already established an en-
viable reputation as a rabbi"; (Rabbi Levy was actually 24)

Rabbi Clifton Harby Levy was perhaps the
most renowned Rabbi ever to serve Shaarai Shomayim.
As we will see, he lived to age 95 and addressed our
Congregation, as honored guest, in 1956, in celebration
of the 100th anniversary of our chartering. Although he
stayed in Lancaster but two years, he accomplished
much. In a letter to Rabbi Daniel Davis on October 30,
1931, he replies to Rabbi Davis’s inquiry:

‘... am glad to outline some of the things that
were done while | was in Lancaster. The religious school
was reorganized, and teachers trained for the work, done
under the peculiar difficulty of having all classes in the
small Temple then in use. Attempts were made for a bet-
ter understanding between Jew and Christian, holding
the first Union Thanksgiving Service in the Methodist
Church, and inviting some of the leading ministers to
occupy our pulpit, from time to time.

‘““Help was given to York, Pa. in establishing a
Religious School. The Fund for the New Temple was
started and the planning done. A series of lectures on
the ‘Heroes in Jewish History' given by me was pub-
lished in the Reform Advocate of Chicago.”

Four generations: Sara
Goldberg, (1854-1928)

and Robert and Herbert
Elins. circa. 1924.

Omitted from his letter was the fact that Rabbi
Levy finished the swing to Reform, eliminated the two
day observance of Holidays and motivated the Congre-
gation to formally join the Union of American Hebrew
Congregations. He also abolished the covering of heads
during services, which had been optional since 1887. He
was very firm on the second-day observance issue. He
presented the following ultimatum to his Congregation
on August 29, 1892:

““Whereas it has become known that at the last
quarterly meeting the matter of discontinuing services
on the second day of Rosh Hashonah by this Congrega-
tion, was not disposed of. | consider it due you to say
that according to my belief, clearly and openly stated,
not only is any second day observance unnecessary, but
it is wrong. Therefore, | shall find it impossible to of-
ficiate for the Congregation on that day, while | am al-
ways ready to do all that | rightfully can for the interest
of the People.”

There was no question who was the boss of the
Congregation. For the first time, the lay leadership had
to share their power with their religious leader. Decorum
was important to Rabbi Levy. In the 1893 program for
Yom Kippur was the demand that no one leave his seat
except during organ interlude between phases of the ser-
vice. Furthermore, there would be no congregating or
talking in the vestibule. For all this leadership, still in
the Orange Street Temple, Rabbi Levy was paid $125
per month.

Although only a recent graduate of the College
(1890), he had already established his national reputa-
tion. He was invited by famed Rabbi Krauskopf of Phila-
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Dora Goldberg Lurio, (1877-1953)
Gertrude Lurio Elins (1895-1954)



delphia to dedicate the new Keneseth Israel Temple and
officiated at the death of the Rabbi’s wife. In September
1893, he was invited to read a paper at the Congress of
Religion, in Chicago. His discourse was published ver-
batim. He brought honor to Lancaster and recognition
of this city’s Jewish community. A man of his talent
could not stay long or be properly compensated in Lan-
caster. In 1894, he took the pulpit of Eden Street Syna-
gogue in Baltimore.

A newsy letter written by Clarence B. Hirsh
(son of Herman Hirsh) to Theodore Joseph on Decem-
ber 22, 1893, gives some insight into Rabbi Levy’s
leaving. Theodore, at the time, was a student at the
Hebrew Union College in Cincinnati.

““Concerning Clifton Levy: his term will expire April
1st, '94. The Congregation wanted to give him $1500 per
as they will be about $500 behind to April 1st on this year’s
total expenses. They can only raise $2100 and as the total ex-
penses, at $2000 for Levy, would be $2700, as it is this year, it
is out ot the guestion. Sorry, Levy is a very good man but the
burden is too much for our small Congregation. Levy would
remain at the $1500 rate till he would get a place: he would
take our good money over the summer on his vacation & than
go away at Rosh Hashonah; but the Congregation won't have
it that way; consequently Dr. Levy departs April 1st. News
to you!”

Rabbi Maurice J. Bloom presented the mem-
orial on Rabbi Levy for the Central Conference of
American Rabbis in June of 1962:

“Thus ended the long life and distinguished
career of Clifton Harby Levy, the son of Eugene Harby
and Almeria Moses Levy, prominent early citizens of
New Orleans, Louisiana, and descendants of American
Jewish pioneers who came to the new world in 1740.

"’ Clifton Harby Levy was born on June 21, 1867,
in New Orleans. He was graduated from the University
of Cincinnati with the degree of A.B. in 1887, and was
ordained at the Hebrew Union College in 1890 (72 years
ago). His first rabbinate was at Congregation Gates of
Hope in New York City, and he served at the same time
as superintendent of classes for immigrant children un-
der the Baron de Hirsch Fund, which was one of the first
organized efforts at Americanization. He was Rabbi of
Congregation Shaarai Shomayim in Lancaster, Pa., from
1892 to 1894, when he moved to the Eden Street Syna-
gogue in Baltimore, Maryland, where he opened the first
Jewish kindergarten in a religious school. There he also
launched the movement to establish the first United
Hebrew Charities, in addition to editing THE JEWISH
COMMENT, and attending the Johns Hopkins Univer-
sity.

“Levy was the founder and rabbi of Tremont
Temple in the Bronx, New York City. Simultaneously
and thenceforward he contributed to numerous periodi-
cals and newspapers on archeological and Biblical sub-
jects. In 1923 he organized the Center of Jewish Science
in New York City, and continued as its director till his
last days, emphasizing the spiritual values of Judaism.
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““He was made art editor in 1939 of the Universal
Jewish Encyclopedia, and in 1942 he embarked upon a
five-year project as editor of The Bible in Pictures, de-
signed primarily for religious schools.

Till the very end of his life, Rabbi Levy con-
tinued to be active as a writer and a significant contri-
butor to some of the most popular periodicals, news-
papers and syndicates of the land.”

