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- Dr, G ‘e herg Discusses Orthodoxy, YU, Viet Nam, & S
" - - the er:ly 1mcpl the ch:nant doctnnes ind do  mudic valucsiand mitxvodt, Snmc of these' umny not guly hbcratcL "us, ir;:m pt
;‘“&ﬂ‘l lf:“.'.lﬁ.?m: :.bam t attempt to find their relevance ta mod-  human responses have lead Jews to expe- | {but canl also cqcrglqe \}s. In the p

cm hch still think that Orthodo#y has
. thc ‘largedt number; of people who do tnLc
the covenant idea stnously
Do you feel that the categories, Reform,
“Conservitive,” nnd “Orthodox" have
any meaning? x
~The main rtahty Jn thcsc c:ncgorlu i3
an institutional onc. But teo often the three

hdl‘oh, faculty, and sta-
Lknlh p.rllcihr antjele, wril-
' Mmln Harold Goldbery
B f-wlm -l ‘vorldn; on this since
- ]Sﬁmhq ¥ i cruclal atticle for
/] ciall to consider. | © SR
S Dr. Irving Greesberg is an maso-
! l:hlc professor of Klstory at Yéshive
. i ’Collé‘r. and is alwo currently serw

thousand different directions, and when we
adpmit this; we’ll be able to begin strugpling
with the real problems facing the Ameriean
Jewish community. These classifications
miake it seem that any problem which arises
can be neatly fit into three hoxes, each ane
Tres

. |ing -us tabb| at the Riverdale J"".‘ . classitications only blind one's vision. Today
’ . lish Codter In The Broni, New Y‘"’“-| © Judaism intellectually. is shaitered in a
‘ earned a B.A, from Tk

Dr, Greembe !
]nmum College i 1953, an M.A.

-y

N ’I!'mn Harvard in 1954, and a Ph.D,

bt tmm Hervard in ll959 Ordained

o 'frvm the Beth Joseph Theologicsl
Seminarf lui 1933, ho taught .

. [Amgrluin History st Tel-Avlv Uni-

‘werdity in 1961-62 on a Fullu-i;ln * le representing 2 denominational view.
iclwll'nl lp4 { ! ) i this Is just not true, .
T i What is die primary pm?;lcm facing to-
- What dD you belu\g‘_ ¢ Jessential cle-. "‘dly,ﬁ Orthodox community?
ment in' Jevwish l.htologydr v ,'—’ Or-thodoxy refuses 1o come out of the

'The’ covesiant |dc¥ the belief that zn in- ¢ Lasti Evrapean K’"-‘“U P‘)C}"“’J" ically. In

" i -finite Gd is| concerned for man and will  the gherto, thudnt) Noared off . into o
nter into a Aer;ona!; relationship with him. " own world angd it is stitl living there. Fuor
‘The, Noahie' covenam implies ‘that in.  thermore, ;()rlhoduxy refuses to show sym-
ead - of destroylng fnan each ‘time that he pathy to those whn respond authentically to
sing,; G-d- will work with man, whatever  the fact that Onhoduw has lost all con-
. his lﬂloﬂﬁ.hG d secims to havd sanctione aectign with modern life, Conservative ami
- man's freedom and F‘c“p,cd ‘the. fact -that|- Refordtn have taken the risk and dealt seri-

he.tends to gin. Man's evil tendency suggests!
" . the need fpr at lcast enc group, to con-
tinually fulfill man pr)trntml for living |
. according to G-d' s‘ ill, 10’ continvially tes- {
tify that G-d exists, 1dc$uy, the Jews per- |
foray this fpncnon By sccepting the tove- |
- nants of Abraham anil Mloses — by futfil-
ing their Aelachic oblipgtions to.man and
. G:d. We must testify uﬁo >dvr< to non-
rr.lngmus Jaws and™to ge%

o be]l;!é'ﬂiat the 'dcﬁﬁ 'on of a ch is
one who thkes thc!covcn t idea scrmusly
whe struggles to' ﬂnd its validity in his own
'life. It doesn" nmattﬁr fo me whether one
calls” himself Reform, Conservative:or Or-
‘thodox.. HnWever, I |identify with ‘Ortho-

i doxy Although mo lnany Orthodox Jc»Y ’

vancyl to modern life, but 1 believe that
tht); ame up with the wrong answers.
'Orihudoi Jews inherit the notion tha:
Judaism entirely transcends the temporal,
that Judaism should ‘be independent of
local culture. We've come to think tha:
a lrr}{rﬁmship with the Divine  mena:
sq‘}lr' jon from current or cveryday life,
ﬂur] on the contrary, our acceptance of
the’ Mos:uc covenant and of Jewish law is
tantat oun\ to the belief tha: (.4 inter-
venes m the temporal
tcxpem:ncc infinite values in_ a conc'cc
world’v experience. Thus, _Icw:sh istory is
hnstory of human responses to the Divine
zpproach — to Torah Prophcuc and Tal-

clal cth:q. and manx othcr arcas, ;

-

One of lhe ninon' ,mokt gener-

Dusl)u“"h the problem of Judaism's reln- -

and that we can |

) Ro osm 'ounds Center F or Jemsh Ethics;
f{av SO']O{’eltchlk Slated To Play Major Role

textile firms. Mr.

rience then‘ 7tfrm -Elokim and some havcl
not.

The Ctntr:ll issue in Judaism today ls
this: What art the concrete experierices that
can lead us tol an experience with G-d?
Ideally, how doey Orthodox Judaism be-
lieve that Jews can experience the Divine?

- Orthodoxy believes that the Divine can
hc cwg'_ ienced through the observance of -
cvery a/ndm.’u Yet, Orthodoxy haslescaptd |
into the purely ritualistic realm of "hale-
chah, has homogomzcd halachah ang thas:
wade 2 routing out of it. I think tha du‘
basis of Orthodoxy's escape is the belief that
Torah cannot stand up to the challenge of -
contemporary civilization, Thus, -our wnth-
drawal from sdeiety is a means of savmg
C-d or cover ing up his “weakness.” This
artizude reflects our cowardice, far G-d and
Hiy Torah have enough vitality to live i in
s situation, Qur desire to withdraw is an’
nd cation of our unwillininess to admit
that our beliefs are shallow, One with a
religious atritudd wonld not ignore Amer-;
but would question why we were
hrought  here, ‘and how we can utilize
America for the realization of Jewish rer
sonal and social ideals. | :

Orthodoxy  should  not  unrealistically.,
dere that conllitions have changed, but
~iionld explore wh'lt meaning many of the
miitreol can have for us, taday. The will-
inzness to explore is the valid component of
:in Comservitive approaches, but T often
dicagree with the Conservative application’

i,

e

~f rhis principle, Too many time the Con-

sreptive movernent changes Aalachah be-*
cause popular oginion demands the change..
[ belicve that change in ‘halachahishpuld
aot be the result of papular opinion, bur
the sesult of deliberate consideration by the'
grdolim. ! i
How .can Orthodoxy—-halachlc Judaism—
become relevant in America?
Orthodoxy must undertake three tasks.

Firse, e must rﬁ'ogmrr thn a dethocratic

Rn;ﬁosm was

o " by Biblical' scholarship. Wc’ nee

Dr. Leibowitz, Inveshgafés
New Insights Into B|b|e db

(Continued from page tl:m)

barhanzm.
,premmm that ‘we paid for: turvwal wa Ti
pervegsion of| the ides’ of lthe,Chdsen P
.Qle we nml to think of ourselves as 41
hcrently bettér than othdrs. But our o
‘unique chnr:mcmuc ia an! obligation to' lh
ih ‘s holy manner by observing commarj(
Jments, to set an ‘example, i

‘we hid- to syrvive Among

The pressure of the gbeno is npw 1
.moved, and 4cmocrat1c America can elip
inate our supeyiority compléx and return 3
to our ideals of human eqifity and soc}:
justice. We should not necessarily accept

. of America, but at least Wc should expld:

its ammdcs alld mrcgrnte ‘those that iljs
minate and déepen our tradmonal chis
{framework, I'dr example, ,wc should reoq,
nize that it is bur religiout responsibility
partmpatc ini the current  civil n'gﬂ
struggle. . o
Secondly, Orthndow muqr train a bo’
o( scholars in the new fields of study, :sﬁ

" ciallyin’ Blbllcﬁl criticism.:

}Wc shiould acknow]eﬂgc a debr 1o ﬂllx
critics. They have shown' that the Tor
is'not toncless, but has elcmems in comm
with the tempotal cxprncnc: iof the ancich
Near: East. "I'His does not undermine ol
falth because the Jewish idealof a holy lif
i3 | the proper unhz:tmn bf 'the tempors
However, contemporary scholarship dcmt
G+d and sees-only the temporal qualities
the ancient Jew. We need Jewish schola
who ‘assurne chat man can, relate to G-é
This type,of Jdwish scholprship would I
luhinate pur undcnrandmt of ‘the ancielt
Jew, it wonld c’pablc us tq undrrstlnd t?
"exact point of meeting berweeh the Divitl
and the tcmpora] We would be able to s#
how the ancunr Jew unhud ch Icmpor#!
in_a Divine manner. ‘

Dcnylng eithér the Dw‘ne or the tem
boml is no answer to the nuestions rms&

3 to und
(ranlmunl en fnagq pL{Iil) ; ]l
J

\

houschoid name in ]mcl

" qus: philanthr pists, Israel Rogosin, It w:!l» also study and popularizet
] han oontrlbuISd 0,000 to Y the waorks of Jewnsh ethical. phnlo~ .
5“ t ¥ for utlbluhm&no ot b Center for  sophers.

Ethla and Valueii[The Center

il pgncenmte on, peaching snd
i",f- relttrch into the history, phil
117 phy, fand practical : application |of
‘- 7| Jewish” Ethics!.| Rablii : Joseph {B.

phj a key role in

Solovht‘chnk wfl
" the. N

Israel RogosmI is

LeHers To The Editor

(Conlmued from page five) |
mlua activities at Ypshiva —an
I bclleve they do exu!-—i Eave lit
tle'to do with functjons ike the,

Dean’s Rcceptlon (lmohr.asﬁ

“dates” are, or must{ be, broughz‘

_to them). 134
Let me crpand upon these . two
P i

the founddr .
and ¢hairman of Beaunit CorpOrn- :
’non ‘ onc of !hé nanons ludmg

born in Lithuania and emigrated
at age seven, He :tamd‘workmg
at 13 and soon assumed jresponsi-
bility for a'small mill in. Brooklyn.
He merged it with scvcrnl others
to form Beaunit in 1921.1

dc 1"~ hznce, one of e fam- -
;iliar  “justifications™ of {Neshiva
Umvcrsxty itself. But thcre comes
.a point’ where Whlt is' done is so
objectionable that it is betzer to
leave pcoplc to the devil:|at least

,the sinners know that they are
! sinning. And so we find thl: other

D vethinat anenle aeving thas $v e In.

Dr. Leibowitz contends, ‘are v:l:d
land egitimate approzchea to Ju-
d:um : f

" Through her sheets, radlo broad-

casts, and lectures, “Nechams" (ns
phe is often called) has beoome a

‘

|

b€ what he loosely terios "dlun "
nd then to'show the relcvzhce qf
these arguments to activitles: like
the Dean's Reception. | Instead, Be
l:m)ts himself to" the 'obseriation

that dating is "“accepted” in Ames:
Lf:. afid ‘that therefore the' G-d-
evil argument applies. T am

‘wrranale cnnractins shi. Mol alna t?

Letter to Kitbutnfk |

One Aibbutenit (¥roth Dryam

‘a non-religious settldment ) duris

the War of lndép&ldmcc wrol
Can urg t letter 0! whidli,

course, L:lbowtz rcphcd 3

- once. owevcr it was inot n

enough. } The boy wus killed by

Arabs wlule' guardihg the, reliff

column enrou!c to J runlem Am-

.-..rin.“

=3

athet y ng corresp rifg
World War I1 wrotkllo Dr Lai-
bowitz 4 logu.mg fok{the 1

of his work. It justiso d

that his ll}lp had beén torpedoenll
Still another rellmg incident bf

the wid1 scopé of people who figd
close Bil le ltudy : rbmltdmg el
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,e-e'nlberg /DISCUSSGS (Drfhodoxy, e S‘""et Jew’tl.,. e
odoxy Withdraws From Society '+ .| = —In ; 2rie S

' lmeu pl“ mf lh' Divine in concrete humn*\v tand dighity on his. pcpplc, or: ,." The Soviet news agency Novosti llble key lb thc! i hllMt ]'cv&

1 leliolbrship ip order rsicuations, Jn perfecting the world,  whether there is a possibility that . cepotted that Jews had sufficiebt | {in the Soviet Uhiod " he said, “lies'

L " fully ulidedstarid Sur own 7 we- may unavoidably collaborate his government is the best possible marzoh this year, shd_many Amed-| 'in \qthwn to s e’ ofinous

-} atian,, VVe 3},0“” committ-  with the evil in rcahty until rha: onc in this situation. B . © ican ncwspapcrs printed this repori activity of the’ cuh)mlt eemien
ﬂ‘ ~faith to lﬂ\e Tdrib s Divine ~ cvil js dveicome. This is necessary,’ We must determine ifa neuttal- - Neglected was the fact that to #h-| who $urround the § gm 'Rab+
-reidlntion, “hat Wh'“ mean by butyin turn, we have o Tgmpnrc ist or Tiroistsolution is possible. If\ tain ;nht:ulr Jews were nqulred bis. It is difficfilt to Balicvke that

{ |- “Divine mbl"i‘?" thy be dess i the world witbout. acéepting it 0, this would not be considered as to put; their namés}on s’ list s thcse laymcn afe, not |govesment |

| ““éxernal or meelisrichlllthars hany 38/t is. Thus, sin and purity are 8 necessary: war. On “the “otherj “Jewish bélievers” | {potehtially - . ‘Their attit dqs anr

Jews now. dm(kl ’ ; inexericably, mixed and every step  hand, if coritainment of an aggres-| self-inctiminating an dlhgerous ln( nnd u",my prevénts | nepessary
" iThe thl k’cpnfn‘minz toward the kingdom of G-d may sive Conumunisny is necessary here,| the USSR). 'Even this * phvnlcg:’: initiatives that would help tb solve’

[On‘lodory Ha d;o'- igh re-txami- - involve trodding down some ideals. the war can’be justified and ac-' was limited to a numiber Of larzcr the probléms that face Judafsm. .
 natibn of the Shaleyan rach. The Thig. anti-utopian quality of hala- cepted {without whitewashing its  cifes. L * Some of them actually toldus: “f

plirpose -of haldchl % to trans- chah enables the Torah not  to moral shortcominys). . ! Throughout the wor'd c:ccpt you kay anything, say nnly What s

" {fora the mundate ﬂtﬂTlhf holy by abandon the seular reatm ro Sa- It follows that we muit bend alk i the USSR, seder rituals were'. fyvorable.’ ™ jc

. |lh¢ litilizitin’n the halachah ~tan or .Ceasar. ‘\We, therefore, our cﬂ'fms to secure a fu‘ll a.u'mg- ph:ngcd this year.- A fourth piece:  United Nations, M.,.d, 6] ;.

