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 I

 THE LAST GEONIM OF SURA

 BY JACOB MANN, Baltimore.

 THE importance of Sherira's Letter for the chronology

 of the Gaonic period becomes all the more evident when we

 miss its sure guidance. When Sherira wrote his well-known

 epistle to Kairowan in 987 C.E., the Sura school was
 defunct.1 But not very long afterwards this ancient seat
 of learning reverted to its former function. Samuel b. IIofni

 became its Gaon, and still in the lifetime of Sherira an

 agreement was entered upon between the two Babylonian
 academies and their heads about the division of the donations

 from benefactors.2 Samuel b. Hofni was a renowned scholar

 and shed new lustre on the school entrusted to his care.

 Beyond this the further vicissitudes of Sura have been
 entirely obscure. Hitherto Samuel b. Hofni was regarded
 as its last Gaon. Ibn Daud (Neubauer, I.c., 67, 1. 9 if.)
 even gave us the year of the Gaon's death, viz. four
 years before the demise of his great son-in-law Hai Gaon

 (1038 c. E.), hence in Io34 c. E. And this date has passed
 without challenge into every book of Jewish history.

 1 He writes (Neubauer, Mediaeval Jewish Chronicles, I, 4o, 11. 11-I2)
 SDnn Ninnj nt nin m b : nn innl.

 2 This is evident from Samuel's letter, printed by Margoliouth, JQR.,
 XIV, 308 (cp. p. 62I and also my remarks in JQR., N. S., VIII, 362 f.),
 (read :'lID) -l1D 131 '1)3 'lD D1l Q11 iWg '3 1 1. 2, Hebrew text
 in [;rnnnn : (i.e. Hai) 13: tlN: O .ttl r wtnnIns D&s DIN t KpN'I
 I31 nn1nr i: N IxnD [i]^i3 n 13^3Z i n::n i1n4 np 4.
 See also Poznafski, Haggoren, VI, 44.
 VOL. XI. 409 F f
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 THE JEWISH QUARTERLY REVIEW

 On the very surface it would seem rather strange that
 Hai, who himself reached a very advanced age 3 (having
 become Ab of the school already in 985 c. E.), should have

 outlived his father-in-law by only four years. But of course

 such reasoning would by itself carry no conviction. How-

 ever, by means of new Genizah data we are able to establish
 the facts that Samuel b. Hofni was succeeded in the Gaonate

 by Dosa, Sa'adya's son; that the latter died towards the
 end of IoI7 C. E.; that the next Gaon of Sura was Israel
 Hakkohen, the son of Samuel b. Hofni; that his successor

 in turn was 'Azaryah Hakkohen, probably a son of Israel;

 and finally that the last president (as far as yet known) of

 the Sura academy was a certain Isaac Gaon.

 To begin with, a Damascus MS. of Sherira's Letter
 (Neubauer, 1. c., I, 189, bottom) has an addition at the end

 of the epistle which gives first the dates of demise of both
 Sherira and Hai and then continues as follows, 1u _netl

 5xlnw mIDIns< 1in tDw I n w M3 vwnm z an mn-N p ;nzn ^InDw

 ,i,n niw ':= 'nn wtrn jri ;intrn. Accordingly Samuel
 b. Hofni died in Ab 10I3 c.E., while his son (Israel) died on

 the eve of 5th of Kislev (r)345 Sel. (= Monday, October
 29th, T033 C.E.). There is no doubt that between un and

 m1ns the word [w has fallen out, hence read '111 1KN iw 1:.4

 The correctness of these dates is established by internal

 3 Ibn Daud (. c., 66, 1. 4 from bottom) gives his age at his death as
 69 years. But the var. lect. iY`, 99, is more correct.

 4 Ginzberg (Geonica, I, I3, note, end) was on the right track in tentatively

 suggesting that in Neubauer, 1. c., I, I89 (not I98 as printed there), Israel
 should be read instead of the second 'Samuel '. But there is really no need
 to change anything, but to supply 5W which is missing. (Poznanski, R1J.,
 LXIII, 318, in adhering to the date 1034 as that of Samuel's death-year
 rejects Ginzberg's suggestion). Who knows whether Ibn Daud was not
 confronted with the same text and thus transferred the date of demise of the

 son (Israel) to the father (Samuel) ?