In 1893 among his fellow rabbis at a Central
Conference of American Rabbis meeting, he expressed
his opinion on conversion to Judaism.

“We are a proselytizing people. If we pray for
the great day on which all nations are to worship the one
God, it is our duty to open the gates. We should not bar
Gentiles by any rites, but if they have the heart of a Jew
and the hand of a Jew, they should be accepted”’.

At the same meeting he proposed and had pass-
ed, the following resolution concerning women:

“Whereas, We have progressed beyond the idea of
the secondary position of women in Jewish congregations,
we recognize the importance of their hearty cooperation and
active participation in congregational affairs; therefore be it.

““Resolved, that the Executive Committee have
prepared for the next Annual Conference a paper tracing the
development of the recongnition of women in Jewish con-
gregations, and expounding a conclusion that women be
eligible to full membership, with all privileges of voting and
holding office in our congregation."’

In a 1905 Central Conference of Amercian
Rabbis debate over asking gentile businessman to allow
their Jewish workers time off for the Sabbath, he de-
monstrated his forceful, practical thinking:

“l would like to present to you the layman’s point
of view. You cannot ask large firms to permit their Jewish
employes to go away on Saturday when they expect a large
amount of business. You will make yourselves ridiculous
because you are showing a lack of common sense. Let us get
to the facts. This is a matter of bread and butter. This per-
mission, if given, means a loss of a large amount of profit,
which counts with these men. This is the way in which the
business man looks at it. Your academic discussion of this
question has no weight with them. You can appeal to them
as long as you want. But the appeal that they will agree on is
that at the end of the year the balance sheet shows up bad.
What are they going to do when they let these young men
and women attend the services. Shall they get extra help?
That costs money. The proposition in their eyes is not bus-
inesslike."”

Rabbi Levy was an active member of the Cen-
tral Conference of American Rabbis. In 1917, he de-
bates on the unpopular Zionist movement:

“It was not the idea of the majority to declare
that the Zionists are not Jews nor yet that Zionism is
not doing Jewish work. But even the prophet of old
warned against political alliances. We as Jews are in-



terested especially in the development of religion. Juda-
ism is built upon the religious consciousness. We are not
denying the right of any or all of our colleagues to es-
pouse the cause of Nationalism; we maintain that the
great contribution of reform Judaism is the thought that
Judaism is a universal religion.”

In 1938 he presented some views on anti-Semit-
ism during a rabbinical debate on the subject:

“No one has the right to question my Ameri-
canism. | am just as much a Jewish American as my
neighbor is a Christian American, and my religion does
not in any way qualify my Americanism. The only an-
swer that we can give to anti-Semitism is to develop the
right kind of American Jew. Let us not waste time with
fine theory. When you have reared the right kind of Jew,
he will be your answer to the anti-Semite. The characters
which you develop in your religious schools and in your
synagogue is the answer we will give.”

Rabbi Clifton

H. Levy served
our Temple in
18921894

DECISION TO BUILD A NEW TEMPLE

Rabbi Levy and his expertise certainly were
the prime motivations for the construction of a new
Temple. Membership was up and our religious school
was utilized by non-members as well. The quarters were
cramped. The decision to plan for a new Temple was
made in 1892.

While the minutes for this period are missing,
we do have the Ledger listing the paying members and
their payments of dues. From this book, we can deter-
mine the membership that made the decision to plan for
a new Temple:

Mrs. A Adler
Adolph Albert
Bruno Astrich

Louis Astrich

Moses Bachenhiemer

Louis Gansman

Adolph Gansman

Moses Geisenberger
(the first official notice
of his membership)

(Columbia) Lionel Geisenberger
Edward M. Cohn (his son)
Jonas Fox Morris Gershel
Julius Fox Max Gorta

Max Goldsmith
Mrs. Herman Hirsh
Abraham Hirsh
Simon B. Hirsh
Harry Hirsh
Clarence Hirsh

David T. Hirsh (York)

J. Harris

Joseph Joseph

A. Kessler

Morris Levy
Julius Loeb
Julius Lederman
Herman Miller
Jacob Mayer

S. R. Moss

Daniel Manheimer
Mrs. Lazarus Pioso
Moses Pioso

These fifty-two members paid annual dues

Joseph Ostheim
Frank Pentlarge

M. Parker

William Pirosh
Albert Rosenstein
Morris Rosenthal
Solomon Rosenthal
Henry Ryder
Robinson

Mrs. Joseph Strauss
Louis Sondheimer
Joseph Sondheimer
Jacob Selig

Morris Strauss
Charles A. Samuels
Lewis Strauss

Isaac Strauss
Adolph Strauss
Henry Weill

ranging from $81 down to S12. The first record of the
intent to secure a new Temple was in the papers on July
7, 1892:

“The lawn fete held at Conestoga Park on Wed-
nesday evening for the benefit of the building fund of
the Sabbath school of the Synagogue Shaarai Shomayim,
was a complete success, several hundred people attend-
ing it, and quite a number being from out of town. ... A
great sum of money was realized by the entertainment.
The Sabbath school of the Synagogue has held its ses-
sions heretofore in the place of worship, but as more
spacious and suitable quarters are needed, it is intended
to secure a hall somewhere. The congregation of the
Synagogue are now considering the question of erecting
a new place of worship, larger and more handsome than
the present edifice at East Orange and Christian Streets,
and if the pending negotiations are successful a desirable
building site will soon be secured.”

JOINT THANKSGIVING SERVICES

Meanwhile, Rabbi Levy had arranged for the
first joint Thanksgiving service. On November 24,1892,
Thanksgiving morning, he spoke at the Duke Street
Methodist Church. On December 30, 1893, their Rev.
Dr. J. T. Satchall, preached at Shaarai Shomayim.
“It was a practical discourse, based on scriptural truths,
and was received by all with the deepest attention. As a
leading member of the congregation remarked after-

wards, ‘It was the kind of sermon that goes down in the
heart'.”

