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“Confrontation”, Rabbi Joseph B. Soloveichik, Tradition, 1964 (2

of our choosing. Heaven knows thut we never encouraged the
cruel relationship which the world displayed toward us. We have
always considered ourselves an inseparable part of humanity and
we were ever ready to accept the divine challenge, panm mn 89D
awaz  “Fill the carth and subdue it,” and the responsibility im-
plicit in human existence. We have never proclaimed the philoso-
phy of contemprus or odiwm seculi. We have steadily maintained
that involvement in the creative scheme of things is mandatory,

Involvement with the rest of mankind in the cosmic confron-
tation does not, we must repeat, rule out the second personal
confrontation of two faith communities, each aware of both what
it shares with the other and what is singularly its own. In the same
manner as Adam and Eve confronted and attempted to subdue
a malicious scoffing nature and yet nevertheless encountered each
other as two separate individuals cognizant of their incommen-
surability and uniqueness, so also two faith communities which
coordinate their efforts when confronted by the cosmic order may
face each other in the full knowledge of their distinctness and
individuvality,
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11) Is Google Making Us Stupid? What the Internet is doing to our brains. By Nicholas Carr

July/August Atlantic Magazine 2008

Thanks to the ubiquity of text on the Internet, not to mention the popularity of text-messaging on cell phones, we
may well be reading more today than we did in the 1970  1980s, when television was our medium of choice.
But it’s a different kind of reading, and behind it lies a different kind of thinking—perhaps even a new sense of the
self. “We are not only what we read,” says Maryanne Wolf, a developmental psychologist at Tufts University and
the author of Proust and the Squid: The Story and Science of the Rea Brain. “We are how we read.” Wolf
worries that the style of reading promoted by the Net, a style that puts “efficiency” and “immediacy” above all
else, may be weakening our capacity for the kind of deep reading that emerged when an earlier technology, the
printing press, made long and complex works of prose commonplace. When we read online, she says, we tend to
become “mere decoders of information.” Our ability to interpret text, to make the rich mental connections that
form when we read deeply and without distraction, remains largely disengaged.

The Juggling Brain, Carr (12
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“Teens, Torah and Autonomy in an iTunes era” Rabbi Eli zer Rubin, Principal, RKYH (14

The teen texting problem is much more about the pervasive culture of individualizing lifestyles. Some

teens see observance in a similar way to how they see

They can mix, match, categorize, and

select what they want and how they like it. For observant Jews, extreme individualism is in
contradistinction to communal expectations. We strongly believe that there is room for individuality within
Torah observance, but our observance of mitzvot grows out of our heritage, history, and community.
Mitzvot are not song tracks on iTunes, nor do we support genre-based observance.

15) Brain Research Institute, UCLA

By Tom Spears, December 21, 2008

iBrain: Surviving the Technological Alteration of the Modern Mind
By Gary Small and Gigi Vorgan

Today's young people can do more things at once with their
brains than their parents ever could, as aresult of long training:
TV, iPods, texting, homework all at once. But if we are more
engrossed in things online, and spending less time face-to-face,
then there's aso the possibility of evolution down the wrong path.

What follows, the neuroscientist says, is an actual weakening of
some neural circuitry. The neurons are still there, but they aren't
linking up into the sophisticated network that allows complex
brain action in areas outside the computer world:

"Our social interactions may become awkward, and we tend to
misinterpret, and even miss subtle, nonverbal messages.”

He wonders what might happen at some important diplomatic
summit in the future, if humanity slips this way.
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