 410
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 THE LAST GEONIM OF SURA-MANN

 evidence which the Genizah fragments discussed here
 furnish.

 Dosa, Sa'adya's son, is designated a few times as Gaon.
 But as his time of activity as president of an academy
 could not hitherto be accommodated to the prevalent
 chronology of the period, his title was explained away as
 having been merely complimentary.5 All doubts are now
 dissipated by T.-S. Io J 2710 (brownish paper, square
 writing, damaged and faded), being a letter from Hai Gaon
 to a Rosh Hasseder in Fustat, no doubt identical with

 Elhanan b. Shemarya (see about him, 7QR., N.S., VIII,
 344). The address in Arabic (verso) is hardly legible. But
 in the middle there are clearly visible in Hebrew script the
 words ms l,n, in the same hand as recto. Moreover the

 whole epistle is in the same handwriting as another letter

 from this Gaon which we give fartller on (p. 440). Thus
 Hai's authorship of this letter is subject to hardly any
 doubt.

 (recto)

 .* . * * (3) rnwn ^ 19i D ?nKn3 KD 7 mni 6 [v']DKnS

 nnD:l ,. .. D ? ; DK.?T K iE [n]iLP ;K E[ a] *nnK* TO
 ;nnau n,^t jD [?]n,nE33 nli O:[5N . . .. (4) q iK FKnM t

 ,, . . K (5) ,nnayl ii r nSt,Dmn I-KI KNDI 1 %ID -in 1 nna-IY

 nnn1 IN '\ 1 .. npmin n6S pDnm nmmymn nnn -n 5 m^-nm,w5m n

 5 See especially Poznaiski, Haggoren, VI, 47, and Babylonische Geonim,
 io6.

 6 A few illegible letters, probably forming the usual heading KDW

 7 = K)n^m n'?n) .F

 4Ir
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 THE JEWISH QUARTERLY REVIEW

 pK 11im KDNsKa 5.n -3D3 nn3n3 . .. .-, (6) 3:nM3K Jfi
 ?Dn K t>K ^5'5

 Hai refers to a previous letter from him to the Rosh J

 8Kn3i 'D53 8 :KTI1K liK 'n R pIpn 35a3 nh^i p ni?^ QKNKK

 n5K DKN&K pDnlK t:K 1 W5K [li]l 51D5K S?fcK (8) KRinr nn(nu '*m

 tWK'I (9) r'N'D 5KDK NK1 9",D1W w5 . .,. i UK83 T3 :' n[3 nr]y

 zn1nK1 ,,, (II) , ., ,, n . n. K to nyDn j r\w ? K ?s< "Dn

 3 1 gwF uDw t 3^ i r^KW jK 18 t13 ^' bsD KD3

 Hai refers to a previous letter from him to the Rosh

 Hasseder in reply to the latter's epistle. He recapitulates
 here its various contents. A certain Ibn Rushl of Fez did

 not write to the Gaon on a certain matter. The Exilarch

 mentioned, is very likely identical with Hezekiah who
 then occupied this dignity in Bagdad. Further, the case
 of a certain mnlv is referred to. But the chief item of

 interest, contained in Hai's former letter and alluded to in

 the present one, is the report of the demise of Dosa, 'the

 Gaon of Sura'. The present epistle was dispatched on
 behalf of a certain Ibn-al-Fadhl Joseph b. Bishr in Fustat

 whose brother, the elder Ibn-al-Hasan 'Ali b. Bishr, gave
 him power of attorney to collect a certain debt. The latter

 seems to have been a very influential man in Bagdad (1. 8),

 where the Gaon presided over the school that went by the
 name of Pumbedita (see YQR., N.S., VII, 467 ff.; VIII,
 348-9, and especially infra, p. 434ff.). It was to please
 him that Hai requested the Rosh Hasseder in Fustat (viz.
 Elhanan b. Shemarya) to lend his aid in settling the matter.

 8 i:fiK R 5R is evidently derived from the Aramaic Kn311K ! For the
 latter see Talmudic Dictionaries.