REAL ESTATE TRANSACTIONS

This appeared in the November 1, 1893 papers.
“The Jewish Synagogue — Auctioneer Joel L. Haines on
Tuesday evening offered at public sale at the Franklin
House (120-22 N. Queen ) the Synagogue Shaarai Sho-
maim, at East Orange and Christian streets, and two
small brick dwellings in the rear of it. The highest bid
offered was $5,525, and the trustees refused to allow it
to be sold at that figure.”
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Nevertheless, on February 8, 1894, “The Con-
gregation. . . .have purchased from Bauman and Eaby
real estate agents, a fine site for a new place of worship.
It is the [late Bernard] Mulhattan property at the north-
west corner of North Duke and James streets, the front-
ing on the former being 70 feet, with a depth of 90 feet.
The congregation will erect a handsome synagogue

there.” On May 29, 1894, young Sigmund Albert, placed
the first stone.

18986 Congregation 5655
SHAARAI SHOMAYIM
BRUNO ASTRICH President
ADOLPH GANSMAN vice-President
EDWARD M. COHN Treasurer
MORRIS STRAUSS secretary

Trustees

JACOB SELIG-ALBERT ROSENSTEIN-MAURICE ROSENTHAL.

e

Rabbi
ISIDORE ROSENTHAL.
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ALBERT ROSENSTEIN crairman
JULIUS LOEB-ADOLPH ALBERT-LOUIS GANSMAN

ADOLPH GANSMAN-SOLOMON R. MOSS-EDWARD M. COHN

LIONEL R. GEISENBERGER.
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MEMBERS’ DUES LEVEL

On July 12, 1894, the Board of Trustees set up
the following six levels of dues: $96, $72, $60, $48,
$36 and $24 per year. A committee of two would be ap-
pointed to assess each member. Those who felt they
were classified too high (or low), could appeal to the
Board.

RABBI ISIDORE ROSENTHAL

In April, 1894, Rabbi Levy left the Congre-
gation. On July 6, 1894, Rabbi Isidore Rosenthal, a
graduate of the Hebrew Union College of Cincinnati,
conducted three services and presented the following
sermons: Sacrifices and Charity, False Fires, and Cul-
ture and Religion. “Rev. Rosenthal is a fluent speaker
and comes highly recommended,” was one paper’s
evaluation.

He was hired and was described by the papers

on August 30, 1894.
“The Rev. Rosenthal is a native of New York
City, 23 years of age, unmarried, and graduated this
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summer from the Hebrew Union College of Cincinnati
with the highest honors, he having delivered the valedic-
tory address. His first sermon as Rabbi was ‘‘Judaism
and its Rabbis’. . . he treated the development of Juda-
ism, showing how it had changed in its ceremonies and
rites, and the speaker deduced the principle from these
facts that as it had changed in the past, the Rabbis could
again at the present day make necessary changes on tra-
ditional lines. Reformed Judaism does not mean the
complete tearing away of traditional forms, but of those
features objectionable to modern ideas. The discourse
was an able one and showed that the new Rabbi is a
man of Liberal ideas and broad mind."”

Rabbi Isidore Rosenthal was truly a unique and
remarkable man. Had this history been written twenty
years earlier, we could have benefited from the memory
of many more people. Today, only a handful remember
him and fewer yet were confirmed by him. He was a
dominant force within the Congregation which he served
for twenty-seven years as Rabbi, and he remained in
Lancaster until about 1940.

He was born on May 10, 1872 in Greensport,
Long Island, New York. He was the son of Bernard and
Ernestine (Witkowski) Rosenthal. He attended the
Hebrew Preparatory School of Temple Emanuel in New
York City. At the age of 13, he entered the Hebrew
Union College in Cincinnati on a scholarship. During his
years at the Hebrew Union College, he also attended the
University of Cincinnati. After eight years of study and
one lost due to illness, he was ordained a Rabbi in 1894
and was valedictorian of his class. The university of Cin-
cinnati bestowed a Bachelor of Arts degree on him.
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His enthusiasm for baseball almost got him
expelled from the Hebrew Union College. He played on
the University of Cincinnati baseball team which had
games scheduled on Saturday. Playing on the Sabbath
was forbidden, even for a Reform Jew, by the Hebrew
Union College. Isidore played under a false name any-
way. However, on Saturday he broke his leg sliding into
home plate. That mishap revealed his true identity and
his teachers convinced Rabbi Isaac Mayer Wise not to
expel him from the University.

When interviewed at the age of 80, he recalled,
“When they (college officials) met me at the station in
Cincinnati, and saw how small I was, they called me
Tom Thumb”. Since that time, his family and friends,
called him “Tommy.”

In 1900, in a move that would tie him closely
to the Lancaster Jewish community, he married Flo-
rence Rosenstein, daughter of Albert Rosenstein and
granddaughter of Levi Rosenstein. Hence, she was third
generation of one of Lancaster’s oldest and most influ-
ential Jewish families. Florence just missed by two
years being confirmed by her future husband.

Practically everyone who remembers Rabbi
Rosenthal- made three observations. One was that he
never wanted to be a Rabbi and was led in that direc-
tion by his parents. The second was how handsome this
young 22-year old Rabbi seemed to all the young ladies.
The third universal observation was that he was a master-
ful and eloquent speaker.

He was considered the best orator in all of Lan-
caster. Those who remember say how he would put pas-
sion into every speech or sermon, sometimes closing his
eyes and working into a sweat. He was politically orient-
ed. Most of his sermons were on current topics and prob-
lems of the city, state and world. Very few of his ser-
mons were of religious origin.

Rabbi Rosenthal was very much in demand to
speak at numerous churches, clubs and organizations.
He was very out-spoken and took firm stands on many
an issue. He was once asked if he believed everything he
said and replied that he believed it while saying it. Often,
when his actions differed from his words, he would say
“Do as I say and not as I do.”

He was a brilliant man, dedicated to his tasks,
and knowledgeable in his religion. He was an academic
Rabbi but not particularly religiously oriented. He was
more a teacher than a minister. He used to joke after
Yom Kippur morning services that he was going home
for lunch.|Some of the Congregation felt that there was
more truth than jest in that yearly remark.