. ",wp ; applies 't l:tygivcn experi- " avoid pegifism b«ausc it would of the issues by the admihistration) of matzok was added to the seder, - Thhe UN_ Human Right Com:
-.m “Bur- tbda héfe arc some  Pave the way for the triumph of Jews and other religious ETOUP# service as' Leckem Oni, the bredd] i voted through a drdft ‘con-
' enices wluh haldthah docsa’t evil incarnate. Instend, we must hBuld make it clear to the admind of affiiction of Sovier Jewsy! Inj vention dealing” with zelfyihug in-

“adequitell, and,fwe ‘are ym.  embrace the necessary policics, even mml]U ! m;: they”ars. preparcd 1o “many homes an empty chilir: wis] tolctance, which. specifically men-
gn-vmg« 0 lpﬂly mahy Aalachet- if they are morally "ambiguous, z"pz‘ “”d the real issues and d“ placed’ at the Seder table to’sym- tmni anti-8cmiltism by hame. This
that deal with .bontem orary prob- even if they have negative side 1o rﬂ"ﬂn a purist, flag- “avmg bolize the fatt that most Russun. convention is expected [to Be com-
lems! | The; Pml':m arén't mﬂ-ung effects. Specifitally, we cannot a justification, . ol g Jews had no Seder table. , - .- pleted next year, which wopld end
’thenr hxmhsnb'hry i" pdlltlmz and  Ariori :t'xcludc var us'a policy, but If the war is found o be justiz Carnegie International Cﬂ'ﬂer. . } a now'\6 year attempt'by he' Sn»
fylly-pplying our la codes, Thisy, must judge its| validity in srtdﬁc, fied, we would be open to the ele- NYC, March 188, ¥ viety tq block its complztion. !
inaction, nmm“m enial of one eascs. ) ments ufv_ evil, but we must seck A qlbuml of distinguished “ju-+ New York: - oot
of the bagic: tenets of Judaism: “The Rambart defines war as ne.  lo-minimize them. There is mcak rors” received reports and took tes- Maurice Friedberg, profgssor, of

.- that our rraditjon be applied <513ty when the, enemy seeks 10 resigtance amonyg all clergymen to timony from cye\ witnesses in an . Sladic languages ar Iniliada Uni-
" to ary situstion. 1 short, - the andihilate. Jews ‘Talmudic and BCITNL involved in operational de., effort to evaluate the prcsent ktatus  verkity, presents an astite hnalysis

haladu‘h has' bmka’y own. 'post-Talmudic ssurces go farther, tails of @ war situation, yet it may "'bf Soviet inti-Sémitism, Bayard . of alﬁtffnl strategiop M bringing
What are -fome major contem. D hey say that forces which seck tb ‘be here ‘)"".'hc greatest NV!P;: of Rustin, civil rightd leader, was 'p*r‘slures to bear on 1}“ Soviét,
porary pmlllﬂm’ (t which we drstrey’s man’s dignity “and spie- of. human lives can be achieved. chairman 6f the panel which in-  Union on the ‘problem| o Soviers
could” apply Mdrh principles itual needs may be opposed ;with [ For a simple arde: so #in a war clmjcrl John C. ﬂf{!ntl. president, ¥ sz:,("Defcndmg So‘lcl Jews

" and lawy, but don'y? the game vigor #s the forces which ‘frequently leads 1o “unlimited ex- Union T'heological Semninary, Placards or Mcmoranllal Alid-

i Two such:problém{ are the war . seek; to destroy man physicallyy I icess. Once mforn'u:d we must dg- Floyd McKissick, executive direc- stream, Sept, ,1965) "He 1bscrv‘es‘
“in Viet Nnm'an( Lc Ame'ncm recent times, the Chofete Chbim %€nd to the . political ""j}’mf’_}""f“‘ tor, CORE, Telford Taylor, chief that the approach pf Nahujn Gold-'

attitude towdrd the elfarp "of onr  Tuled that Ml the laws of Sabbith, 3nd demand those, specifiics policies 1.8, prosecutor, Nuremberg war  mann’ (president 'of . the] World
socicty.. Tom Kippur and other restrictions - of our government which best preo  crinies trials, and professor 'of law  Jewish Cong.), atlvocatin “quitt
" Instead of Itakinﬂ ‘Hr hafachio~ which are waived to save a life in serves the. dignity and life of Yht. at Colimbla University, and Nor- diplomacy and "ek‘)m"?" " is g
eutlook an war ”no‘lsly' the bulk ddnger may b waivid, to-save a Viernamese. ‘man- Thomag® vctcnn Socu’]wt applicable 'in/dealfng with{ the 'So-
oF toaay sIOrtho x Jews tack Jman frem spisitual . lnm}‘ulauon v HHatackak, mlmrm SEFious” p-cau, deadetot - T o viet Union and mhust be{djsavowred
President ol\nmnm pohl:y “iwith In nrdcr ’m detcrmmc whether  attemms beforr -any war s prosé-" * Such’ wnlnruﬂ a R,.bk,. 1.‘,—“1 in Yaver of vigornus, te pnnﬂTlr
the un-Jewi)li tendeiy to “reader. " is “neressary,” ihe hafachirr  cuted. Here, to0, clergymen mudt  Miller, Thurston Davis, cditor, of public ‘protest. -
unto Cacshr . that whn:h' s must be wc.l! vorsed in the given be informed before- they can decide the Catholic magazine, Americe, -Phitadelphia, April 17 r[_
'Cusei' e o l . mnhury:-polmcal situation. Certain whether the U.S.'s recent peace ef- - and author Meyer Levin testified At the two-day mecting ofl‘
- Only Jeut fare bpqnd o Ohs"" aggressive forms-of Communism = forts. were adeqiate, whether the before the group. Bath the-wits Auenean ‘Jewish Confedencs! on
’halaclmk to base their views uu] might be judged as intent on: the Administration's apparent unwille  npesses and prepared studies ' por- ‘rSovict -Jewgy, | Prof. Eridh , ld-
lcnons abouat; tlic V et Nam' war svlrnunl annihilation of man. ‘But mzncs! to negotiate wnh the Viet’ mycd a-herrowing picture of So hdven, director of -the 1}1 uuucyof

b upon kalachab. Bu!mthe apirit of ! this is précisely the nub of ‘our Cong jwas based upon strategy  viet Jewish life, Father T, N. E"' Eyropean Jewish | ﬂm.B -
s ‘deinocratic! socicty] we can sug- )udgmcn‘t on Vist Nam, We thust  considerations or upon a fear’ 6f Davis (‘1"d.ng Jesuit )ourﬁllm), dcu Umvtmty pred ted t!nt
m that wthérs ictept our, atti- judge .whether Ho Chi :Minh domestic and political repnslll -, told of, visiting the thicf bis of in lO tq lSlyén'h it wn{u d be im-

) lmdutind follow dut u:tmns. wurks 2 basic'denial 6f human life i ((‘outmu:d on pag: ning) | ‘I \.foscow and Leningrad: * cpoa- (Canlinm{d..on pazr}‘nine)‘: 1
o Judnmn;'ltox1=s',;: sperately for ([T i ‘ LS e
'irm.qnd,:tpqunh‘ticvisim'm' i I t= S

'} {peace; w3. thd enly Jusis of anyjre-- || L f f T T h E d . r N a;]..
- :d«mtd Wﬁﬂd Qrd But the fnl B e e r S o e o. r . ,}

) ]‘.!llk‘itodl}f Is'_to fayoid sweeping,. - ' 1 . g “ i
! g Jdown to the’ E‘(C 1 — — T

A !l f : pm’mud /rom page n.:‘) ounthe pr:tmsmns of 2."date,’ md ; v t N ! ca m umply support of} American

e .".troi over, the datmg habm of Ye- - ‘o work_togethér on projects’of . e am Al f iy +— the mai of U.5.

: ;- dhiva studedts, 13 the -ex- '}{1:11 content,-and of lasting sig-  To the Edirof: troops,in Victnam to gugtantee her

{:ﬂnt‘of the v um)whlch woqld ¢e. Insofar as "Yeshiva Um- ~Having béen. 2 mﬂnbﬂ' of the  integrity. Nowhere in hat_state-

D orm;d in “thd - xhscnqg O‘L the | wersity fails to providé meaninghul- Yeshiva dclegmon to Wuhmgton. aént. do we extend |3 i blanket
can’s- °°'P“°"' o ;.u:hwdzs.‘ of this :kind. (acnw{\cs' L fee] compelled Ito’. afswer Cal ¢ment “for every fut-t of that

: 3 u""dl“l‘q é“rﬂw ’f' whee socials. function -is played.  Ann.Fisch, ‘whose  letter you' re- hcy i.c. the conduct ¢f the’ W‘M

4l £2;'This, briggs tne”to, my ct 'ul ‘down -to-a \"h'sbef)‘ﬁ’csfuvz Wwill  cently publuhcd (Vol.. #53, Nd." ett,i a8 - hrr lmcr accipes, b8 of

- |mnrenum' “if “there reallyflit /s’ _th.{alcd 1o show [a derech|ta 3). Though 1. den't question hu " dgipg. AT

- derech t0. murdng. L beheve’ nnythmz’ Lt 1« right tb oppose Anericaiy policy,. e Oppuel wa|

' L

y to:look for-itein man, tg:n to voice. oppositipn to aur'mbpolér : T}urdly, her Jetter injpl _ollpm .

: ud" imxed affhini, Wt!ethe vof it, I object to-her ‘readin sitioh tolthe vhar, for wifch welare
B maﬂdn;w::or‘n f '_‘ « our -Sfatemest Things thn'i -q l’td a8 .nyinz “no Joval Arber-

H Ll'wn‘h,;ﬁmnoiv_vww, . there, and L mtcntl a0 B ,m i fm Wﬂ* to] thia).plosi-
; ] 'ﬁ‘m‘ '(mm t.he * ayt” other |fallaciestin her lettcr e g rerudmg of th Tetter .
‘b":;‘lj 1: 1 Firstly,! she ‘makes i d1 .a p, ;hawﬁxhht ﬁxei"pn mt;‘d"(lre-:
. re| tiny : to' nbtew’lru er fet-
M Wnrsia! Inl- g“,il MYF:T._ E.L....l e a2 " sdeluditd Waue ue think. birt fehe



ith spc{:dr dmg
sstudents would
ad 4000
‘mucb'ns

-

p,eeureadmg .

trammg,'

be able fo -

¢ds per-minute, some
000 words per ‘min-

' Tlle ACS Afliliate Ch plcr‘
“hu a . complete assembly: on

.ifile of gemduate’ uhbol cath-
e Jogs. Th je will be pllccd in. -
Y '.I- Al the, che epartment of-

. f ‘fiee (M412 !? ortly, as np_
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though it dldn]t
whdlc lot at the

‘ '*But weren
hlc:ln. yL)u dndn[
\)oth fclt the sam
non. PO
‘J‘JWcll Iguess
\ vaus, all right. C
kriow 'if she, was
gent, gqung or h
! {“Yeah, and W
‘m olvcmenn"‘ Shq
and ‘told 1}
as, you_know.