 9 This gives no satisfactory meaning here. Read perhaps K'IW, thanks.

 412
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 THE LAST GEONIM OF SURA-MANN

 Hai himself drew up the document of attorney which
 Ibn-al-Hasan sent to his brother (1. 7).

 Our epistle was written on the I4th of Shevat (1)329
 Sel. (=February 2nd, o108 C.E.). Shortly before ('in this
 time', 1. I) the Gaon reported in a previous letter the death

 of Dosa. He must have therefore departed this life towards

 the end of 10I7 C.E. Hai styles him 'Gaon of Sura', a title
 Dosa is mentioned by also in another fragment soon to be

 discussed. There can be no doubt that he actually presided
 over the Sura school. But what about Samuel b. Hofni ?

 To assume that there were then two rival Geonim of

 Sura would be quite unwarranted in the absence of posi-
 tive proofs. But the difficulty does not arise at all, if we

 accept the above date of Samuel's demise, viz. Ab I013 C.E.

 Thus his successor in the Gaonate for over four years was

 Sa'adya's son, Dosa.
 The latter must have been very young in 942 C.E. when

 his great father died. When the defunct school of Sura was

 re-opened after 987 Dosa, though a son of a former Gaon,
 had to make way for Samuel b. Hofni who was Ab of
 Pumbedita (see farther on, p. 420)! It is hardly likely that

 this took place without friction.10 But Samuel's superior
 scholarship demanded and obtained recognition. He seems

 to have also been older than Dosa (see note io). However,
 Dosa, blessed in years, at last reached the goal of his life on

 the demise of Samuel in 1013 C.E.11 As will be seen from

 10 See the beginning of the letter referred to above (note 2),

 ;*pte n:>r.n ^-n: 113 nvs N ni tjl t3 f n1 ,yn i Il n;ri nn Din ,,1 .

 :*:iS Q'>1 I ;ig w nr:wn. 4pt 04wl ,nzn: Imnn )n- tp.
 Samuel seems to defend here his position as Gaon by reason of his age and
 scholarship.

 11 Dosa's responsa (enumerated by Poznanski, Haggoren, VI, 47 ff, 119)

 4I3
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 THE JEWISH QUARTERLY REVIEW

 the Fihrist printed farther on (p. 423 ff.), Sa'adya had two
 sons, Sheerit Alluf and Dosa. The former is mentioned

 first and seems to have been the elder son. Moreover, when

 that Fihrist was composed, 'less than eleven years since the

 death' of Sa'adya, viz. in 953 C.E., Sheerit was already
 Alluf, while his brother Dosa, in the absence of any such
 title next to his name, seems to have not yet been advanced

 in his studies. It is altogether obscure when this Sheerit
 was gathered to his fathers, whether before Samuel b.
 Hofni became Gaon or afterwards. But it may be safely
 reasoned that had Sheerit lived in 10I3, he would have
 had a claim to the Gaonate prior to his brother Dosa.

 When the latter died towards the end of 1017 C.E.,
 Israel Hakkohen, the son of Samuel b. Hofni and Hai's

 brother-in-law, became president of the school. We have
 found him in Elul, Io04 C.E., collaborating in his father's

 correspondence. Indeed, he acted for some time (probably

 already, before 987 c. E.) as 'secretary of the school' (see
 yQR., N. S. VIII, 364, and infra, p. 439).12 Only a few

 no doubt date from the years I013-I7 C.E., when he stood at the head of the
 Sura school.

 12 Cp. also JQR., N. S., VIII, 7, top. I could not find the Memorial-List,
 referred to there, in MS. Adler 2594. For Jfln read there 'Sn. He is

 designated 'head' of the school. But in reality he was only Ab (see infra,
 p. 420). Likewise in the fragment given farther on (p. 415) Samuel (b. Hofni)
 is called 'the son of a Gaon', more correctly 'the grandson' of'a Gaon
 (i.e. Kohen-Sedek). T.-S. 8 G 3, consisting of i paper leaves, contains

 on fol. I, recto, the following colophon: n5ID,NR nNn5K KNil1 n21zp (I)

 ln 3 (4) r15D0 Kiil Mn np:1= 05n (3) nrgy 1nrn ;1On (2) ;rri)41.6K

 :an 3KbaK 1;^ t1 /i1DW p (5) ZNZ N ;br pt^n n =se: il ^^jCK^
 mnW.n~S DK' (6) p7 1inI tp. The colophon is signed by Netaneel Hallevi.