As a teacher he was firm and strict. A certain
student always made too much noise when entering the

classroom. As a last resort, the Rabbi made him take off
his shoes so that he could enter quietly. On Sunday dur-
ing religious school he would teach only Hebrew. Con-
firmation classes were held during the week at his law
offices downtown.

One former student recalls how her fear of
Rabbi Rosenthal caused her not to be confirmed. Each
confirmand was given a catechism on Judaism to memo-
rize. This student had been ill and missed several classes
and hence did not have it memorized. The Rabbi told
the class- that anyone who did not know it next week:
would not be confirmed. This young lady, then age 12,
was raised never to doubt the word of her parents, much
less her Rabbi. Hence, aware that she could not possibly
learn it by next week, she stopped going to class or re-
ligious school. Her mother would send her, but she went
elsewhere instead of going to class. Eventually, when
the truth came out, everyone wondered why Rabbi Ro-
senthal did not care enough about his students to report
to her parents that she was skipping classes.

He was an ardent supporter of Reform Juda-
ism and constantly changed the services to make them
more attractive to his Congregation. When attendance
at Saturday morning services fell in 1917, he introduced
Sunday morning services. Attendance at these Sunday
services was good, between 70 and 120. Many of the
faces in the Congregation were non-Jews skipping their
church services just to hear the Rabbi speak.

With a family to support, Rabbi Rosenthal was
never happy with his rabbinical pay. When hired in
1894, he was paid $125 per month. After 22 years he
got his first raise to $166 per month. It was not surpris-
ing, then, with his great talent for speaking, that he stud-
ied law. He studied in the offices of Chief Justice Wil-
liam Keller of the Pennsylvania Supreme Court. On June
18, 1901, he and Lionel Geisenberger went into the
practice of law together.

His “moonlighting” had its practical side bene-
fits. He and Lionel successfully defended the right of the
Congregation to own the 1747 Henriques-Simon Ceme-
tery before the State Supreme Court in 1903. From
1907-1910 he was City Solicitor. From 1917-1923, he
was 6th Ward Select Councilman.

Rabbi Rosenthal retired from Shaarai Sho-
mayim on December 9, 1919. In his letter to the Con-
gregation, he cited financial reasons. In truth, he prob-
ably was also tired of being a Rabbi. He was very much
involved in politics and wanted to cover new ground.

He continued to fill in from time to time un-
til his replacement was found. In the 1920’s he became
the first flying Rabbi. He would leave from Lancaster by
small plane each Friday to conduct services at Temple

- B’nai Israel in McKeesport, Pennsylvania. It took a lot of
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faith in one’s religion in those days to fly by plane over
the mountains.

Rabbi Rosenthal continued to live in Lancaster
until about 1940. He became associated in business with
his father-in-law in the Unite. Novelty Company and ran
it for a few years as President after Albert Rosenstein
died in 1928. However, in 1933, he opened a law office
at 33 N. Duke Street.

He was very much involved in B’nai B’rith and
served as President and Secretary of the local chapter as
well as serving as President of District ¥ 3. His Congrega-
tion always gave him time off to attend the national con-
ventions. He was also President of the Young Men’s Heb-
rew Association; head of the Board of United Hebrew
Charities; Secretary of the Lancaster Charity Associa-
tion; Chaplain of Lodge #43 of Masons;and member of
the Boards of Red Cross and Salvation Army. He helped
organize the Lancaster Public Library and was a member
of the Lancaster County Historical Society and Lancas-
ter Kiwanis Club.

At the age of 80, Rabbi Rosenthal was living in
Atlantic City. Due to illness of their regular Rabbi, he
conducted services there at Temple Beth Israel.

Rabbi Rosenthal, perhaps the greatest orator
in our Congregation’s history, died in 1954, at the age of
82. He is buried in Shaarai Shomayim’s cemetery.

FOUR GENERATIONS: Caroline Strauss Rosenstein
(Mrs. Levi Rosenstein - seated right); Albert and Hannah
Rosenstein (standing); Florence Rosenstein Rosenthal
(seated left Jand Albert (in lap) and Bernice Rosenthal.
Circa 1905
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Rabbi Isidore
Rosenthal, 1920’s.

ORANGE STREET TEMPLE SOLD

On January 24, 1895, the Orange Street Temple
was sold to John H. Hienieny for $5,500. He purchased
“a two story brick synagogue and a two story brick
dwelling house”. Excluded from the sale were “‘six
memorial windows, one window above the arc, the arc
and gas fixtures, all furniture, consisting of pews, chairs,
pulpit and organ”. It is assumed that the organ and pews
were sold as mentioned earlier. The windows were given
to Congregation Degel Israel for the Chester Street Syn-
agogue built in 1900.

In May of 1895, the Congregation entered into
a contract with George H. Oster of Lancaster to “furnish
all materials, erect and finish a synagogue, to be built on
the corner of North Duke and James Street, in accor-
dance with the drawings and specifications as furnished
by James H. Warner, architect” for the sum of $11,000.

The new owner of the Orange Street property
was to take possession on June 1, 1895. As the new
Temple would not be completed until April 1896, one
wonders where they worshiped. Lionel Geisenberger, in
a 1919 Temple publication, answers that ““after the sale
of the old building, the Congregation used Martin’s Hall
[135 East Chestnut Street, now a parking lot] , then the
little church at 128 N. Mulberry Street, opposite Shrein-
er’s Cemetery, then the old Temple on Orange Street.”

That same temple publication tells us that the
total cost of the new Temple was $24,596.84. The land
was $5,700, and construction was $11,800. The balance
of $7,100 must have gone into furnishing and other
finishing touches. . A $44.00 dues bill from the Union of
American Hebrew Congregations indicated a member-
ship of 88.