‘far
]' “Well, that ; W
had to take, back
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you s(r'lrcd? 1
tven know if vou

I was a llttlc ncr-

sthctxc
hat ‘about scxunl

e whole. dorm so
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|

as the chance we
' :

then.”

e L

-1 representatije of tht'" Dan. Ro

' ik rcadxrﬁcomp:mi/ t a demons-
' tyation ‘in 440 Furst Hall. -

“ I 'He dcﬁned "normnl" |spo:ed as’

-2 250-300 wﬁrds per ‘minute, and
aranteed ht leasta|  doubling of
dmg'speed on completion of the
urse, Chafge, for the!:22 scssxons;
: pcr wéék WOuld be’ $“5

[

\ f,(bonh'im vd from }age eight) |
It ;ﬂ;e pedce efforts|were limited
‘palitical consideratfon, Jews. and
ther religigus g up should have
:po,scd thein as inadequate, il be-
eve that [religious |groups {have
hore. influesee than tHey think, and
we- pledg ‘1o th¢ A‘dmmlstrauon
hat we will not campalgn on gen-
rahzatlom. ‘but in ithc political
cna, we can insure the Adminis-
~ ttpation thtw it w\ill not suffer pdli- .

A~ R ofs:":

ch cxplor tion falls’through
The. hdh;dmh dcmands that one_
nisk the pogyibility, but not the pro-
ability of ] osing his lej in order .
save andther's. Sho 'thé[pres-
' ~gat: crises| escaldte to 2 poténtially
nclcar oné. we would be in-a dif- |
t h dlackic category, q,and
havc to review olir |

uw in a; potenn.al
" Thus,, rellgnon ]
cgncretely, accgp;—
shiguities, rather

'jhaﬁ requires; the
onsibility by tHe
fhé timk bf 2 ne’
oral objector lis
atrary b prcse‘n

wyithout | being.
gmeral.

.iGreenberg

, ‘1. do 'not - think |

.ldcahstlc preach-ﬁ .

Rambam rqeog- |
y of objecbing to|,

Ithmk‘
‘-. ‘

“Boy, I'll bef
"inot 'knowmg 3
Gl{andpa Wh1t
thc old girl,- anyway [
. "‘Shcs out m ‘the kitchen,
ny. I been” marr ed to that old gal |

tltlvas  real drag,
thing “about her,
ever: happened to

LE

il

lv@rc ' compatible)’

t at this would bc in order now.
or need we Hear. the. results.
1s| & mark of tl
itment of the|democratic society
;thdt only it cayld ‘afford to allaw
i'such dissent. We desperately need
smccrc rebutta)l and challenge be-
‘cause- we -should be aware of the
'tentatwc reeds jon which we base
your judgment ; bf the ambiguity of
our stands an 'of the mcscap'tblc
cvxl side effect that may flow.
i Drawmg'or‘;xts thtohcal tradi-
'non, Judaism| can_ see two func-
[ tions for 1Itself today concerning
" the present.attitude in America to-
ward the welfare of society. One
f‘mcnon is| the pmphenc-mcsmamc
", rble, That lis, to'pose a radical al-
térnative to current behavior and

seem to-matter” 3 !

¢ way 'nbout‘?ibmy' i

fuse I didn’t even .

powcrful intelli- 4’,

might have gone’

son[\

‘for 56 years, ;Damn I wish wc1

1 prohibited by the authogitiés. He'’

vrew, and-- Yiddish to the ybung is -

said that: w1thm ‘the last year the '
fumber of synagogues had shrunk
from 95 to 62 and that there were
only 40 to 50 Rnbbis withsan aver-
age age. of 65. .

Washington D.C., Apnl 16

69 Umtcd Statesr Scnﬂtors fesued
2 statqment asking_that the threel . p,‘
million Jews-af’ thc oviet Union| i gy
be '1110wcd to live, @
in-dignity .as chm

The - Senators inai

“Yews, alone among a}l Soviet eth- l

nic groups, are f(::?‘x)ddcn schools  School of '.Smcncc addressctj ch
X "y and ‘physms students | durir

Club Hoqr

ns of Jewish st

statément  said +

and other institu
learning.” ;: The

Le Qare
nch: Llle;

(Canhriued from pagw

that the Sov:ct government }\ad fc-

cepted *“the principle of the.reuni-

! fication of broken families, and we
strongly. snpport: the pl:a-ihat "the.

Soviet g vcrnmcnt translate’ this
principle into pr1ct1cc for tens of’,
thousands lof Sovxct chws who

f"tvnnt to cmlgratc

It

security and com- ',

Warn of serious’ punishment if obe- -

dience ‘does! not follow, The second
rolq of Judmsm is that of healing

nhd reponciliation, Of embracing’

thc qualmcs of goodness and value
hich are!inf the- status” quo; of“

Drkmg sobcrly within the exist-
{ ing conditions for limited . and
adual change;.

sobriety have their’ snokesman but
:eped in complacency

re, “Today |
they are J
Basic to the prophetic -

the yequirement that

.. 1

theme agam.
ira}mcwork is

t
|
|

!
.
.'l |

‘of healing and
tf\mg the inescipable, inequities

nd lexistential ‘evils of sortow and
&:uh which |no reform .can ever.
‘the ‘gradualism and !’

8
in the fact;7 ofiserious problems that
it'is ‘time o take up the prophetic’

_ which humlliatcs or

Jews posscss a socml consciencé and .
exercise it,

The central moral. pnnc:plc of
the Torah 'is ‘the belief that man
is credted. in the image of G-d, and
this implies that any ‘ct or polxcy
shrmks a
person is an act of desceration of
the Divine image. Belittling man
drives the Divine presence out of

Dr. Petersen strcsscd thc failu
of. logic in dealing with the dich
tomy bcchcn the atoms of [chgt
ical nxpcx;;cncc ‘and the: wave-for
of matter, -the .forte of phy}
“which bliirs niass into a Probnb;l
distribgtion. Quantum\ mechhn
dcals ‘with the proplcm by nE;slg

n Judmsm Ahd Halachah

and spcak up forfan mcrca.scd I
verty program,

Although material well bcmg
necessary ' for 1eadu}g a. sppzm
life, present day Americy h
tnught us paignantly that mater
well being does not itself insure 1
acceptance of spiritual values. €
ofig hand, the great amount of 1
1( time in America allows {

the world. Thus, Jews ark required {cri:&twny and qra(tsi‘nanshlp whi

to- eliminate those conditions- —
physical or- psyc¢hological . —- that’

- humiliate people.

‘Bcforc d man can’live a spmtual
hf: he must, be qble to satisfy his
bodily needs. The Ramébam says,

«“Thei well-being of the soul un- -

doubtedly- comes first in rankibut

involves the government o the '
state and -the establishment of the
best relations among men, is' first
in mature and time, The well being
of -the soul can only be obmmed
after ‘that of the body i, se ured.
The well being of the body is only' -

‘ posstblc when man has all his v‘vams

supplied.”
PPl " Poverty

modern, mechamzed work =« g
cially in factory settings — do.
provxdc Yer, most Ameticans .
fot utilize thelr nmc for person
fulﬁllmcnt L
: Controls !

Manufacturers are mcreasinf

turning_people into mere unco

. the well being of the body, "which » trollnblc consumers to take in. t!

ongoing flow of goods. The prod
cers break down traditional i
pulsc controls with a consmnt flo
of hidden and open persuask
techniques, with stimulation i
provocatlon. by “.sex; or by fea
“This is cspccmlly cffectwc on chi
dien. ‘In; Erich Fromm’s analys
'people feel more and more d

Thus, Jews must stand for an ¢ ,pcndcnt on irrational consumptic

increased war on-poverty, It hﬁd
been estimated’ that it would ‘take
$IO billion to lift all the. famﬂxcs
now under the poverty level ovcr
the thresl}old Even Ehou '
would, be $10 billion. that

.repay nsclf a thousand times over,

ave have only & $1 billion program
against. poverty.- It is our;religious
duty to:involve ourse!vu in pdlmq-

for their worthiand no longer s

the self 3s ,wonhy;for its ow:\ sak

chntu«ljy. pcoplc sink into a sta
psychologlcal‘halpltssnm P

Thc solunon. to irrational co

Tuld "ﬁmpnop{ pnd the resultx?g spiri

slal emftiness.is not asceticism, b
purposn impulsc : control, whe
one is if’ control enou;,h to degic
whnt hcﬁwa?ts, to chooke his ow
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- Gr

ﬁ’om paxL mneb

c socxal*obllgation In todays ‘in-
k dustrial context, Zhé? skim. should
“creatjvely lapply the h' Iachu' przn—
ciple thit pnvatc Aus
*Justiy n;s fito publi ds! We
should mvolvc ourselves 1? specific
-contcmporary problcﬂw. for our-

“law ican be. effective i and should’
i be unhzed in every hjstorical oon-

text that; Jews find, t emstlves.

‘In gxc pa§t Jewis law utllizcd’
radlcal methods to insure human’
. dignity, For’ mst‘ar\cc the sabbatx— :
] “cal and mbllcc years hraught abut’
mnsumpnon ' it ,rcdlstnbutton of Tand and- wedlth

W to Apf - to cquahzc possuslmf and prevent
ronic- péor and 16 permanerit’ impoyeri hment..: Simi¢

htsmg thee., tarly, today. we fhidyld “not Tear, -
re: o but \wclgc;m: scnm#; goyernment .
h™ \mp;h'bnnon whien itj fontrilutes to
b5 thej puiblig welfare.[In short, I bet
lievg that o‘urb;:l-gf ‘both in the

lationships, * intef-
s-lcreznon and el
he is mtmpﬁlat
c}'s wantHor|hi
st mak4 his)o
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ithout frccdom m
int of G =

cvd in| ordcr |

\eamcd t cor‘n:ri

portm\uy to’ ten
to them rand’ gh
hance t‘mpxperien

~tl?c1r own spirituality. a0 e supr rhacy - of hum. valucs‘and
% Thus, to: hclp clumnﬁte'.n':atcr al - private proporty suggcéts thdt we
ahnﬂﬂsplrmml pdverty, }tws ire idb- ché in Anferica should stnvc for
Jnga‘cd b, progldim’ rthc vahug fof *'a, type of welfare dhpitalism. .
elf control; -fqr - nothing blt lf WHat ' {s -dne mi in cxpcncnce.
.control fan. “destroy Amcr'ica s ogn- whxdx haladmh ddesn’t adcqualm,
'vsumpudf: ethos, Which causes qur . 'ly Soves? . .} R
hnd:ﬁ'erence ‘to] povc{ty ‘and: S Sex, Tanach do nt ‘oolc ﬁpon
,\dxologml ‘wanderingd . Throy; h “sex_ as an evil i the ‘prohibitian of *
. 5 fedcrt rcgpls:txon lbf megin Tx baséd" upon” a tcchcaI
ty m Jusit )éss and'advcrtls‘1g, ]xalachnh-—-»t‘hat a girl is in a'state
'~7 éxwt ust anJ:a.ndI! ar thbma 1q~ -of -nidah u.ntll she performs t'vilah

'_ uhfo

13"“ m
i tigné; of’ t
_{ ethip. and’ co
"and we: ﬂlust

-i'bumtss e

matcna’hsm, suc"' ess

Inat sﬂékcst that tf\c
4 lideal pohtlcﬂ :

.in"the mxkvah ~The fact that un-
smartied glrls are not permitted to
.go to tite mikvah| reflects the re-
“ action of Poskim|in the Middle
accncy of our gc, Apes tb the looscness of morals of
ually vlgom sly, many, whof havihg gorie: to the
it clf‘ mikuah, felt free to do anything. If
- ' the- tradmon felt 'that scxl Jeself

m l'utnchohs fok were -wrong, we should no hade
assomated sex“with the; holy’ mitz-
vah of mikpak. Instcad we woilld”

}Torah; b

Jéwish-widwTs. Soci: Prijrate
;;{rr.opqrty,-.‘lsclegitiﬁif&l 'by-: the  holinegs, ad e vxcwcd in the -
; ¥ is.not pupre So— : Cathbl!c ~traditi e e

" view celibady as i’ highet state. of |

" cial. va'lug xé ‘am most miqu ant, . ‘Today thePos lm should? ‘recog-
and” pﬁhze m*ppcrty is legiti atk " - pize that there-js’nothing- wrong .
t:mlyvl 0 .dlong as ft n]Qcts ceitam with- gex per se and shou“ "pro-.

:";’ S Lk :-] .’Pr: } ",5\' R
<
.o
: hhl. viw !uknpomi \ ' -"P( -‘
shian new . A
ook --aqu uUp !w&! FoolP w1l 'be | Wblh hed ;: Cot T
. first tims cm.- prink 1\_ N Lo
or :mﬁ , dontributed, thre K
N pia ta the Btratfird follsction au: en. ertian - | i
. n-:‘ !u. }%aernro é f“ L) uh\m AT
B rn’rr Yy ors ‘ .
taff l . .
L i In'n-;ﬂh-ar T‘ 0y . .\.w e

s prwmg i

* 2 secular actInty o,nly because’

K - money, he makes. Yet, Shabéar is |

‘ cat!ons from halacfmh nS far nh hu.f-

Sx.'