 Now Hofni is rightly called here Dayan al-Bgb (t1'3 M1:: = Ab Bet Din,
 see JQR., N. S., X, 339). On the other hand his son Samuel is also given
 the same title. It may be that he composed this work on the laws of pawns

 414
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 THE LAST GEONIM OF SURA-MANN

 Halakic decisions of this Gaon have so far been preserved.

 T.-S. H ii1 (2 vellum leaves, square writing, right-hand top

 corners missing, faded,size 81 x 61 inches) forms the beginning

 of a work on the 'duty of prayer' which Israel composed at
 the request of Abraham b. Natan, better known as Ibrahim

 b. 'Ata, Nagid of Kairowan. A poem in his honour we
 edit farther on (pp.430 ff.; see also yQR.,N.S.,IX, I63). Hai

 greatly eulogized this prominent leader of Kairowan Jewry,
 and his brother-in-law Israel, Gaon of Sura, likewise found

 him worthy of honour. We give here a few lines from this

 fragment.

 n,[I[YK 3lm D 3n'] (2) 13 ''nm l[.n ] (fol. I, recto, 1. i)
 jlpJ p3 [p1K: iro] (3) iKlnW f1: p [ibu] pnn iNnr n4Yn
 [~t1 n],n[:ls] (4) : nn , nn t nini js, 6 n0_Vp r ,.[ '1']21
 mD&DK na n (5) nn1z: p,ny 'rt ni;npn -w in :n m: 1 n;S:n
 's~ n 5t l:l n ... (6) Kmrnnr nniD:ln inn s' '15i:n -Irs nJ5

 ,jI 114 D n^ 9 ]N n w nnnn bNin

 This work was divided into thirty chapters, as we read

 and pledges (also mentioned in the Fihrist of his works, JQR., XIV, 31I,
 1. 3 of text, NrnR : 'Kn3ID) while he was still Ab of the school. But of
 which ? Hofni was Ab of the Pumbedita (Bagdad) academy. As presumably
 the defunct Sura school started on its new career only when our Samuel
 became its Gaon, one would be inclined to maintain that prior to this he too

 acted as Ab at the Pumbedita school! If this be correct, we might obtain
 the date when he left it to take up his new position as president of Sura.
 We know that two years before Sherira wrote his Letter Hai became Ab ot

 Pumbedita, hence in 985 (see infra, p. 439). Accordingly we may reason
 that the vacancy, filled up by Hai, was due to Samuel's departure for Sura.
 However, in the absence of further data, too much reliance cannot be placed

 on this title of Dayan al-Bab in our colophon because the heading of the

 work (fol. i, verso) reads \NRD[ , ,. R :Sltn (2) lnrvl ]w'2 (I)
 i5 (P1l =) Rllt [ 1/3P.I I'I n JNDl [R3R. There follow in the
 MS. the introduction as well as an index of the thirty-one chapters of
 the work.

 13 = Knnn. 14 = 4 N-s .

 415
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 THE JEWISH QUARTERLY REVIEW

 on fol. Ib, bottom, SIvm iln5 st6wr Kn t K nj ^m S 'lpi
 w:nnit inp ; n ,5tnnm n nn yD 5mn3 Nn mn. il Kt6iS mnn nrw:5?

 ImDr1l n ni,^ nr r,5. There seems to be a gap between
 fols. i and 2.

 Sa'adya also composed a work on 'the duty of prayer',
 as already mentioned in the book-list published by Bacher
 (RAiy., XXXIX, oo00, no. 30), ,-IOD m1:n m1n55N 1.1 ' n, m t

 (see Bacher, ibid., o26, no.7, and also the Fihrist, infra, p. 425,

 1. 24). In another book-list (7QR., XIII, 55, no. 9I) there
 is mentioned a nvis5 m.ni :znm,15 which may have been
 either Sa'adya's work or Israel's.