CORNERSTONE LAID
On July 1, 1895, the cornerstone was laid for
the new Temple. The event was well attended and well
covered by the papers in a two column article. Lodges
#43 and #476, Free and Accepted Masons of Lancaster
and Lodge # 286 of Columbia and Lodge #298 of Mari-
etta, took part in the ceremony. Placed in the cornerstone



One of seven
marble Yahrzeit
plaques that hung
in sanctuary prior
to 1920.

was a copy of the charter; membership lists of the
Congregation and the Ladies Temple Auxiliary; names of
the rabbi, officers and building committee; copies of the
local papers; clippings of papers containing accounts of
the laying of the first stone of the foundation; copy of
the Intelligencer of September 14, 1867, containing the
account of the dedication of the old synagogue; names
of national, state and city officers; coins of 1895; names
of officers of the Crand Lodge of Masons; the architect
and contractor of the Temple; and a history of the Con-
gregation. Rabbi Rosenthal gave an eloquent address and
the event was closed with a benediction from Rev. Sat-
chell of the First Methodist Church.

ARCHITECTURE OF NEW TEMPLE

On April 18, 1896, the papers reported that the
Temple was almost completed and announced the Dedi-
cation ceremony plans. Included in the article is a
description of the building. It was a disappointment that
a picture or line drawing of the Temple was not part of
the article. In almost every case of the completion of a
new building, such an illustration was included with this
type of article, but not one of the three Lancaster papers
carried a picture.

“The style of architecture is the classic Renais-
sance, and is a most scholarly example of that period.
The structure is of brick, with pressed brick facings, and
New England red sandstone trimmings. The main front
on Duke Street presents a striking appearance and at
once impresses one by the bold treatment so character-
istic of this order of architecture.

In the centre of the front there is a large gable,
the apex of which is fifty feet high, and in the centre of
that gable there is a magnificent and ornate rose window,
with molded and carved trefoils, while above the win-
dow is a molded arch of brown stone. Continuing down
on the line of the main gable is found the main entrance.
This is composed of three massive carved brownstone
columns which support a stone entablature, with a mas-

sive stone balustrade above and arched doorways below.
The treatment of the doorway is especially bold. On
either side of the main gable there is a square tower,
seventy feet high, surmounted by a graceful and beauti-
fully proportioned copper dome. The latter is octagonal
in shape, having eight windows, or perforations, one on
each side. The effect of the bronzed appearance of the
copper work is extremely pleasing to the eye, when seen
in conjunction with the massive doorways and beauti-
fully proportioned windows and gabels which form the
composition on East James street, and which are all
properly subordinated to the towers themselves. It forms
a grouping of buildings which is not easy to describe,
but which should be seen to be thoroughly appreciated.
The interior of the edifice is as pleasing and successful
as is the exterior. The Sunday school room, which is on
the first floor, has four entrances, two from James street
and two from the Duke Street side of the building. The
school room is 45 feet long, with a seating capacity of
400. This is finished in hard wood, with sliding glass
partitions, and the walls tastefully frescoed. The main
auditorium is on the second floor. It is a room 48 feet
long and 45 feet wide, with a ceiling 30 feet high at its
highest point. The organ loft and choir gallery are at the
western end of the building, with the ark and pulpit be-
low. The whole is surmounted by a massive and impres-
sive looking arch, which springs from a cluster of four
columns on each side, and it intersects with the moldings
of the ceiling.”

DEDICATION OF NEW TEMPLE

The day of the Dedication arrived. It was to be
the finest hour of Lancaster’s Jewish Community. The
Temple was finished and it was beautiful. In only forty
years, the Congregation had grown from a minyan to 70;
from a room in a store to a magnificent edifice and
Rabbi Dr. Isaac Mayer Wise, the American father of Re-
form Judaism, was to dedicate the Temple. The Lan-
caster newspapers tell of that eventful day.

THE NEW TEMPLE WRECKED

A Terrific Explosion Occurs in Shaarai
Shomayim’s Handsome Building.

GAS ACCUMULATED IN THE FLOOR.

In Searching for a leak in the Gas Pipe
Plumber George Delmott Lighted a
Match with Serious Results — A
Wide Breach Torn in the Floor —
Several Thousand Dollars Damage
— Janitor Grootfield Injured.

A terrific explosion occurred about 11 o’clock
Friday morning in the New Shaarai Shomayim Temple,
at the corner of Duke and James streets, which wrecked
the interior of the beautiful edifice and resulted in the
serious injury of the janitor, Issac Grootfield. The
temple had just been finished, and it was to have been
dedicated Friday night.

A LEAK IN THE GAS PIPE

Thursday it was noticed that an odor of gas per-
vaded the Temple. As all the gas jets were properly

105



closed, it was concluded that there was a leak in the gas
pipe, and Friday morning a plumber was sent for to lo-
cate it. Everts & Overdeer sent George Delmott and
Frank Deen to the Temple. Delmott began to search for
the leak. He started in the main auditorium, on the
second floor, where the odor was strongest. Thinking
that the gas was escaping from a break in the gas jet, he
struck a match to pass it about the jet in the usual way
of locating leaks.

Rabbi Isaac Mayer Wise (1819-1900), father of Reform
Judaism in America, founder of both the Hebrew Union
College and the Union of American Hebrew Congrega-
tions, as he looked in 1856, when we were chartered,
and when he dedicated our Temple.

"ISAAC MAYER WISE™
1819 <1900
PIONEER SPIRIT OF REFORM JUDAISM

IN AMERICA
FOUNDER OF

THE HEBREW UNION COLLEGE
FHE CENTRAL CONFERENCE OF AMERICE

S TABLET IS ERECTED ON THE OCCAS
IFTY~THIRD ANRIVERSARY OF H.
AT THE EXERCISES MARKING THE DEDICAUIC
" OF THISTEMPLE BUILDING ON APNIL 24, 1S

AFRIL A%.4068

Bronze plaque erected on April 22, 1949
when remodeled Social Hall was named
the Isaac Mayer Wise Memorial Hall.

A MAN INJURED

When he lighted the match a terrific explosion
occurred; a great shaft of smoke and flames shot up
from the floor on the other side of the room, fully
forty feet away from him; the heavy furniture was
hurled about the place, broken panes of glass clattered
on the floor and pavement and a dense cloud of dust
filled the room.

