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Rashi’s great curiosity led him to show constant interest in the heritage and writings of 
various Jewish cultures in Europe and in Islamic countries. This article explores his contacts 
with exegetical traditions of Jewish sages of Spain and Byzantium. The first part of the 
article deals with a Jewish scholar from Aragon, Rabbi Samuel ‘the Pious’, who visited 
Rashi’s school in Troyes at the end of the eleventh Century, relaying various biblical and 
Talmudic traditions to Rashi and his students.  The new information influenced Rashi’s 
biblical and Talmudic exegesis and this is reflected in his use of Arabic words.
 Furthermore, Rashi was exposed to important information about Jewish society and 
religious life in Spain and in other Muslim countries by R. Samuel as well as by Jewish 
traders, who traveled from Christian Europe to Islamic countries from the ninth to the 
eleventh centuries. 
 The second part of this paper examines Rashi's contacts with Byzantium. In 1996 Nicholas 
de Lange published Greek Jewish texts from the Cairo Genizah, most of which were tenth 
century commentaries on Ezekiel and the Minor Prophets. The author or copyist of these 
texts was named Reuel. According to Israel M. Ta-Shma, these commentaries influenced the 
Bible exegesis of Rashi and his students and provided the basis for the peshat exegesis of 
Rashi, R. Josef Kara and R. Samuel b. Meir (Rashbam). There is no evidence however to 
support this opinion. Indeed, while the peshat method played an important role in Rashi’s 
commentary, he also devoted considerable effort to the derash method. In contrast, Reuel 
dealt only with the peshat method. Beyond that difference, there are many other differences 
between their methods.
 Another scholar who influenced Rashi, in Ta-Shma’s opinion is R. Tuviyyah b. Eliezer, 
the author of Lekah Tov (Byzantium, end of eleventh century). There is no basis for this 
opinion, since all the texts in Rashi’s Torah commentary, which are parallel to Lekah Tov, are 
missing in the reliable manuscripts of Rashi and presumably were added by copyists. Thus 
one must conclude that neither Reuel nor R. Tuviyyah influenced Rashi.