 Israel Hakkohen died at the end of October 1033 C. E.
 (above, p. 4Io), and his successor was 'Azaryah Hakkohen.
 To prove this we must go somewhat farther'afield. We read

 in the Megillat Ebyatar (7QR., XIV, 460, 1. 6) of Joshiah

 the son of 5it nr 5 n v t'i lwnn nlin 1t::i r who helped
 his cousin David b. Daniel to proclaim himself Nasi at
 Fustat (about Io80 C.E.). Now this 'Azaryah Hakkohen
 was hitherto taken to have been the head of the school in

 Fustat, having also bequeathed his office to his son Joshiah.l1

 That the latter ever held the dignity of Gaon is mentioned
 nowhere."7 As has been shown elsewhere," the Gaonate in

 15 Cp. also Poznaniski, ibid., p. 300. Perhaps Israel's work is also meant in

 no. 14 of the same book-list, 5"t [supply "l 5K]'.W ': 1'n "i nSiSRK 't.
 In this case, no. 91 would certainly be Sa'adya's work.

 16 See Bacher, JQR., XV, 86, note 6, and after him Poznainski,
 Babylonische Geonim, 99.

 17 Schechter (JQR., XIV, 459, note Ia) refers to T.-S. 20. 104 in which

 p,: ,'WN i1 id is mentioned, and which is dated (?)N, [I 5 n ET
 at Fustat. For (?) 'NE1 no doubt read MWfI, 1010 c. E.! Here the
 Palestinian Gaon Joshiah is meant who flourished at this time (see JQR.,
 N. S., IX, 4 1, and especially Mann, The Jews in Egypt and in Palestine Zunder
 the Fdtimid Caliphs, 1920, vol. I, 7 if.

 17a In the last-mentioned work, pp. 9go f.

 416
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 THE LAST GEONIM OF SURA-MANN

 Egypt only began with David b. Daniel, in opposition to the
 Palestinian Academy. But his attempt failed when he was
 deposed in c094 c. E. The first actual Gaon in the country

 of the Nile was Masliah Hakkohen (1127-38 c. E.), when the

 Palestinian academy was no longer in existence.

 But to return to our 'Azaryah Hakkohen. T.-S. 12. 109

 contains a document the end of which is given here. The
 date cannot be ascertained.

 pmn, 9[D' j] m^v T4 8 1i: 6D -nrn *nm [in in] wJ1.,....

 5r1 1na -n ,i mnma irrw& 3nl n p:-' n[t4ty] z nn^ i n5r1
 lIn,n in,nt~ 11ni 1n r irp

 iNlW ;i[m]'='=D3 prlrNr nnznn: Irnnnn nDn1 n5v m nrwm tN
 nSw rl3-1

 i'! vizn i,W<[4] nttNK i: nnv nD nn naw p cqD1 nrivw p Inm

 p1"niDDNI p3' :n11 ,i' n vnn w ninnrn nmnvp mrnnwim lmJ

 . . ., [nrT]Y i'P 3p^ps<at ' j1K: nrw WaK Klw:n , : srnC
 niY5n nlauin in ?i p-nmoal mnn nCllUF

 Accordingly this document was signed by five witnesses
 and was afterwards verified by the well-known Daniel b.

 'Azaryah, Nasi and Gaon at Jerusalem, and also by the
 Haber Yehuda b. Huspit. Of the witnesses mentioned, the
 Reader Joseph b. Yefet (the teacher) is known from a letter

 which the community of Jerusalem sent to Ephraim b.
 Shemarya of Fustat (y7QR., XIX, o8, 11. 13-14). Joseph is
 referred to therein as the representative of the congregation

 having gone to Egypt to collect donations on their behalf.