Janitor Isaac Grootfield had been cleaning the
furniture preparatory to tonight’s dedicatory services.
He was working just a few feet from where the flames
came through the floor. He was knocked down, and,
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struggling to his feet, covered with cotton padding that
had been blown from between the carpets, he ran for
the door. He weakened, and was about to fall when
caught by several men who had rushed into the Temple.
Seeing that he was badly injured, they put him on one of
Boettner’s bread wagons, which was just passing, with in-
structions to the driver to take him to the nearest physi-
cian.

THE TEMPLE ON FIRE

Flames were leaping up from a gaping breach in
the floor. Contractor George Oster was sitting on a lad-
der in the auditorium watching Delmott. When he saw
the fire he quickly ran out, and with George Keeport, a
paperhanger who had been working in the neighbor-
hood, and several others started for the Pennsylvania
Traction Company’s car barn on North Queen street.
Keeport sent in a call for the fire department from box
No. 18, at that place.

Meantime, George Deen tried to extinguish the
fire. The joist and laths between the floors were burning.
Several men who had heard the explosion came and
helped Deen, and the flames were soon under control
with buckets of water. When the firemen arrived they
completely extinguished them with the chemical ma-
chines. The fire did small damage.

A SAD SIGHT

The effect of the explosion was terrible. The re-
port was heard distinctly a couple of blocks away. The
floor looked as if it had been ripped open by some giant
power; and the auditorium and large Sunday School
room just beneath it, but a few minutes before resplen-
dent in handsome new carpets and furniture, fresh paint
and beautiful decorations, were sad sights. The floor had
been torn up the entire way across the building, and the
opening was about ten feet wide. Broken laths, black-
ened by the explosion, stuck in every direction from this
rude gap, and bits of plaster and dust from it covered
the benches and carpets.

FORCE OF THE EXPLOSION

The force of the explosion was terrific. The
heavy oak benches, or pews, in the auditorium, which
had been firmly screwed to the floor, were torn from
their fastenings and thrown about the room. Not only
were the benches blown apart where the pieces had been
nailed together, but in some the solid oak plank forming
the seat was split. Almost every bench in the room was
moved. Downstairs, in the Sunday School room, the
benches were also knocked topsy turvy. Here not one of
the beautiful stain glass windows escaped without having
some of its panes shattered. In some cases the heavy iron
screens that protected the glass were twisted and torn
loose. The handsome chandelier was blown from its
place. Upstairs, also, the windows were broken and
pieces of wood were hurled into the ceiling, which was
beautifully decorated, making ugly dents. The ceiling
of the Sunday School room was also papered in a hand-
some design, and this, too, was ruined. Heavy steam
pipes run along the ceiling, and where the explosion was
most severe they were bent downwards.

The large pipe organ was slightly damaged. Mr.
John Brown, of Wilmington, the builder of the organ,
happened to be in town and will examine the instrument.



The loss cannot be estimated exactly, but it is
thought that it will amount to several thousand dollars.
The temple is insured for about $11,000 in companies
represented by H. N. Howell, Bausman & Eaby, S. D.
Bausman, Rife & Breneman and H. R. Breneman. The in-
surance men claim that their policies cover the damage
done only by the fire. This is very slight, most of the
loss being from the effects of the explosion. The whole
floor was ruined; but the walls are thought to have been
undamaged.

GROOTFIELD’S INJURIES.

Janitor Grootfield was driven from the temple
to Dr. M. L. Herr's office and, after receiving temporary
treatment, was taken to the Lancaster General Hospital,
where Dr. M. L. Davis attended him. He was suffering
greatly from shock. The force of the explosion had
partially paralyzed his legs. His front hair and eyebrows
were singed by the flames and both arms were burned
to the elbow, his shirt sleeves having been rolled up. It
is believed he escaped internal injury. [He fully recovered]

GAS BETWEEN THE FLOOR.

From an examination made after the explosion,
it is believed that the gas pipe which ran across the
building, in the floor, had come apart at one of the
joints. The gas escaped from this opening, and as the
space between the floor was almost perfectly air-tight it
accumulated there. When Delmott lighted the match the
flame was carried by the gas in the room to that between
the floor of the auditorium and the ceiling of the Sun-
day School room. The gas was turned on a couple days
ago by the gas company, but as the pipes then leaked —
although the location of the leak was not known — it was
turned off. It was turned on again Thursday, but, owing
to the leak, was shut off about 5 o’clock in the evening.
It is said that the plumber turned on the gas again
Friday morning.

DEDICATORY SERVICES POSTPONED.

The entire congregation and their friends are
downcast over the unfortunate occurrence. Extensive
preparations have been made for the dedication, and
Thursday evening a rehearsal of some parts of the service
was held in the Temple. Everybody was then delighted
with the appearance of the handsome auditorium, and
looked forward to a happy culmination of their efforts
during the next few days. Now the dedicatory services
have been postponed indefinitely. Dr. |I. M. Wise, presi-
dent of the Hebrew Union College, of Cincinnati, and
Rev. C. H. Levy, of Baltimore, who were to assist in the
exercises, arrived here Friday morning; but the other
clergymen were telegraphed not to come. However,
the supper for the clergymen and prominent citizens
will be held tonight in Martin’s Hall, and on Monday
night the dedicatory ball will be held in Maennerchor
Hall.”

The following day, an editorial appeared ex-
pressing the sympathy of the entire community to
Shaarai Shomayim. This was followed by an editorial
urging inspection of all new construction prior to gas
being turned on. In spite of the sorrowful event, the
dedication ball was held at Maennerchor Hall, (135 W.
Chestnut Street) and service at Martin’s Hall.