IEWS

muligatc a‘n value systch) nnd '*tha thcy aé;ewﬁ-ongm undertaking.
corréspoqdmg ncw hplachot. abqu! ‘secylar! studm But scc:ul actw- :
| StX. T’hl«bdsxsi:f the tcw‘valhc $- - ity [s(rot ‘wrong_if one brings to it V-
"tem' shou thc  concept ‘that - a 1 ligloys atmudc—an %w to |
cxpcncrrcmg“ womj a8 a‘zet}m trnnsfdl'm it into & religious|activ-
Elokim|is a itzhak just as- much_'; ity. . T, b

l
Tod masy of thote who léavc

Shul The. Pc:it ?' ,
l’th W] "or withdrsv psych lonca"y :

should tcath‘ lhat .the

Cof 0"95 sexudl : fl jonship 5}“’ d ' L and mtcl] tually from, uf arc'not
- reflect thc depth, of }“5 encayhter. i ‘the ones W g can’t take the, dolible |~
Sex has’comd to be considered |as. | program, 4 1 too frequeritly|, they

é

I are the studcnfs who arc! ct) ncally i
Poskirn' have abdlcfte&, th,e:r‘F |

and religiously most smsltwr end |

-3

s‘ponstbxhty i cxagfninijxg itsr]‘truc who are, - therefore, aﬁmntcd by1

mfa"mg SRS T 1 \ |- the system, The best stu}d fits are | -
Su is a cllglous activity | anfl sclc}:md out of the syste ‘

we” abase - it by .ngno‘rmg it. } o at do you think of s ex- ‘

sas a un)versity? T
1cvc that the ccn

value system js-free of its practlcll K

‘problems ‘and this hew value . er of|"

“temn .might lead to :an mcreascd E*’ﬂ lty is " shifting. the ,-e,j,
- tendency by lsome to ‘“Olar la- Yigious divisions and *hc college to)’
¢hah. But stilh: th‘g new approach -the [University.. chhwnlCul ege is)
to. sex, ‘cvj with” its problems, }ﬁ itely.. a- cultiiral backjvater.] |
would be much better. than Jour Furthermore in the nn‘nr's'lty's i

new schools thcrc is nat even an
,‘a{tcmpt at some form |of | iouble |
\ Eogram But the fact.js tl{‘t we'
n

&f’csent sup ression of such a. dccp
d meaning ful acthty Indeefl, T
‘bchcvc that” more people would
cnd ‘up opserving, for they wquld

¢ ple with an Ortho outL-'

set relevange and tationale inithe , ]&0]; to tudy the adalerhit nnd.
new halachi catcgoncs Y pL.o essiona - disciplines dr " in- |
L Ts Yesfuva Umvmlty meetmg its | stajce, we neéd people!to s udy, thes ’
teqpons:bxht'y “of -educating an in+ Fncdncal knowledgd. - | |0 [
telligent. Américan Jewish- Tity? eshiva Cé»llege would Enecd'
I think that YU s prinfarly cbu ngvc to reemit st dcrtn, whd
furning -out secularly oriepted . show | interest - and * abi nty' n the
. students' who ‘are overlayed. with’ n&w programs needed—r—sucl} as a
" an abundan practice of erthodox. rc-cxammanor{ ‘of the. Shilchan ™
ritual. In ‘short, the student’s|val-' OnTch and Bibhcnl criticisrg, But
_-ues are not‘Spmtual ones. J far, é ihasn’t fho 1 the .
. In my history classes we |plot cduragc The I 1stencd on|sticking
ch;{rtq ou(hn)ng thc prog’rc of tO routine acndemxc lthCITS'S can
-h]story Thc Middle Agcs i, o= lcf‘ to interesting ironiés. Whm I
'v:mably ct?nmdcrcd one . of| the for e, SOUE){t to Shlfﬁ my field Of

lower” points. This. is bccafxs stu= co'n entration, from’ Aimcrlcrm inn

al hlstory to rdcent Jewish

dents have bsorh:d the Enlighten-- tc lécr:
mth tual h;story. it

? ment phnlowophcrs view of history WTl made
that’ pcrvadcs cohtemporary |secus, clcmf to me that I should! stick t'b ‘
lar’ socxcty] ‘The. Enlighteniment Amcncan histpry, a fie dt } raisés
viewed 3 réhgxops age, such 4s the ‘refatively’ few mtcll ctual prob- -
" Middle Ages, as ihferior. Another  lems for toda}s Orthadox‘]nvs 1 i
Enhghtcnmcnt attitude fn dlir $0- I[ rccogmze that thtre ark good :
: ‘ciety, and m YU studehts is the  rebsons . for ¢thd exp:nsmri of -the
belicf that scicncc will- ulnmatcly . . i
solve all of' ‘man’s problems. | - U!j:r' ity. “The stnndn‘J and.
N pr‘ ibe of YU art raided all,

chys w o keep Shabbqt’ ! snll
measure- a| person how much

ol

re
otind, It. isl easier 1{7

fof YC. Judélsm sho ld
co mimity. But Y

supposed to teach us the mtrmsnc '

valdes of dxistence independent: of shi 14 not steer it 3 ay, lfrom. §
what we can make or produce. In . purpose in cmatmg_Fn‘ b dergra.
pthcr .wo}ds. thc YU, stddent duafe| ! CO"CSWM qlVlsl .

eJel the founder
goal of {éducat]
‘to Judaism, i the :

doesn't: take the pnnctp.e out of
the halachhb he draws few inpli

,conccmcd
Mzny of thc studcnts
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I shoyld like to respsnd! to a number

. of tho criticisms of the intofview with ‘me

| pus aiol Tux Com-

’. MrAtAtox, snd to reply {d some of the’

"questlons posed to me. |Fivally, I would
lide to conenl o the ‘Lrpnctlon'to the
144 .

" Interview. - R L.
The purpose gf [the interview wai not 10
ghve lan- gvorall, mumlrdiv{é- on all ques
tiong, “bat, in reapoutec 10 j
wuesfinne, 10 poini st lh.-: ipossibllity of 'a
epoaition opersting with the clunsic halachle
. framework that would be billing 1o relate
symbolically.and sympatiuitinlly ta the mod
e eperience and shapd 3t ‘with the cate.

current weskness bs 'wot jin! Torah but jn
butselves. 1 wo hnd the conrage 16 recog-
nize ourjown weakmoese, vlhll,‘rohld.v our
" 1all temdil lon, l1s fullest refevance and depth
would emergé again. : .
' 'Gontrary 1o, the impression created by

tHe furbr, the sMrmation that the coven- |

sn{ of IG-d and lsrael fis, expressed and
lived In - halacha ia the ¢éntral strand ‘of
! ) ‘ ©

P = § T m——

. "“Deita lhr:inlculm h[ the ¢ 0
asked, the iqtgrview. gives: the impression
that I \belicve” that dhe crucial arca Jor
our comsideration is our velationship with
the general sociery & . .f"Atn‘mlfy;I be-
lkve that the internal problems are the
dcisive and crucial iuu‘é_l .'[oi» survival
and relcvamce.” 1 g
S Y S [ A
- i N

' Judairm; the plea that \A‘!J-islop escaping
our present situstion bxt llnslead\“‘ex-
periencqg infinite valtes h 8 (uur)_ con-
crele wardly experience;?. the sttempt to
indicate possible nppllul‘pns 'af halachic
principles  to current problems  (Viet-
nam, soclal welfare, €tc.) i ie., the bulk
of the -article, constituting 70% of the
text, is’ unexceptionable hnd is, In fact, "
ngreed with by a number .of Roshei Ye-
shiva in principle, If.not ;In specifics of.
judgement in each gase. '! | ' .

was an ‘sn n‘umpl] to respond to
- Rwo 1) B. S?h'welchlk' ul}#n hir superd Ink
Hahalachahy “Halachph sgyn that any vell-
ghosity whiel rr-n-lcu"luel to a'side corner |

o

be Interviewer's .

show that purt,

- =g
uﬂlionl

of s group, scct, or party, and becumes. Yhe |

" portion of a spreially privilegrd gromp I|Dl|"'
r— its galns are omiweighed by itn lossen ..
¢Talplor, Vol 1, 3-6* p. 679, my transla-
tion,} ¥ . . { .
“The servite of

Grd,
coi'\(:ep!h)n of hulnc)usl,

is fulfilled (in ad-

dilion to learning Torah){in the resiiza- \ ©n others,

tion of ils. fundamentals! in the real
/-warld, . ., The longing |pf the soul of
_ tHe ish halachah s for the perfectlon of
the world in the Kingdohiiof lovingkind-
".ness (chesfd) and justice|fzedek) — the
realtzation: of the ¢ \ ideal creatiod,
called Tordh or Halachah Jn the predinetn’l
of actual life, . } -
“The holachah 14 net enilosod within the _
fortrcns walls of thie housd fof woeship, but

’ .JI lifg. The mar-
tlories, slores, =
usel, ;/houses of

ketplace, the street, the fad
" person’s huuse, meetlng hig
celebration (batel misheah) Etey ete. aro the
ne of the life of, scligipn,., The true
kdash’ Is the urea of daity| Hip for thers Iy
where haldehab ia realised, [Cogolel Yisroch,
the men of Aalachah, shing|In fheie cibicn]
glory and | ine (wthically) ir moclety.* .
09,) ! ’

{Ibid., p, 1 X -

. “Rav Chaim Brysker wis asked:

Is the cafling of the

angwered:| To protest #hé( neglect of
lonely and! abandoned; to jprotect thie dig-
! nity of the¢ poor and (o save the exploited
\ “from lh01 exploitefs,™ (Ibid., pl. 708.)

{Note: 1.4 e makq J absolutely clear,

that 1 do hot implly that Rpo Solovyitchik:
_i1 involvg ot {0wntified with':any-!
thing sald . ‘Intervlews. G-d  forbid|
thst his ny bé nssoeiptéd with anylhing

ho4n =0 besmirchpd or attmcked

‘Hahalachah, only ap ‘the class

thut, has

1, ity Is

! ) i ‘wource loll"ilhﬁ‘ :Iu to‘wplf .
i ! ¥, $ituat! ) J

o

br B that my

n};'mlly are 'ligifimate and | only
t they have not boen stifed K
nd’ farcolully by those i lea \Iui '
fadd )’

wou|d appeal b0
d { by u..,i“ v
lodnd 'thele ila

what '

10 fafth
4 fmhl‘ -
L] thy
pulliely ' o
I

o the' inter- |

pemi, /T do _not' ly ‘seck o Jup-

Ea

,
!
!
(9

. 1 pathetically ™ underslanding
| he . Mman's motivations} wolld Increase :ou:"
ding to the . th and' our influence’

LY TR *Chatm | . -and this desp

. when we deyelop on

| . ship by men|who bell

o eMort, for| YU's 'religlond '
ose whoshave |
h I"nn-d!du: bove parts mad ;i

1
- boen placed In-lh;
;o .ooq:u-: that Divin

Xy L

')

¥ i
) ! !
"l 0l j* |
' I
. On Orthodbxy, |
H i
‘Conservative | |
| '
And Reform .
Lct me Tespond to thé three main ques-
tion’s posed to me:| The point of this sec~
tion' .was that thy thiee categorias no
‘Jonger neatly. exhayst reality and }hut_'mt
very. religious responsd can be dismissed
- by .Ntting it into 4 pigeon hole, Granlrd
hat in OrtNodox, the frowingly infiuen-
tial [leadership and lafly are dommitted
to halachah, while such elemen's are fir
more peripheral -inf Reforim and Conser-

vatism, Coos o
IBut we, mousl recognizé that there are in.

{

]

dividusl Jews who 'vall themechioa othrr |

nozises who accept Malochah or are secking
to rediscover it for thembelves. Mure impor.
tant, we must Jears| 1o ke kerloanls the
dquéstions that bothered lbr motivated ||..3-:~
Eroupes, even as we lffjrc!! thelr answers, ]“or
their qur-‘llom are real huestions, torment.
Ing most Jews in the modgrn workl, and
only whrrhl\"‘ 1oke [them serigusls will we
“pegin 1o anewer thebu. (We tend to aimply
»“Immlu. bt see Hae Kapk's vaderatunding
&f the “chutspah”™ of our génerntion in Hevel
Hatzon, Esnny “Hader™, und other nourers))
Nor should Ideas bchignmc(l stmplyjif
Inbeled  Conservalive ~"gr  Roeform.  Thoey
should be jutlxcr‘l: on . their merits nx
‘meaputed by n rich snd complex under-
stantling of the classic halachic trad:tipn.
"1 would concede f{hat.l expgrerated hy
ignoring the differg¢ntial Orthodox oo
ence to Malachah, hut I'idid so In the Be-
liet that we are faritoo yelf-congratulutory
and fail to recogrize how, in cur own
guiet way, we wolk out our own eqhi-
valenls — “leaving out” or neplecting
‘many halachot. i :
{Cortainly the idea
vo11 (this ' j -what " I
covinant striously™):
plo can we say he st
nant? ‘The enttro sertiop (and intcrview)
" was sald In the spirft of ‘Raov Yisroe! Salan-
ter's digtumis ‘“Delare I .learned Muaans, 1
criticized the world and justified mysiif;
when I lcarned Musdar, J i:rllicl'zcd the werll
and criticizod mysedf. affar lenrning Musser,
I jostified the world and i('rili ed raysall.”
I.am convinced [that such.a self-criti-
lclsm and Justification of the world (ie.
|Jdroup!ng our self-Fighteousness and em-
our fellow

i
Jow'keepn all the mitz-
mean by ““taking the
. But of hew many jiro-

2. On Revelation—
. And Bible Criticism

On this I specifically reject the liveral
"religlous solution to the conflict of !cri-
tlelsm and faith which andwers that Torah
ia merely the produet of ihumans "insn!r-i
ed by G-d.”” (Cf. -at the 'bnd. of Question
3: “Jewish history |is a l'ﬁstoty of human
responses to the Divinejopproach — to
Torah, Prophetic and Talmudic values: and
mitrwot.”) . . ;
. Nor have I any d
merely an othical sy,
chosen —'by G.d, |
— and Indoed, amn
we live up'to It o
Niblical schularship
, doad now for a ,nl
nndmhndl*. of the
f

own,  retigious -dey

esire o make Judn]sm:

tem, j}cllrc elecied —-I

hethey :wo like it of not

:lulya enough, wh*lhrr‘
i]

not. Nnt contemporary:
(Wri‘ﬂuu-eu has beor

Hme
meanlbg of Tanach —;
¥ far, h let blay.

ater enrichment

"l
-1 nnticipate| an " ovq

n
r o
!
munieato with man
from un gpologeiie 4
(Historicgl Note:
mean ;using any o
‘solaly, Some years
Churgin - Memorial .
Lichtenstelry pointed

i
but /whoe will not wnrki
hr +rr¢i&ny|m| | LTVR :
Wpr Hoes this even |
“modern” methed |
ck,) in a Plochas |
ture, Rav Ahnron|
¢v the. possible: uses
.of tha technlques of Mterdry,criticlsm — '
#¥uch as New Criticism for deepening
our inxight! Into Torah, In 1962, when I}
returned from ‘Israal,} siggested, bring-
ing Rav lemhul" Hachrech here tb teac

n

- Bible, Rav| Baghrath %as. developed |
moving and Inal [lFl syatemafle shitah of |
Maing’ Midrashift' gnd. ‘traditfonal com-
[mbntarlds't¢ capture’ the existenitinl mean-

imued  (Ing of Tangch. But bs he Incked, adademic
d mphm,tpll ¥

1

credentials
lnvited.) |
Sull we

ty.'he waos not

the Torsh has
of .the anciemt
acholarship. My
y be

pornrly |

. "'[I.“on o

Near East by contemy

f e
. : ‘.

ugglen 1o keep the cqves !