 Semah b. El'azar signs a bill of divorce together with the
 18 =6rn jn3^D

 417
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 THE JEWISH QUARTERLY REVIEW

 Nasi-Gaon Daniel b. 'Azaryah, dated Tishri I369 Sel.
 (= 1057 C.E.) at Jerusalem.l9

 Of chief interest for our purpose here is the signatory

 Joseph Hakkohen b.'Azaryah Hakkohen, Gaon of Sura.
 He is no doubt identical with the person mentioned in the

 Megillat Ebyatar. The document was very likely drawn
 up in Palestine (either Jerusalem or Ramlah). Joshiah
 probably emigrated from Babylon to the Holy Land
 together with his uncle Daniel b. 'Azaryah.20 As has been

 shown elsewhere,20a Daniel was already in Jerusalem in the

 summer of 105I C.E., when the well-known Gaon Solomon

 b. Yehuda died, and could thus succeed to the dignity
 without delay. Joshiah probably stayed there for some
 time. But subsequently, very likely after the demise of
 his uncle Daniel in I062 C.E., he settled in Fustat, where as

 son of a former Gaon of Sura and nephew of the Nasi-Gaon

 of Palestine he must have been much respected. Later on
 he introduced his cousin Daniel to the notabilities of Fustat-

 Cairo and assisted him to obtain recognition as Nasi.

 From the time of activity of Joshiah Hakkohen, both in

 Palestine and in Egypt, it can be inferred that his father

 'Azaryah Hakkohen flourished in Sura in the second quarter

 of the eleventh century. This would very well fit in with

 the chronology of the Sura Geonim at the point we have so

 far reached. Israel Hakkohen died in October 1033 C.E.,
 and the next Gaon to succeed him was none other than

 our 'Azaryah Hakkohen. The fact of both having been
 of priestly descent at once suggests that 'Azaryah was

 19 See the document in Blau, J:idische Ehescheidung, II, I02-3.
 20 Joshiah is stated in the Megillat Ebyatar (1. c.) to have been I the son

 of his (i. e. David b. Daniel's) aunt'. Accordingly Daniel b. 'Azaryah and
 'Azaryah Hakkohen must have been brothers-in-law.

 20a Mann, 1. c., pp. 78 ff.

 418
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 THE LAST GEONIM OF SURA-MANN

 Israel's son. As will be shown forthwith, 'Azaryah occupied

 the Gaonate for a few years only, and departed this life
 before Hai (1038). So far nothing whatever is known of
 'Azaryah's literary activity.

 There is one more Genizah fragment to be discussed in

 this connexion. As peculiar chance willed it, only one
 half of it has been preserved, the other having been torn

 off across its whole length. Had it been complete, we
 should have had a full chronological list of the last Sura
 Geonim, which to re-establish we have succeeded only after
 a laborious combination of scattered data. Yet even in its

 present state, the fragment yields several points of interest.

 T.-S. 6 K 22 (paper, square writing) contains on verso
 liturgical poems. On recto we have the following list:

 ,,... ..., ~qW Kn D in '?m

 ....... n[;']~ ps: i' n4l n r wa nn
 *..* ** . l.... jn)w Mi] Y-n im nn t1 21W im

 . . . . . [ji] n 3K ^ wn IxKU r'WD:3 nni
 - . . ..... .[pn], : tin I n lonn ^m nm 5

 2....... 2 [,]nn n: ilt K ^n,n 1Cn:

 ..... [~n3]~ 3 93: *o p PD nD 1 il

 ' ' ' ' ' ' ' [}]ty Enii n#Dnn iw: s<Dn ni

 . . . . d[d[N'I] V ,, n [P]as orf nm

 21 *D1n1 died , V, Pass. of *~D.
 22 This reading is in accordance with the date in the passage cited above,

 p. 410.

 23 The last two letters are very faded. HIence the reading is uncertain.

 419
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 ,,, .,?,, a 1w: jlt , K;N "N1 Nn: r,WD nnMI

 .. . * , r[ r ]n w nyDiK 3r 'i 'I iw I 52

 . * . . , , ,n] I:w ' n m' Di 1Ai pai.