1
SCHEDULE A
Detailed statement of actual loss and damage by fire on the

Jewish Synagogue of the Shaarai Shomayinm Congregation at Lancaster, on

April 24, 1896.
0=

Gas fixtures comsistin, ef eight burnerc and twenty side lights
dasaged - - - - - = - - - - - - o - e 0w .- - 75.00
Organ damaged to amount of - - - - - - - - = - - - - o - - - 100400
500 yds.carpet, 500 yds. lining, 20 yds. rubber and about
50 squares maiting, the whole eriginally costing
$460.and not worth after the fire ever $200. dameged
------------------------- 260.00
56 benches en first floor,scerched smeked damaged & . requir-
ing to put them into their condition before

L Y R ) S RNl e s 50,00
5 new benches en second flcor destroyed, worth - - - - - - - 100,00
1g '* . ¥ J *  requiring repairs - - - - - - - 50.00
350 ft. steam pipe damaged that will cost te repzir it - - - 40.00
lradiator - - - = - c - - - - = &0 -2 e - .- o- .- 10.00

250 ft.gas pipe and fittings destroyed,costing to replace - -35.00
Stained glass windew with three half circle transoms, 12 win-

dows centaining 300 ft. ef glass, one large window

on second floor, 36 ft. of glass, 7 windows broken

costing originally $700.dameged so that to replace

then will 008t = « = = = - o - = e e == - - - = 350,00
Painting to the building,inside wood work ef Sunday School

room and mzin suditorium,pzintin, to the stairwwys

reglazing and repairing ef sashes,will cost - - - 175.00
Fresceing the smoked and damaged ceiling and sides of Sunday

school room and painting ef walls and stairs - - -200,00
400 yds. Plastering destiroyed in building at 25 cts. - - - - 100,00
Window screens and windows needing repairs - - - - - - - - - 10.00

Electric wiring and cennection with chandelier cest to repr. 75.00

EsTINATSU wiount of lumber required te restore building as

fellows:
2000 ft. yellow pine flooring 70.00
5 spruce jeists 3 x 10 x 18 6.50
4000 spruce lath at $3.00 per 1000 12.00
75 ft. pine bridging 2.00
700 ft. hemlock boards 9.50- - - - - - - - 100.00
Carpenter work required to restore place will be as
fellows:

Replacing benches, first fleor 15.00

secend floor 40.00
Relaying floors 38.00
Relaying sash, wash boards &c. 50.00
Nails cerd &c. 15.00
Seaffelding fer bricklayers 10.00
Covering floor sills,stairs &o. 5.00
Jeists, shoreing &o. 47.00 - - - - = - - 220,00
Brick work:
Cutting bricks fer arch 5.00
Bricks and mertar 12.00
Brickleyer and help 3300 = =« = = = = = « 50.00

Scantling fer frescoing and plastering

Lumber 7600
labor 64,00 = = = = = = == 140.00
Cost of mill work:
wash beards 6.00
Beads 2400
Mouldings 2.00
Deor 5.00
5 set of sash at $2.00 10,00 = = = = = = = = 25.00
Cleaning and hauling debris 25.00
{ Serubbing floors and building 25.00- - = = = = - = 50,00
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Wedicatory Hervices.

Pridap, Fpril 24, 1896.

March—Priest’s March from Athalie (Mendelssohn), ...... ORGAN.

(Congregation rises as procession reaches pulpit.)

SCIMA TOVH, ccvimns os mnenies i oaanleh § £ 2 et s & Demgiet s 5 ¢ CHOIR.

How good are Thy tepts, O Jacob, Thy tabernacle, O Israel. Through Thy

great mercy, O God, I come to Thy house and bow down in Thy Holy Temple

in the fear of Thee. O Lord, I love the place of Thy house and the abode in

which Thy glory dwelleth. And so I bow down, adore Thee, O God, my

Maker. May my prayer be offered in an acceptable time; mayest Thou in the
greatness of Thy mercy answer me according to Thy faithfulness.

80t SREOMILT . - 25 ¢ Fevioma 5 Savims 55 beaimn s 6.0 L e Y Kb CHOIR.
Lift up your heads, O ye gates, and be ye lifted up, ye everlasting doors,
for the King of Glory shall enter. Who is the King of Glory? The Lord of
Hosts—He is the King of Glory.
The Torah which God gave through Moses is the heritage of the House of
Israel. Come ye and let us walk in the light of the Lord.
Hear, O, Israel, the Lord our God is one.

FORZ CHAPIMT o o o oo o 2 wwmceiosrm o s s mimiosn s # o o srsiwsar o g o s CHoIR.
It is a tree of life to them that lay bold of it and the supporters thereof are
happy. Its ways are ways of pleasantness and all its paths are peace.
(Congregation resume seats.)

Kindling of the Perpetual Lamp, ........... Mg. L. ROSENSTEIN.
Be blessed, O Lord, our God, King of the Universe, who hast given health
and strength and permitted us to live to celebrate this festive day of the dedica-

tion of this house to Thy glory. Amen.

Anthem—Lead, Kindly Light (Buck), ..............o00e CHOIR.
Presentationof Key, .................... Miss HiLpa GANSMAN.
The task is done—the Temple stands, Here we may seek for truth divine,

A master-work from master hands,
A monument of stately grace,
An honor to our faith and race.

Here virtue finds a fitting shrine.

Accept the key ! The door it opes,
To nobler aims and higher hopes :
Here may we all in concord dwell,
And spread the fame of Israel.

The doors are open—and our hearts
To all the joy our faith imparts;

Presentation of the Key to the President of the Congregation,

By the Chairman of the Building Committee,
Mg. A. ROSENSTEIN.

Address of Acceptance by the President,........ MRr. B. AsTRICH.
Anthem—Lord God of Heaven and Earth (Spohr),........ CHoIR.
Dedicatory PTAYET, <« +xs5m0 5 ssenns 4 5 8s Rassr Cuirron H. LEvy.

Psalm cxxvii. verse 1

Dedication Anthem_{ % Gilchidist, Cuoi,

Psalm Ixxxiv. verses 1—4

Except the Lord build the house, they labor in vain who build it.

How amiable are Thy dwellings, O Lord of Hosts.

My soul longeth, yea, even fainteth for the courts of the Lord; my heart and my
flesh crieth out for the living God.