) chic experience, (CI. post

ies And Def

. dinciplined enongh 10 rejret coprlusidne 1

ecn

! (ilnllt-”-d'lﬂi).]tu‘ external or h I

|

v

L N _
I concerned.) The lhll re

View

-far as sh

than .miny Jews think™ sheply means -ih
I belinve we'ean legitimately move lmmi’ll
" wanerifon that the Torah wWas glven i‘nl)l
without referenee to tha actdal human »f T
don in which It was, glven. (1 am T

b4
aware that there ls a leghiimate atreany $f
thought that holda the -Imvelview.)_
- We can-move to the recognition thaj lit
- was glvén to Moshe and Israel in a par}ip-
ular time and setting and ik imagery: br
tonceptual ‘material may be expressed §n
that langunge and coltural context, n
this, compare Rambam’s far more radfdal
suggestion in his Moreh ‘Nevuchim, Frid{l-
lancler teanslation, pp, 322 ff.) The Tor)'s
cternal . message 18 not’ dimmed by tHia
Inslght but the problem of pn;nllehjvr
evolution mnd science etc, can ' certaifly
be handied more eﬁemlvely.,.
I udditgon, T believe that we necd 1"..-
eeationa of nuir own scholarship{tn expliee

wnd illuminate the catite Tanach, Nor
we bloek luth‘nr'lullh’dp a priori fron 4
sauntering the thiees ol jcontemporary ach,
nrahip_ and evldence, )livly of the iuestio
rnised by Bible eritles iwere touchesl upf
or even treated by Chasal, ete. We n
arapple with theae qudst agein. (1
Chaim Meller 3.0, il significant work
thin whole area.) Theee will be thme enough
to realuale whether this new scholuiship Wil
give us ueceptable conchnslons or even wWill
tleepen pur faith, 1 believe that wa can &u

t

\

! i, this becomens neecsaty.

has enriched our !

do not meet onr trsts ul’l:-]l-ll_ly when, -rtl

3.0nSed o

This Is the one area, I feel, where |
sensational Interpretations, although fn.
corruet, had some color on the baasis|of
the luaguage. 1 regret this. Thiy unswef—
45 a number of othery—Is a summarﬂol
4 much larger essay in preparation, which .
cites sources and lreats the gquestloniin
sreat detail. (Incidentally this essay ll a
iratier of public record, having beep mide
at Yavneh convention in 1964.' Phrts| of
its were digcussed tn my class in 19d4ion
“Elhical Thought in the 19th Centu ')

I read the Inteevlew in the context of y
longre cosuy and falled 10 deteer the noveible
misinterpretations it could be fitted i, |
regrel this -very. much, not only becausd it
clearly hurt me, but becausk it guve such an
exeellent handle 10 thowe who wish to jire.

he

" Is no problem.

< enuld

vent consideratiun of the Jusacs raincd. And, .

of course, it druve off supporicrs wha rebally

" ngree with my basie theses,

It may gound nalve, but it seems to wme,
that at Yeshiva University one has a r ght
to assume that discussion of.sex assupes
& marital.state. But granting the languhge,
it appers to me that there.is a ETave
moral obligatlon to check and ascerdaln
the author's true meaning in such a {ase
rather than to seize upon the most d m=-
aging possibllity snd use, 1l to altempl to
destroy . someone, -

I must-take the blame for not having|cla.
rified the languuge. lowever, since Tircipar. -
tal Interpretation is wrong| the whole fhror
became n case of shefichit damim. 1 can
anly stand in wondcr at thy morality o{nnl
ryven making a phome eall 1o eheck. 1 ot
that in so doing, 1he people involved have
dirceily violated the exsmple lald dowh In
Shabbat 127b, whero thire wasin (liracl
physical presuription of sexual immora)hy
but the prople correctly wore dan Pkaf sehuy ’
nnil withaut even asklug! But let me &i AL

., & brief aynopsis of my thesls. :

n Biblieal schalur- '
leve/thet CC.d does com- ;. ~

. freshness and desivabllity of the wdmp:

* ¢hot niddak e

I belleve that there are two strands to
e experience of sex within the halichie
amework, Rabbl Meir experienced {nid-
zh as the sepzration which restored the
n
ther,
lez. -

to her huaband when the;
(Ct, Talmud B., Niddah )
er, keeping the sams hal
ed sex domeh k'mo shek shed, {a an
nlmost demonle experionce,! (Cf. espqcials -
Iy the second und 'third Mterpretatiops pf.
this phrase quoted-in theq Mechabér |n
Orach Chayim, siman 240, fe'if 8). I think
we can see these two themes Ip the hala-

fw ly the language
of the Mechaber and the |R h [Even
Ha Ezer, siman 123, se'if 2, '
Although wo are foud of d
‘Uunity s antk the body and
1 bellove [that the negative] attitndes

won out In our own thinking! 'Wa have "
vay with,

1o view sex nor just with ifneent bay

shame. How ebo can wo undbretand the al

moset universal shunning of this tople fn the '

public or private YU carticdlom? ( o Al
ml:;.rl‘lm" hy ono, - -
- 1

coma logd
) Rabbi

. eXperjant-

y
b

Chrie:
»ek,.
haye -
T

Bemingl n
} rejeeth

Y

YUle n

.

i{ ftacll, & highly ‘debaiable fssue) it might

fHrectly seems 1o fail ‘to live
ud's principle “Toroh hea
farrech.” (Cf, Reraghpt ;Il,

16 deal with It
up to the Talx
v'lilimod ani
62e.) '

The whole 1
seemed o impl

pror mbout pra-marftal serx
¥ that after marriage tharc
I halachic observance. But,
ywn, mikvah .and - tahavat
hre the most widely ne-
‘of all the dally lile 'mitz-
¥ do not fnvotve the tinaj-
i keeping Shabbat or Lhe
jof keepirig kasmruth, we
traselves: Why are these
jlected?” My thesik fa thal
"Western - clvilizitlon  hnx
41 :8) 'a narcotlc in an
n vondition phd|b) as »
remreled w!~4xpren!on
feclprocity). | | |
rounds, 1 helievr that we
ﬂ.hl dullq successfully’ pnd uiieair
the uliimate falhire of such ar ethic to alve
meaning or satipfactlon in life, Byt comterm.
porary alvillke bp has also sresseil sex @)
as an expredalon of the communléstion anid
love in ' \l-¢g | busband.wily reltatlvnahiy.
with pariiciar amphasis on & new mutualine
and signifienpce for the woman. Here,

| . i i

a1 fs wellikn
hamishpachah
glected snitzvod
. vot. Since thes
cial sacrifice
soclal difficulty
should ask o
mitzvot sd neg
It is bhecause
foctsed . on se
advanced hum
form  of *unt
(even without
Op thrse twol

“It may sowid naive, Gui it|neems th
me that at YU onc' has a right to ad-
m:{r that o Jiscussion of sex assumes
a marital state|" 1 '

Jpe— L

where ¢ have (fafled fof we have not ye
Iated Ihr1 halochah 10 wich 4 conecrn. Yey
dialoguce and communication on all fevels
including bul ndt exclusivély ur eeeosarily!
the sexud] — is|whal is invelved in expresa:
ing the delene Eokim of another person. 1
dmui Elokim is|the kial gado! batorah (cf,
Dr. Samuel Helkin's In Mis lmpge), thesi
recogniring It lIvd respeeting [t an.a positlye

aet) i

Therefore; wp should reemphasize (Dl“
rediscover) the paositive strand in- halechah
ithe. sirand expressed so beautifully. by
Tanach’s use «f sexual’ bmagery as the
wllegory of the highest relationship of
G-d and Israel |~ and shift the lemphayis
to the positivd!value of sex 84 8 mode
(among many) oY "éncounter rather than
as exploitation. Thus, Kadesh, at'zmechqa

{ Ymutar \lach would come to ean not,

merely) that our seperation makda us dif-|
rer,enti.-ut thyt our permitted sexual e~
lationship, b'Rdushah, is diffetent — more,
reclprogal, mbre tender, {This ! take to!
be the intention of the halachot in Orach
Chayim, {Simarn 240, espectally te'lf 2, 3,
5.1, 8, 10, 12, 15); : o

IC-llinj snch iprxual relatianship 2 religl-
ous art_is quite Jegltimate. To cliq anly our
souree smong many, Hav Yaskov Emden in
his' Siddur (ene Harihaggs_.Leyl!-Shabbos, |
Stddur, p. 158) says) Kndw that (......l)“

onlogk dove properly, ar the priper tinte,!
wllﬁn‘ proper Intention is » {holy and
ele, naticr, Le¢ not a nian think that in

urtion there is something shamefal or twist.
«d, ‘G forbid, G-d forbid. For' unjon 'B
called yediah *10 know'... s0d it is sell-
evideat that {f there wera not in this matier
great holiness; the Presence of C-d (Sha |
chinah) ls.with them.” . | | " .

Might auch a shift in locun.legg tq shift
in halachic stress! It there wnuld be. sug-
ficlent Aplachic, authority (udn]ltumy‘ in
be concalv-hle.kl’or bne, the: jlaétfilation
,of Esv's verba) .ende-rmm!s.&cl.;ﬂm-\
chot €2a) imight be expanded {on the
Erounds | that wife's axpect?t}on; . are
higher Iy dur sppisty and more/would be
need to pleade her, The focus!of thw haly-
chie con¢ern might be more ba arnced be-
tween femr of ocent actions ledding 'to,
Violations _ and {the . concern preserve
conjugalilove as.a.value in holjness. This'
would hive to be done carefiylly wolghing. |-

the comipal values inja halachic sltun-
ton, Otl ourse, the focus oh |a positive
pitude !ialses [ihe danger off increased

Violatlong of the. requirementy bf prishut,
Jsu; 1. belldve, on. balsnpe, f any ‘mare
would abserve’ prid:be Influendel! by hala. .
chah in i oruclsl ares of! lite ftsel?. And
not tolld ° Alppant,’ evenl [thowe who sin -
might wdll-have-n crlturllftor} traint or
yreducti sipning, , ] o . :
Samel al that; fuel distinetions .
would kegltimatp ,.h-uu'fb  |would ohte ;
the examplo of Rebbi Yiriel Sdlanter whe
m‘h uld (mot ‘get 2 manl o keep. his '
wrard - ; wdriui | bus im nind
persiiad [ nitk N
RIS tirued [on gape mine)! i'f
il - T vt




' ‘perative, | a ‘l hich e ar}éi
{' ob]xgatcd : R
' Dr. lGrﬂce ‘[laments| out
Y fallurcz anh ‘bt, frojm his
perspecm}crv failed, 3s did "
*ouil. ‘iEpm— v - forbears,”
" not on[g Failtd of jachievemert, but
w fa:lcd even 1o, tuke’ ous mis-;
'\smn A?“'j |- 1t

. general 'kchmmun

drop ; ou

S’ b

i hpply it’ n
s

‘[Tmi '

B

ng . m
e have {mprov
N bu surely we

Jewry
pe-

p to W scope of the’
- leve; the
ues are linked

Lrltlclsm

h e

atmcuvc paradox, gne i whicn-the,
relevanc

should” honestly . récognize that s
-\-.rorthy, as*certainl-social and pol-
itical p jectives mzlly be, ‘the' moral
duplici adhcnng‘lto t
aml mativations. of or,

ﬁpurs

1mzan0m

'