 *..... 20nD 1D nDmn nS D mDSK ,m
 .,,, .... nno ) n K nSi mSD~ ',m
 . . * . * o , ;"'nt m 0 20

 This list was found in the handwriting of a certain Israel

 who probably was its author. The latter clearly was a
 member of the Pumbedita (Bagdad) school. Hence he
 designates the dignitaries of this academy as 611 'ours'.
 We have obviously before us a chronologically arranged
 list of the dates of demise of the scholars enumerated

 therein. The first scholar mentioned is Tob (1. 2), most
 likely identical with Tob nriv nraw :N (i.e. Pumbedita-
 Bagdad), the son of the Gaon Semah b. Paltoi and grand-
 father of the writer of the interesting epistle, dated Nisan
 (1)264 Sel. (= 953 C.E., printed in 7QR., XVIII, 402, 1. I).
 Probably in our list read i1 ;H : 1l?t, i.e. Tob, Ab of
 'our' (school), the son of the Gaon of 'our' (school),
 viz. Semah b. Paltoi (872-90 c. E.). Hai Gaon, men-
 tioned next (1. 3), is no doubt identical with Hai b.
 David, the next Gaon of Pumbedita (the first to reside in

 Bagdad, 890-8 C.E., see imzfra, p. 435). Then we have
 Hofni (Samuel's father), Ab of 'our' (school,25 1.4). Semah
 b. Isaac (1. 5) is unknown to me. Sherira Gaon (1. 6) died

 24 One could also read nI [iD']. But there is no dot on the n, unlike
 1. 6. Therefore the reading il['12] appeared to me more justified.

 25 Already Ginzberg (Geonica, I, 7, note) surmised, though hesitatingly,
 that Hofni was Ab of Pumbedita.
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 THE LAST GEONIM OF SURA-MANN

 on the 8th of Tishri. The passage referred to above (p. 410)

 indeed gives the date of his demise as Tishri (I)3I7 Sel.
 But the year 1005 C.E. is uncertain. It is more likely
 that Sherira departed this life a few years earlier at the
 close of the tenth century. Samuel b. Hofni (1. 7) died
 on Monday, Ab 25th, I113 C.E., if we combine our list with
 MS. Damascus cited above(p.4Io). According to the Tables
 in Mahler's Handbuch der jiidischen Chronologie, Ab Ist,

 I013, fell on a Saturday, hence the 25th was on a Tuesday
 and not on a Monday. This discrepancy of one day reveals
 a miscalculation in the above Tables. Asaf b. Besalel (1. 8)

 died on Friday. He is no doubt identical with the Rosh
 Hasseder of the Pumbedita-Bagdad school mentioned in
 a letter dated 102I (see infra, p. 436). Next comes Dosa,
 Gaon of Sura (1. 9). Israel (Hakkohen) Gaon b. Samuel
 (b. Hofni) is mentioned next (1. Io). Whereas our list says
 he died' in the day'. . ., MS. Damascus (above p. 4IO) states

 explicitly that his demise took place on the eve of the 5th

 of Kislev. But this discrepancy is really small. 'Azaryah
 (1. II) is no doubt identical with 'Azaryah Hakkohen, Gaon
 of Sura. The 'death-roll' is interrupted by the mention
 of the birth of a certain Hillel, a member of 'our' (school,

 1. 12). Next we hear of the demise of the famous Hai
 Gaon. According to Ibn Daud (1. c., 66, 1. 4 from bottom)

 this happened on the seventh day of Passover (:: n' :3tI
 nDo a vinnr). Finally comes the date of death of Isaac,
 Gaon of Sura (1. 14). He seems to have been the last
 Gaon of this academy. How long he survived Hai is
 unknown. Thus the close of the Babylonian Gaonate and
 the causes that necessitated it are shrouded in obscurity.
 The Pumbedita-Bagdad school is stated by Ibn Daud to
 have existed for two years after Hai's death in 1038 under
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 the presidency of the Exilarch Hezekiah. But against this

 a contemporary note tells us that, after Hai, no 'head of the

 school was appointed in Babylon' (:n, i.e. Bagdad! see
 izfra, p. 434).26 But no reason is given for closing this
 ancient seat of learning. Assuming that Isaac presided
 over the Sura school till he was gathered to his fathers, we

 obtain the surprising result that Sura existed, though only

 for a few years, longer than Pumbedita-Bagdad ! Why
 again the Sura academy became defunct on his death,
 and this time finally, is again altogether unknown. We
 can only hope for further Genizah discoveries to shed
 new and unexpected light on the deep darkness that covers

 this chapter of Jewish history.

 26 See especially on these conflicting reports, Poznal'ski, Babylonische
 Geoninm, I ff.
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