Yea, the sparrow hath found a house, and the swallow a next for herself; even
Thine altars, O Lord of Hosts, my King and my God.

Blessed are they that dwell in Thy House, they shall be ever praising Thee. =

Dedication Sermon, ........ Rev. Dr. Isaac M. WisE, Cincinnati.
Anthem—Fear ye not, O Israel (Dudley Buck), . ..Sorrano Soro.
R S sy Rapsr IsinorE ROSENTHAL.

Sabbath Evening Service, .. ... Union Praver Book, pages 16—48.

Anthem—Hear Our Prayer (Mascagni),.......... SoPrRANO SoLo.
AABLERE, - o ivioinns 4 5 wouns Rev. Dr. J. Kravskorr, Philadelphia.

Concluding Service and Benediction,
Rev. Dr. H. BErkowrrz, Philadelphia.
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SECOND DEDICATION.

After repairs were made, a second dedication
ceremony was held on September 8, 1896. Levi Rosen-
stein kindled the perpetual light. The keys to the Temple
were presented to Edward M. Cohn by building
committee chairman Albert Rosenstein. The other
members of the committee were Julius Loeb, Solomon
R. Moss, Edward M. Cohn, Louis Gansman, Adolph
Albert, Adolph Gansman and Lionel Geisenberger. The
newspaper reported the following memorials:

“Window, in memory of Henrietta and Rosanna Geisen-
berger by Moses Geisenberger; window, in memory of
Leah and Jacob Rosenthal, by Mrs. A. Rosenstein, Mrs,
Louis Gansman and Mr. Maurice Rosenthal; window,
in memory of Julia Weill and Lazarus Pioso, by Mrs.
Lazarus Pioso; window in memory of departed members,
by Ladies Benevolent Society; window in memory of de-
parted members, by B’nai B'rith Lodge #228; coverings
for Torah, by Mrs.[[Aldolph]/Albert and Mrs. Simon Hirsh; pul-
pit furniture donated'by|Young Ladies Aid Society; organ
donated by the Ladies Temple Auxiliary Society; Ark,
donated by Mrs. Herman Hirsh; Sunday school furnish-
ings, donated by member of O.S.M., and pulpit scarf,
donated by Mrs. Albert Rosenstein.”

At the turn of the century the membership of
the Temple was:

Adolph Albert Charles Mayer

Mrs. Bruno Astrich
Moses Bachenheimer
Max Berliner
Edward M. Cohn
Meyer Cohn

Jonas Fox

Julius Fox

Martin Frank
Adolph Gansman
Louis Gansman
Lionel Geisenberger
Moses Geisenberger
Morris Gershel
Joseph Goldberg
Isaac Golden
Abraham Hhirsh
David T. Hirsh

Mrs. Herman Hirsh
Monroe B. Hirsh
Simon B. Hirsh
Joseph Joseph
Louis Kramer
Morris Levy
William Levy
Julius Loeb
Benjamin Lurio
Meyer Lurio

Daniel Manheimer
Max Marx

Jacob Mayer
Herman Miller
Herman Moss
Sigmund Moss
Solomon R. Moss
Joseph Ostheim
Moses Pioso
William Pirosh

A. L. Pollock

A. Potts

Henry Ryder

R. Robinson
Albert Rosenstein
Mrs. Levi Rosenstein
Maurice Rosenthal
Solomon Rosenthal
Ludwig Ruppin
Charles A. Samuels
Jacob Selig
Abraham Simmons
Samuel Siesel
Joseph Sondheimer
Louis Sondheimer
Herman Strauss
Louis Strauss
Morris Strauss
Julius Schafer
Henry Weill



ITS ONLY A NAME

Among the problems of the Congregation
solved with the building of the new Temple, was a very
serious one. The name of the Congregation, translated
from Hebrew, is “Gates of Heaven”. But, how was the
Hebrew for Gates of Heaven transliterated into English?
Throughout the years, many versions of the spelling
were used. The permanent, if perhaps not the correct
one, is etched in stone above the doors on North Duke
Street: SHAARAI SHOMAYIM. Here are just a few of
the earlier spellings:

1855 — in Isaac Lesser’s Occident — Shaaray Shamayim

1856 — on charter in court house — Sharei Shomain

1867 — newspaper dedication of Orange Street syna-
gogue — Shaare Shomjim

1880 — Temple seal — Shairy Shomain

1884 — by Philip Bernard President of Congregation —
Sharri Schomaim

1884 — by newly elected Rabbi Morris Ungerleider —
Schairy Schomaine

1885 — Temple Plaque — Shairy Shomym

1885 — newspaper article on Confirmation — Sharai
Schomaim

1887 — newspaper article — Schaarai Schomaim

1888 — in congregational resolution to adopt Reform
Judaism — Shairay Shomaim

1888 — American Israelite publication — Sharai Sho-
maim

1888 — Confirmation program — Shaaray Shomaim

1889 — newspaper article — Shairy Shomaim

1894 — deed of sale of Duke and James land — Shairy
Shomain

1895 — Confirmation program — Shaarai Shomaim

1895 — deed of sale of Orange Street Synagogue —
Shomain

SOCIAL NOTES — 1890’s

On March 3, 1892, a twenty-first birthday
party was given for Daniel Manheimer. Daniel was a ship-
ping clerk for S. R. Moss. In addition to other gifts, a
gold watch and chain was presented to him by Mr. and
Mrs. Moss.

On September 8, 1892 the wedding of Henry
Ryder and Miss Estelle Hirsh took place in the home of
her father, Abraham Hirsh. About sixty guests attended
the ceremony conducted by Rabbi Clifton Levy. The
young couple left by train for Niagara Falls. Mr. Ryder
was employed by S. R. Moss.

The Harmonie Club continued to be the most
active social club. They held their Purim Ball yearly,
and hardly a month passed without some social activity.
In March of 1893, they moved from their rooms in the

Locher building (2 W. King Street) to new elegant
quarters in Martin’s Hall.

In October of 1893, a second lodge of B’nai
B’rith was forme<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>