‘ f‘ (C timed page ,8)!'; wers to the quabnn.;t which bo- .
. | ltant
( l:h i smeti Moreoter, ther ‘us, I believe the resu
: lhlnk ye ?n erestimste 'the;vn’puil‘y‘ :mv'niln w;:‘f% nl:'\t.lt b:mﬁgtc?etaég
:[ mu;l:te hn:‘ !:‘ h;o‘:rmﬁ qut® 4o our fellow Jews and the
nl::sl:mkéur . h‘; for Ilsome: 2" world in' its plentitude and love
thing that [gives vlhem dn‘rq cuon.,%— ;Ss;esue ‘to sewf’ ‘?5 G-d’s wit-:
purpoec hnld-ﬁ:;:u -ip lifc. ';l"hlll-lu 3 !Lnl.ly may 1 eom.'ment on the K
Ly | | a- v :
"'cl'hah. ‘Wd ““'mlde p;-wiirf“o",‘ “ gl mctlon 1o iny interview. Naturally, |
Let 'mb 'dlso  add |that | wHich I Lk ani' disappointed. No one likes |
idmel b ‘nt a kw ¢ 1o ‘be attacked or labeled. However,
cona ler |0 ;lb eﬂfre? etsg ;:o‘l;- !l am paxtienlarly disapﬂomlcd not
rection neege e Inteqview, 1“only in the failure to chéek or clar- |
Due to the|interdsts of the quebg which - is a: minimum moral
um}s asked, the| ‘nte?Viéi% give ’n{ﬂmalmnr‘but‘ in the innbility to
the' Impres ic?n that I bellevg that - at ldnst say: If such and such is
] \g;er::jléga] i';"e:) rm:‘él:g:# s‘;s ; Jwrue, then I reject it. Such. inability
with the generdl poclety. Il (Ac- b?dcl ill for our eapacity 1o pprn
tually the {nterview] did not pur- 'm 1eqpcrnlely needcd dialogue with
rt 16 be g balanted presentation . . ourselves,
of al. my| views.) | But for the Theré must leeway to make
récord, let ! me spy|that actually, . ,statements wide of the mark if
IJbelieve that the .internal jprob- . we are to develop the precise
\éms are! the decisive rand gtucial formulation, There must be lee-
issues tor durvivdl and rele ange, , | way for exploring views which
. § bellcve that i} s the challenge ' may - ultimate]y be rejectpd. The
i70f the memning for pur destiny ol" net hysteria Ee'?e“t'-d has done
the ‘Europehn -holpedust; the | chal- much- {o-foreclose ;serious consid-
omce o o e s | S0 o thse proems by 2
::c'hfbn"‘"i R‘:‘;M" ‘Seolo(v:ll hl.k‘: consideration,: At the same time; '
Kolqli)odl‘ Hofek wo have bee.‘r'in.‘_ it will undoubtedly frighten, some -
lievabl " pecple jqnta not speaking up, for -
ply; i';'dj:'m;mh [u)']" i.“"':;e k";i d'i _legitimate' viewpoints, Such a re-
I :]"".'.“ “‘i ':‘ ":‘: B for | . sult ‘would be tragic at a time
| 'den way n) our, timef; the o or 'l when the entire Jewish commun-
; sanetificatin and rel ting religious. ity 18 on the brihk of a hirhur
b “m"’"q:fw 'h; ally Am" "','d d: ,.teshuva.h because it begins tb' see
:+ perience’ "“’l " merigh an ¢} the disastrous reqults of its as-
Isrsel, cspdelally. tho) exper o) similationist polieies. Similarly,

' we ,ourselves have built .up our
. strength. to the ' point._where we
can begin to deal-more fully with
. questions and oveycome problems.
’ :It says BOrﬂeth‘ing flepressing sbout
a commungty which ‘places the
‘worst ' possible ‘congtruction on a
position!.and thus forecloses en-
countering . it rdther than : places
" the best: msslble constructlon and
l{aarx}s from ft. ;
N Fhullv, plrl f the problem
leemt lo be that I _current tem-
per, 'l:rltlcllm Isi
jeetion. iSuch Ilnrl:ﬁned _thinking

iny) is.-.ues chn ¢ dismay “u. ‘Rav . Yisroel

[slege. tallty We  Salanitcrionee sald that to be a good

ere) p e‘erv ]w. o have tb ﬂnvé every midah

tol n_{nttq t fO_ . hdh!l pk) We h be

explare | it .in-dvery . -—n rop site,  We. have he-

re hyve t ej courage to. ,comc monoc stle” good Jews!

r‘lodem huestions sof thit - We: have proven’ rilliant at stand-

vtﬂl {ve {15 the |ans- lnz f’!lf, lcceplln obeylnz.

44N

I .
!
V

| |

of Torgh would ulti-
mate]y epend on the ability of its
host cujture to prov1dc suitable

outlct;s for “Torzh valués. We !
-nttack a teacher and rabbi.

}Lc mcthodq -

enllfled with re-

ADDL AKIVES \[‘U("Jlltﬁ died g
rmx :Iu-?a rfﬂhqgll hwo:? reh la ﬂ
t iss vcrv tragic to note that ma

pcoplc at thc Yeshiva have chaose
this scamn to publicly insult’ an
Th
letter is not written in defense
the article (interview . with ‘D4,
Greenberg) “that started all ith
fumr (1 do not f’nd quelf i

Dr Greenb

But there is also a . need--
right- the balance—dar ' self-cri-

ticism,, self-questionmﬁ and ej- -
ploring. We are’ great.lat ‘emphg- ¢

sizing | the 'edternal lquality t
Torahjbut much| less| skilled {n
bringing “it into contemiporary si
uanon# But we must learn to.

becjuse we affirm; Even the qu
ity lof skepticism' can be used
properly to deepen ourselves and
our i'alth. Orthedoxy — and Yg-
shNa Universxty — would both
be far sttonger if there was
open and- free dlscussxon, andse -
critieism.

When 1 speak of Orlhodoxy and
;:'Yc.-ahwa, 1 speak ms an impatient
lover, not as an’ ountsider.. Only
. when -we care fierecly enough will
we stop playing’ itisafe.! ‘Only ‘when
Wc stick " out our necks and l‘enrn
ew Tangnages, and new skills' and
. new mughls iahd even' make! i mis-’
" takes — mot rtcklenly but es we
ey to bring out the maer she ba-
' torah — will men come 1o -believe
in our sericusness — and in G-d.
i, Otherwike men will say, “Only peo-
l ,ple who do not know the facts, or
i'the qucstions, or the contemporpry
(.xp('ricncc still remain committed.”
“'Such an 1mpreulon destroys the
bﬁ.hevnbzlhy of Tornh, Courage —
inlcllectnal mesirut riefesh — can
3on]y incrcnsé its believability nnd'
effcctiveness ' ini our livest and in

lhq world
chly to Mr, Silver
* 1 never claimed the Gedollm
| are oblxvious to the contemporary
" situiation. . too  follow, 'Rhbbl
I Yakobovitz’ oolumn regylarly and,
: miribile dictd, even read some of
the SHaalot U'TSmivot /in the or-
1gmal tongue. (Incldently, . al-
though Iihave not done a scien-
tific i survey, I would estimate:
roughly that fhe!eéntite| impres-

»

Amelfican -colonial history -~ a’

quarfan interests), . !
It’s aljy/n matter ‘of; how you
view the%ass-half empty or. half
full. The Y{heer range of modern
praoblems is staggering|jand even
a half hearted attempt to deal

-with_them might appear impres- |

sxve;—-—-except by - compai-ison with
fhe problem {Even here this list !
may Ioob more !mpresslvd than

" siver<list is dwarfed fby. the an- :
"nunl: output of yschelarship in

to}:ncf4 of - purely historncal-nnti- -

lluy HLLALK Al U JHevascd o

tutl rand article serves ojcnn

strugtive’ purpose 2 d. is ‘Hehavio

" wnbécoming a “ben| toraht” | .
- I |{bolieve that rh artidle was

sine re‘arrcmpt to discuss pertinen
questions  and offér answers 1
_ pressing; problems. -Waq thr pre
‘Fessar ot cbmpetmt to .give a
w)pln on on such hnttcr%"" Pcrhnp

0 .

re’s Answel

\ 1

)t il -Thus tn eéuc&tim t won
' en, [we 'still do’ not havéja, {1
validajign of a’ responsi iy
proyide ja full Tora?; rggram, {
woren;. In stock ownerships, t
pral lem of . mora responsiblli
for| the -company, whose }shar
one, owns has not been f xy e
ploLd Israel - lndependence' D
debates  still focus' about | Hal
| with or without a brachah rhth
than the grandeur of the nes.
Spmetimes the .

¢!

renpomc k
'I)een partial and slowi .at i
grudging or under ﬂfe oprPsai
of -public opipion. |In nhoﬂ mu
has | becn done | more i jle:
nical and proced'urﬂl lnue-,,leu
‘the, sreas. of quonkitative ‘mpde
éxp*rlence, and byroader thoug
and, value - issucs, which aré 1
: nlro-fgest 'ehallengeu o(fa y. lhm
also/'add that a nunber!of Gedal
* whd have sought to applm‘uﬂdch
to modern questiops such as [
‘Eliyabu Henkin, shlita; ungl’

Moshe Feinatein, shlita, on speci
t jssues have ‘been’ sitacked "in p

,'ﬁnﬁl and harassing manndr
Karaim. |
‘of halachu

1" dimply] mein that people

longer obey &nd |that even,
serv:mt Jews may| live by '*otl
values as thgy gbserve cert
mitrvot, ;Mitzvat ‘pnashim .me
om da. I''take these facts to
‘evident. Sincd 1 believe |
lac a t6!be ihe |divine vehi
I can only assume [that the rest
reﬂtct weak leadenship in the
of kituations in unusual flux.
Aw’ for halachic 'fdnngé,"j ) §
clude in thid term 4xpansioniy nd
! tat}dn, application, lchanges of =
| tegy as wcll as ge-evaliation
hclcchol. ‘To -thely ecternal-icry
nd|dur gain, our historic Cado.
: ‘;IIVG‘ led - thip ‘process.. Naturall:
am | speaking of |asing hq'lqc
orms and this is ¢learly statdd
y answer o queluon #4 in

; : By “breakdown
i

Inle'vlew.

iLastly it was t
marithil, mikvah |
pr *}dpcu!ty Thay. is the ipc
that ¥, am making. But the I
on premarital sex| should riet|
intérpreted to prope that sdx |

ared that bo
ould 1end

ever ther, per se, |l egll but
ﬁégd kiddushih to be h;
l.e be. dane’in| kedushah.
s " Dr. Irving Gree bé
. ., 1 Associ te QI or
T{ ‘ H.lsto -
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i [ PSR | ) ! 3E, - ! explosive Impligationg. Let us remember, reader, or listener as well’as to truth. By
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| (Editar's Wota: The' following is an open you'll recognize thesg. as Lwo directions  ments sere so vague or mislending ghita - yean simply s the tse Ltf clenr and logica) ©. i

‘ler Frof |Rabbjd | haroh Lichtenatein. ' which 8 rx_llher substantial number nl’.s!u- yrint many poople, nr!llhcr inlvllif:’ tinor*  statements 4 la sym*wllc lngic but the evas -
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as move of 1 peltesface. than nn explana=.  plicit as well os explicit,, connotntive as &, o
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r - . \ [
l”’°/"“'"“” English a1 Stern The need: for somd authoritative Jlala-

l a jornier
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i CU I | S R both: your precept andd youir® practice. \You A a T erha ;‘; 1h" n‘rm ”: (i-ul"ﬂ' l‘vn }mn;hnl. to the suggestion implicd Ih the | i
ey b vi a \ ; P contend that “therc |must be lebway to o {..].. lr, o Iv,“ |I1‘1 .-.I ‘1.. : cia hx;_[‘— v juxtaposition n("1hc two adjectives In th‘e o !
j . | : : make slatements widk of the mark if we entin yoenr artielge-does ol refex tha statement that' "what we mean by Divine L
— o are 1o develop the |preciser formulatjun, . | P i revelation” may be less external o,f‘"w"h"' [ I
l‘ it L L l | oo There must be leeway for exploring views : e mpmeemtpe— | NiCal than many Jews now think.” Ao we .
Déar! (F:c ak: i P whith may ultimately be rejected.” This o I i Yo pssume that cf\(‘rnnl revelation ls ipsor 1,
© At réally] waen't ery, crjckét dt you to s a nice nineteenth gentury motich and it S 1 tactn_merhnnical? .Or ‘again, | .ariginally :
have . written ind/or superintended YouT . his a pleasanl libcrnlk ving ﬂ\m:lll it. Morc- “Htasic prablony siomld be dissis o ".l"nr"”{‘ nm‘. nnlf to the Halachie ‘]mp”ugn— Vi
articlenitedt {and commenfury—-for some ' over, within certain Limils, il s perfectly  Toroh-Halachic  Weltanschauung  rira-vis lioms of ETTi"" A but dlso.to 3 ¢
A tha while leavirlg -barely oight valid and thoroughly Jewish. But is-it rele- ronsrmporary problems ety e Scrmtence, Jikb ARG pesn't Ipok upon G
days at yeqr's end for any reply. There 36 vant 1o the preseht situntion and ig its sup-  jerelated i expressed? 3T sex as-an evil” Is there no tuggestipn 1ha-\ [ IR
‘olyviously o jtime now for i full atd pro-' | posed manifestation ihiyour arlicle conso- \ : oL ' . - with Chazal it 'was different? And dpesn’t ., i
per, Tesp So plhase cnsider 'this 85 . nant with.the prober discharge! of our s , N ’ \1 wdriving  his, sirt’ bf wedge between "h,*, o ‘
Jukt an’ expression { ! pefsonal; venclion  yesponsibility? Anyn%ﬂ who undettakes 1o . 1 two Bave extremely - serious potential? J}_
‘ratifer thah & thoroygh re ly, much loss discuss an issue publicdly, if he takes that PR = e ==l Mind vou, 1 am ;m't suggegting thnt theye z
the formulatl Gn of & alternative position. issut seriously, assurhes a Gouble obligi- . . s 1 : nuanues were L‘unsvmuslyh lcndcd’. I mere- i
“|Given the gravity 9f the jssues.in alved, | tion: of inquiry and expression. He Is mo. minimad Jew in the Halachig sensa H(for ly neint out that they are thiere; perhaps, 1
. pening domplaint may iseem a it.iri- - rally.bound both to cbiue 8s close ‘as pessi-  then it s far oo narrow) nor, as yuultdd by aectdent ruther than design. and thut ol
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L vather to;dhq-fundomental posturé«impli- * gravity ol the issug, ran’ genuingly be ﬁi‘!“' 2o veligings person?” From yéur pripted  jmportant when the mediym employed 15 j
Tieitly assumnef) throughout the artlele anMl (o be reasonably fompetent to dHscuss Jto commend 1 osather o slightly differeftiex=  the printed word. Scripta manent, There: =
explicity eﬂcﬂbﬂd.m ita fexegodia; As 1 With all dug respeet, there are ontie planat ong dhat the Jew in question swas ure dibertes e ;nll)‘ alfow onesell in !
|undersiand i, ydu sought, perhapy prime- - gbout which you anfl I have fojbusiness  the vieal Jow after 01l but that the JIENE  thought or spidch which hegsonal Adlsciptine \' !
.rily, not sq much to piesent your own viewsl, issuing manig:stos! rnlmguthet iAnd  of o Claking s the covenant  serinusly”  iieans " shoukd I‘('if.;(“ Win prin!‘ There is a finality !
on B ¢ of lssués, but simply [to stit”  course the nffre serfous the protilem, the | Keeping all thd mitzeot, 1 do not aqestion  abont publication that, even “ip ' age wib ;
‘up discussjor| of them; to regcue them from - grenter the kggponsibility to be precise— L either 51‘“"‘i"(‘“lli”" nor, honestly, am T which 'puhlish—rﬁ'—peris;\ has gipted {ihe A
the iundrd df obscurity: 1o which i con~"  qr, if need be Lo Temain sitent. Where the concernid ghont thein difference. Bt -1 seene with 0 mhch inlellectusl tzash, mitke T

‘spiracy of apathy! apd 'slignce -had’ con-  reulity of ervor is denuinely regnrded ax yust simpy axki~Pen’t you, in thelight Rav Yofef Per's womment Ntill fapl: “Not e
isigned them.| And un ess, 1 gprely miss the a disaster, its possibilily will he peither of take -away with theleft All that is hogght shonld be spoken, not ult ‘
i I . ’ : . ] Y

lighily Tegarded nor leasily dismisfed, How th the right? 1f yout dis-_ that is spoken should be written and not
}
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, —d et " mnuichy margin for erroris allowerl on the confined 1o such Reform and - 411 that is writtes’ should be pringd.”
‘i oo ‘ . | Gemind flights? ! koon or at ll'h‘lt“hﬂ’f-_ - . 0 i .1 . -
B : ' : R “ K Hwn'.isn'l‘!ml‘ ' ! owm nat amaware of objebtfind which 4
! ol . L _AS rcgar(.ls our paiticular problem, 1 ceal) teo cowinenism and tolérance ¢ nbay be ruised to this y sgition): TU will he '
1
i | “To plbce tha Iu_l Lurden of inlu"‘ml- ) thmllc this is the crux -of tht haltler, A A e oon appenl fordeceptance bR o argoed that ol tends o mnmi‘igm’mnism;
"ing neo w{wlrh poni the  individual ':lu ¢ leading Conservative seholar once told me w e individupls? 1 simply point] eut that* 1 Limits : popular discussipni that it
i neithet ]al,r l‘ M'  nor i'r_- 'hru best how he had been sttuck by the manner in that it makos for internal inconsigténcy rosts upon un abjding sense ot nsecurity;
;"!'""' of |Figlac tvc F : A . which h;l: oPs,o:II-i'ctl,t’):c an‘lfrr R(a;{,l:a(]::jl, wr that the article was, i this sense| mis- i that its stress l\l])l;n cautlon and responsi-
. " N approach a Hlalachie question. "Réb - RTINS : ¢ P bility leads to'aniinsist o definiitive
v . N . | s Teaddin: .o [ sility leads tolantins ence upon niti
|' i . : . S vel,” he said, “pumﬁ-rcd a sh'eple as iF 0t : " ' v P truth which birs valuable fentative insights
|2 i ! S S . werg 8o dwal q sstion.”. Preclsety, His A, whid e we to understand by .!.l‘('"l the publiv yrena; that it forecloses . ..
i . . . + commitmenliAo Haldeha and his genviction 1t Ovihodoxy hus lost ell (m s wlh “provesss gf groping  distussion "
oy L . T ite trath 7 ¥ 3 Y the . whole provess™ gf groping  diseussior
\ K . : .0 of #ts tryth 'wos such that any ptonounce- conmection with modern L 1 through which truth s grad Ny dis-
' o . . i i s gradually is
K x::rr\ir; P‘:\“:"h’:u:‘}:cn::’;‘l:";ng‘l:;'“(l‘\':?‘}é:: ment doncerning unL aspect of it assunmed whether thig is frue or, T covercd: that, finally, it stifles not only,
T ; . 1 (W chatucter which medical ndvice has T what does it mean. 1sfhere expresspan bul in iy i 5 s i i
e o f ] ? A in. ! B B ity inssihuch ps it fails
“you think that{ you ve,vsuc‘cecl.‘de_d and that o o e onsible daftor—the samb cantion, ~ then. nt remaining link between ourfelves  * o .ruménize the value of what Keats ealied
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- for suchla fopmuldtibn sreat lat “an ol I ) stpyed Tact stand sernliny? Ry - Auctitrly, develop a much keener sehae fof
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! varying flekrées: o nth | iinclpde vy B i 3 \ ,"“r w “'” your o ”_‘"(“ l:_’ n ing afler fact and rumm‘\—Colll'ridr.'c, Aor
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gophistication, I prize; most highk implp’ | bo ensily” disml pd? And what of those  sense f thk word, gs a positive dagraliand . by made to keep any toss 1o & minirdum,
.. whe, like Browsing's -grammafian, had . intellebtual quality, ‘If, as the phauk ttllu'.. 1 submit that this Involves. far more ‘chre ™.

plety and Aaive fajth muxy lack]

11 dlmensich ; theri okl not ¢ - mastered learnipg's- crabbed -fext” ;but . us, m net.v'chayim b'pad lashon, the ' th think you willing th - exe !
11|/ cognizanjee’ em ur’y “tygnds, . they ,-misged ‘the comm nt?| Let us. pemember proper exdreise of language—and, } dq pot [ | N:“d:ub("mlhe!e g..-:?mhu. .gﬁﬁ,g -‘..a;:i:.
A {.are of intind r L. wevk;. as faf . : that} flom a Tognh-nnl_aohlc point of view, soy this offly as’n professor of English~I8+ - caubion; \p..éi‘haplrﬂle reluctance of the-beit -
. ‘a8 'med - Frall | challeng of .im}  ['the lssues discuisd wene no pidfling mat-  indeed a nhatter of supreme importande. It © - . )¢ R | PRI E
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Piter tx do|miore tentaflve groping hat rhy mistakedins beon  aeything in hilchot | niddali [that can be
fore rushing juto print, “Negative ;i:m::t:ﬂ?dfnm;;r. T c‘_:hfcs! thot I done  ehansed (assurhing that the basie concept
' fity"+-in ane fense, it was busic 10 {iliorgtona the . tenor (I your discusion would be retained) so as to wipe .away
i+ Ray, | Chalm's appr ¢h (“fun-, kashe : ) (eether. “Todny,” yuL itell us, “the fios— 1 popular objection? !.SM it.the basic concept
- Ishtdrbt mep nit?)—btap be fruilully ex— g ohaytd recognize fhpt there is nothing L i I
. percispd In more fiuid, thrms of inttlry and © s it sex mer sb and should pro- | s : -
"discourse (mlthough|even thanlwithinﬂ::; _mulgate a hew . value Jsystem ang cofre- . | T
. " tipn)| beldre e_ncnjl our grop ngts winak:  spgnding néw hatachof about "sex,” With . | ‘
& Fhard) kast of prigt efare we start "shBk> - Lfoonce 10,0 marital gifuation, T o at a. - - ] 7
Fing bp Ahe; kidst" {fo pgo 8 termr you've 4o "oy ynderstand the: btalement and jts “Within  the * existing. Halachic . frame-
.V kickgd: aroand . ¥avheh let' us - remem- implications, Is it concaivable that posKint. work, comcerning marital life, there is lit-
% . ber e are dealing Tv“h‘ human lives Bnd' by ‘and large, have- hefdlofare not recn- We in the scay of absolute: morma which
. In “’ i : T o pized “that there is nm.flﬂn[: wrong with ‘rm.lld l'w rl-nv,xml w0 ai ta’ produec the
’ e e per se?® Werl they so obluse s axiolagical ahift you advocate or which
’ . i b l I sverlook the fact that 1-‘;vn when cantop-, could really widen aeceptance of the Hala-
i Caon i i . . tion is impessible, ongfl periodic mat e?&'f chic epproach ing this area.”
+ - . ] i P ¢ 8 M p A
st L J Y y any responsibly relatinns, is obligntory” miid'eraita” Indde AN
’;,,,::T,,:,‘”,:"M ':‘ u;‘ :‘:F:Tb":m,-,r:,m,“y ,if one should bethroth ajwombn on the con- \\ -
importins when thel imedham employed in . dition that he'not be bound by this Hbligs
ke printed ‘word."] ’ . . tion, the -kiddushin 15 vnhdi bt the sti- ] N .
. s ) ! W LA pulation s veid inasmuch as it violates p° / : . .o
: , o [« Halachic precepl so that he'is a shasner  rather thun fany of ‘thd Halachic details
) B : (. ) L al mah shrkasuv batorah. And did mr;sl }(\! which peoply resist? ) P
f n them forget, for instange, that the Halacha eV vondi ; . -
: B f WL‘ ' specifivally singled out shabbet and powm -:vl:?:-‘ﬁns n";f;\‘dl\’n::mml:m ll:;lgtri?lco?r:\frl\il:t'
' 'their splyitual destn} s ¢ ve you n medis tuw, wpiericeds of hollness, as vccusiung on ond WA aimost e Hint, of gt thrust of
" cal—rather than, ag niy Mhbshieh calls its, a which !the mitrpa of ohah, must be espe- the tattef. would n(ti\lrul’l B . d
i . i it .ubserved, [nasmuch' as ‘this would poratlen, y have ngsitme
! study”—dogtor, | would you be, as ready cially .o 1, Inasmuc that the hue z:rfd cry about new halachot
‘1o embark 5o fieel} 4r| thiy kind af experi- C.(ms.:“"!e a mare of '.";"' propur-{:l.-t\ghr U 1 Lo involve Ajgnifieant departures in the
mental enterprise?- , Yo tion? Did npt mast rishonim Hold that atea in which depailures could make
. R . ! husbald who- wishes, fo leave on a I
:-, In light of the {for %oh'g, 1 might mdd Tt “remember”] his wile sexuall | differenve—the riremnurital. Rather
oo ‘that T was a b_il'l k¢ abjick by .ynur re- y evm;n It ghis involves transpressing ﬂ; ) 'v])‘n‘r‘u;mly llit‘l;u;k yn‘)r |;lemh:;s, ?.h\-n\
11 actlon lo.crmclsm ot yourlarticle. You CX- " palacka of prisha semuch. veset? Or. g 4 _'A“ l‘ n N y”}'_u * 1_"”. reqngnize that they
i press shpick that oIt derml\\md_ it with- take another example. dld not the Rambam eart 1t TIDNCSBY. a8 it seemed to read and
1o put epnsilting yo oy n interpretation, v \ R | simply clarify your positlort withaut charg-
; and suggest that 3hl1‘\lr11nllufe 10 be meta- . . , i theny with your figututive ceucifixitn?
! med z'chuth was |tdnlam¢unt. to shfichat = From the {one and substance of the article,
dgmim. hede are ftroug words with which! i , A | TTthink it s clcnr_t.ha( you knew much of |
. . to denoudnce your gritig. y the way, have ! ) | it was rnn\rnyursml. So; why ihe sufprise
you honed them fl bé sure they were “l"l"f".v-ill” th;» 'llu-nurn Jor larinudin. .nlvmlthc--cn-ﬂumg. controvirsy? Yim “roc.ked "
. apcurately &uated ap "h;h' you have the . o i we' candol 4ford to relax our the )I”- 1_:"‘“:}';‘. (m(;)o your "‘l’“f_-‘\‘,’“’ !
N asuthorized Interrrel!hro t‘"r fhelr re_' t o forts i Crintain thd integrity of an?h B W.lam‘. -‘Om»?‘q l.n. t hc ‘nr‘(i .wnve:..r lnu
L marks?} But is this |stante¢ -of pained mar- 1 onid  Matachah.” i N sel ot !,n shalfe up ,(' kicis™ and wonder
* tyrdom and. plous qcke: [really - in orderl. . LU ! . that Qu-_v ve rmci_yd_.‘ Perhaps. some of the
<| ' Excéption was iniger] by parious readers to- i ] B . ]" “reaction was a bit intemperate, although, |
" pertain . views which {Rg worticle, as just N ' . . it pressed, one could perhapy make out a
‘aboul everyones-fotl ohiy kanabm—inder- = = i P i A =) + for what Edgeld Ridkword calted “the
stood. It, seeined Jedrly to espouse. In the . e ( ' \ . value Al tnegativae’ emotiohs” Dut to the
kN " minds pt. many, (‘Eo host, readers, no 'hol‘wthnt a woman’s si‘mbln statement tHet sitent.that the ihtemperance "was based
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Lichtenstein
Y ,J St Py . . R
(domlnu }run, p‘;u'e seven) . arital sex. When 1
o - ’}F le t e .url itirst rend the section, I thought thné. al-
“.'?‘." »‘D' tak an‘ il ml‘))lleh' r‘om y‘:n_ ,"»_lhﬂtlgh T disagreed with i, 1 al.lenst tn-
"z;lﬁorgu;‘::zl .t\l::;dsx!n bse :li';nwn " "derstood it. 1 did not think, as did many,
e of it, he,

" ‘that you were advocat{ng premarital sex-
yﬂ"d?'o"“d‘:\"d. de }‘hl';k;?;llg;f;: [ua). relations, 1 know i%u l({: well | and
baslc - d"““"';H" e,»wed_ Qﬁm Lb ut’ regard you tou highly itb have consid ered
publication.(| Horaces,  dictiiit 080 i this. T rather. thotight jthat you JTelt that
g tine yehrs bl’i)'ow:"‘,m‘_*ér tlllugt lhe‘ . various other forms.cf tivity (need.

Thtic ar
1s saundt, We wonld

'
i
i

Answer

" were n.-tcrring( to - prey

R hmer!cnh scene shont

' 1 enumerate thén3?) common fo the mollean

lyjng i principld d’J“b(- permltied if not -

.alternative interpye

tipng, feven’ suggested

she finds her husband sexually incompi-

elves. But dvdn jif some alternative p : P
;‘:gr‘;seem barely ‘M'Lsible. was onhe bound ;lg:‘c t:)S ﬁ:l\;‘r‘lrxiere:zr't‘;rninnltl for compelting -
"{o actept it rathe| fhap ¢riticize, the clear o ol i -
anti palpable senje? . Musl; one engugce in, 7 No doubt,.within _lt]e- Halachic frame-
all'sorts of (ntellectup! tergivdrsation rather  worli ditferent attit ;

- than

or not

erifics
tainly

sph' can disregarg
s .'as long ms the aft

authority: la inter r:rtli

chihe considers ’
? You argue thal
nsulted. Perhaps, -
nly Bawe entightened a
ull,{ there would then
id eldriticationy and Jeft |
vyl ndcrs\md.,;‘ntact .
o1 jsome doubt existed—
t fori nany none did—no
upnr you ought to have
ut cldrification. Whether
" an suthor [has speclal and superior
is 'works (literary .’
h!{ Pulnl heatediy) cer-
mipl of him s p per-
fvis| interpretution. lut
cld |seeméd plainly 10
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jeetfof skx have, i the course of timk,
developefl. Some pbskim! have been motp
positive than others. 'I‘Jlis‘,is bolh inevitable
and desirable. Howevdr, §n this area as in
others, the objective”gharacter of Halacha
sets certain limits within which differences
then .prevail: 1t definds, foughly, the ends
. af the spectrum. And [ think that it wouldl
dearly exclude. the potipn” that there 15,
something “wrong with spx perse” at one
end as il would ex
romaniic excesses ot the dther, The gamara
in Erubin pretly, muth kpeaks for itself.
“Rav:Bryna sold in themume of Rav, "whi-
vver sleeps in u"rtm%\ ih which dwell 1
man- and his wife; ofihith the posuk says.
“The wives of my pe Jelyou have drive
aut of lheihume’ of hef (sic) ploasures”
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1d have bekn o)

i

a

have debatd
no morul §

N i
B |

dal

! "y A
. Tiid - T T - 1t would have been Eat er difficult there-
,l P i e AR Vo tore' for anyone’to have constrwed your,
' e SO [ \' + - |ariginal semarks ns [refgrring 1o maritn)’
“Thet appeal fpr| thel Intensive and les- . | relutions ma Uds woulll have left you fight-|
faneidas dpplicatlen pf lrgcluzh-h.\an the so- | Ing @ straw mhn, {The thésis agpinst _whlch‘
patittcall realm s very,much in | you jargue.in your larificatlon is rather
IR b ' dilré;ent; thoad remalks understangd per-
' ; L] tectly, and, 1 might afid, I'vé thought about

this ,myself). Similarly, With regard to theg

i snew halachot” which ypu want promul:
i v gated. :Liegving asid¢ th 9es!km s l,n\'
hwm i whether ahd how tifis clin be done, onicdy
i QUERHY de,-:, oneilearnef that yoy wdre referring to o
e\ position, Tidonty | marital sthte, 1t b ittlcult - to: sce
be faulted; - | s which changes whre desjred, Even sfter
ta b hasta.righi tq | your clarification, 1 still mot too sifye. 1
‘isasumes,p marital tatel—itxoent when the ‘| surrhise that you ale ‘reterying to W few
> conteht, -clearly, ‘'l ¥} otherwise. . The || nebtlous halachot—they fare, riot set ,dowx}
B hg paragrapp pf thatisection apebks of- | detinitive normas- lerning’ modes (b
gl lﬁ ather than 8- ¥ (again, con- d| approaches to cpitus-or, that you.ate|.
m{ mporfant) And 1t explicitly flis- | A irfking, not of- revi king| old halgchot . but
s & supposed probibition againat-un- " rather of establishing new ones, in hitherto
fed " igirls’ ubdes ig 't'oilah. More- | uncheried tetritory. In| either cage, the| .
er ?1 he fuss -and re only made | problem,would be p ify one of attitude
-ntlhnl & iong n?mcd that you | and hashkafah, of s{ress|and focus, mn}e_rl
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s Dr. Gre
(han psak in the norréwer sehse of the
word. Within the existing Halachle frame,
work. caneerning marital life, there fs 1its
© e in the way of absolule mornis whic
could be changed so ns o produce the sar
of axiolopgica! shift you advocate or avhle
contidd veally widen ncceptance of the Hala-
chic approach.intthis area. Do you seriouss
ly believe that it is the vonten ol a couple
of halaehot which detars, people from ob-
serving taharal hamishpacha? Is there

upon  misunderstanding, let's ‘recognize
that the onus was npt primarily the read-
er's and take it from there, , e
Wi come hack -onee more to the ques-
tlon far responsibility. Perhups 1 oughtn™t
1o have harped on it at’such lengtht but' I
think an appreciatlon of it s cruelal tqy
any monningful pubtic discussion aof shasic
Hulaghic issucs, Ay to the substantive prob-
lems touched on’ in your sriicle, there’is
much which,.had time and space permitted,
I would have liked—even after the clarifj-.
cation—to disfuss, As you well know, there
- are, substantial portion} with which ! am in
general agréement. The appeal’ for more
intensive cand  oxtenkive applicat of
Halacha Lo the socld] and political rgalm Is
very much in place, and T am inclined W
sipgne “with most of the speeific positions
syou biee in this aren, wspocially as regords
poverty and consumption. 1 also think that
'yo¥e_diagnosis of the|current state of YU
'« genernlly. found,. although, if past dis-
lcussions are any, ind
‘with your remeddies.
there is mueh which’
‘mention of "your disg
Jbecause, although T
jtiuns _cgmccrning things you've saldfnbnu(‘
i this on other occasiohs, I'm not precisely
\sure of what you medn here, But thére are’
‘other points. The implied thesis wﬁlc;tl,l'*!,
“believe, you have made éxplieit ong other.
iocensions. Ahat whatever-areas of Hhlacha
jare not relevant to the contempbrary-scene |
,iare, broadly speaking, not Televant, et ‘all,
‘lig . wholly untenable, 1 he]lev&—:ﬂnn, in
[ithe light of previods discussions—tthat T -
S would chnlleng?your‘annlynls of the ex-

lOn 1he other hand,
I must reject. T omit
ussion: of revélation
ould have reserva-

tent and the'mofle of the insufficlent bppli-
eation of HalacRa in cerfainiareqs, ps well
s, and more erucially, the reasans for this
Jand therefors the remedles for it. Frther-
fimore, 1 suspect’ that you grestly oyeresti-
}llnn!c the extent to whi th ‘“right” 1y
_leral solutions could: be ‘arrived ‘gt ‘by ins
‘ereased ‘Halachic effort &nd that you cor-
. ‘respondingly underesiimate - the possible
ireal .co’nl‘llct‘betweeﬁ traditlon
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x, T would disagree "~

al and xi\odr I

's-Article
. Also, I Gzt:b;d 1Lim Lstrnng' IsJu’e

the clafitied version of yout s¢c-
ex—-niot so much bebause nl’.llﬂs’

1

cern 'lmTue
v with even
tiori on .4
rapecific
cauge -of
misconcer
hetween
relnled an
. identical.
is o hasic
" Then, 1
or ¢mphe
“to.place 4
political g
as regards
, we should
soclety, to
cate, Our|

titude towatds sex liself, as
la mueh more basic ‘questions a
tion of the dature of the relition
kodes nndi chol. The two ari:
dptegrated bhit they are hindly
Haqudalah, rio lesg than kiddigh, .
mitzvah. . P e

f

Lig: While agreping thst we ndet
reater stréss apohithe soctal anid
pplication of Halacha cspeciadly -
‘Erétz Yisroel; I da not think thigt
} immerse purselvds in Ameridan -
the-.extent yeu seem to adva-
primaxy goal mugt be’the more
selfishi—Yes selfish—oné -of gurviving {as
. vieble thaditlon; and I plmply cannat by
your thedis . that - this, ¢an be betler done
by mucH gregter involvemeiit in Amerledn
+ pplitical ljte. The concept of priorities and
‘ol an dx|ologival ;hierarchy! must: he our
guiding rinciple.i T wolild 'sfmitarly dis-
agree with your tacticil;approach towards
Conservative and  Hefdém | Judpism. X1
spehk now -0} yaur claritying statement,
‘the pppnrent import bf: the originsl stafe-
) agiee

ugilt teject entirely). Of cpurse, 1
that there! are ndividupl Reform ond Can-
‘servative Jews whose religiots experfenfe, -
viewed as,a subjectlve phenbmenon, m
.be.regarded seriously as & genuine strivihg
for. kedushe which therefoge has valpe.
For that maiter, the same l3:true of mapy
Christians, Moslems, or .others, ‘lor whim
their raligion serves ag & vehicle for gi-¢
taining a measure of 4p Jtubl fulfillmefst.
- However, If we shift the|discussion to an-
otiter plane and ask whit is the objective
character of Conservaligin 4r Reform! |as
readings of, the 'Torgh iy God's revenled
ward and ‘of the (rn(liﬁ{’n derived thed
" from, the answer is thal il jis wholly -
. vulld. In dealing with - Jhis acen, theretope,
we ndetl to stress two-Jnjints)eoncurrent
thut the subjective exnni‘icn e of non-
thodok Jews may- hbva (genvine relglg
coritent and- value but ﬁ'f.nl;‘lhelr Interps
tation| of the Torah i*-iln‘ error and, mi
be | rejected outright. .!m-tJdn hat' q}
think [the sccond® point, . while, peghaps &
reet, 'thoulrl now be dlscussed, jf at

sotta poee; bul that we must trumpet fo
the, li‘ 3t fortissizno. Mylown posijon iy
and lihave stuted In my :hiurrllmt, o
. 3 : :
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. "Olr primasy goal /) ibe mon-f -
. fish—anr of surviving dp a cinble tredition

_and K simply cannot buy your thesis |
this éqn br batier ~done by greate
roloement In American political life.™.
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as {t moy sometimies be, we neid
both, the second hib less voeifergu
he first. Given alt the pressurek
Yinarianism, we dihnot affgrd to
or efforts to maintain the integr
Torah' and Flalacha. t
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N ?Finally, I muh renlli' objuect to thelst
duent lqne of much of he critique of;
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it el

Hempodary  Orthodoxy | And some
.——énsu{n\&ell as other Cahsandra—tike public

ficult
) stress
than
latitug
la

 Hulachie lenderst 1n 1hlL respect, the
dens

siong-—seems strangely' out of kbeping with
your ‘clting Rav Yisrpgl' Salgnter, pbput
Jjustifying the world ar cri!ifiztng orfesplf. |
Aren't ane's fellow Orihbdax!Jews phri of
the world? ST
BU{ ol this tequires full ilscussion 4nd
T lil.lul come back to my [original plajnt.
Tl edn't Yedlly be dope ln J working wdek.
Iive; merely ticked off areds of agreempnt
r didagreement, rather! than défined at-
-t}tuds, Perhaps: when tinhe permits and Jny
hinking 'on seme |of| esk problems has
- ripened, od’ chazon lqmoed. In tRe mepn-
timd, T-hape that youtl bead this as it yas
arilten—not 83 ap stlempl to castigatd or
_ excorlate but s 8 plenj albeit at times 8
‘Tnget plea, for a mdre thretul and more

' reerjonalble Bpproach to|the public: dlsdus-
in-
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