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Emphasns On Yashlva Urged
; 5 , By JAY MARCUS ' : R
’I‘Iie  Americari Jewish Conference been constantly refuséd ‘by the aut.hor : : f p —Tﬁ*‘i‘e\’)\et 5730 - - elusive ides, of SY

3‘ B By AUREL LITEMAN

ESIS--the com-’ R

e S‘ovﬁf Jewry held” 4 “seminar o vered- ~ tiesT He iSTa” Yiddish p ismot 'De—r Di/ Belkm, - bining of Torah- odak. 1 wonder. .

ucate' Jewish  leadership - concerning the . -allowed to publish his work and he finds I sincetely hope you axk feeling: bette: what the new, school -emblem will be? .

a.ntl-]ew:sh policy: of the Sovlet Umon that his-people’s culturé~—the source of - and will have @ refuah ‘shelemak. 1 am It may sound, stranger but T helieve
were held day-evening—his puetyy——fg “being st g B cerfain that you will be. back- at the that “synthesis 3in proper Teérah. form

‘BDecember 20,1969 at Veshiva Uni- The meeting pn Saturday; nigh - -yeshiva soon. I hepe you will forgive ghkeit- in America:-] am

- versity’s Mendel Goftesman berarﬁand - whe s B e B . . -

‘o
\

cently returned from .a. Vi
viet” Union. ’Like all other

all ddy Sunday "December’ 21; in Furst
Hall.. A number 6f emiinent schula(r and
kremlinologists were scheduled to ‘speak
on Vvarious: aspects’ of the phght of Jews, | slmlzach to relate h!s shatterir X

Armeneans, Baptists, . " énces and. to’ ask " American Jewry. “to
gether with other nationalitiés ‘and re- niake noise.” He met /z rabbi who lost’
inthe Soviet Union. The speaL- _ hi ition in a oo

g L

er and. child being literally-
out df a synagogue because of
. Minorities Resedrch, a group of schol-.  a_Soviet law forbidding those who had

Who podl, pubhsk and comment-on - ot vef served imthe afmy to join-groups -
ihformation " coming from Russm and of public wership. He conclu@egr _that
her satelhtes “in_view_of the grave situation_ the...-§
Amenwn‘Conference should not merely -
" have meetings. ta “re-educate the lead-
er_sb.lp” -but, sathep &6 should devote:

tidns - on beha.lf of its Soviet: Jewish )
Bréditen. Mr. Prager claimed that the
delegatés were “already aware of the anti-

iVormer ﬁome of :anaha'U-Madah N

s i,mg 0 you at s time, but 1

~hey" sheuld, :
to.alleviate the situationy

_There was'a unanimious gz
on the part. of both tbe S|

will never become like Harva
“the divinity school will-
_ good.-But F'm’ afraid we won
\ to Joke about YU’§Isee,ul

adxecteﬁ?ctontheSoret St . o
governmen}’s rpohcy towards her ]Zws - which ' these activities might be carried
and that protest of existing discrimiina- © Cor ‘When delegates voiced their desire .
: tion’ sérves to.prevent: an -extension -of to have the Conference earmark 4 bid-
the ariti-Jewish policies. It vias pointed 50 “?‘ s activities and to set up able
- out_that recently a new-voice has been =

to——that is; a i
slnva wherem Torah. ideals and values.:

the cry-i of the Soviet. ]ew for hlmself
_ After repeated sal of his request for on. the g i iy B , -
- permission--to- Israel, Boris] s - i : e it hs menisim; I wonder how many wete hurt
ghubievsky- wrote  letter defendmg his . \ to.yead ‘the new Veshiva College cata-:
= -~ logue refer to RIETS credit as “other
institutions” and. the statement abouit.
) admtssmn o Veshiva College regsrdloss,
live. in- the Ukraine, . CWISE i -of race, creed of rehgnon I was deeply»
ian to live in Russid, - : DA SREENST T S 5 sher

~at ‘Radin 27 wou]d réact. now. I:ha
‘no-doubts ai\a]l “chas vecholiloh, as
ur motwes bemg TShem She

Jewish: tradmons While man

rat Skabbat or i bemg able Yo en
force: halakhah i “igderally” financy

“After. the/emment s lars concluded,
el ma\foschnz, a Y:d‘dsh singet who-.

heliy préssure Federation de

‘egates 1o aid Jewish: educa ion,
; ity from " JT
s‘ Tufts,ﬁiia £iy a,n

ey¢s, she,. read a letter from a fnerxd
ho - has }Jeen trying to get permission™
to-go-to Israel for four years-and Hay Jewx
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L RIETS Transfer Credit

federal aid. But are these merely changes on '

paper? Can we be so schrophrenic as to rep-

resent ourselves in ene -way to"the outside |

world, while remaining inwardly true?

The. religious atmosphere at Yeshiva -is-
worse now than it has been in a number of
years. As any Dormitory counselor will attest
to, there Is a lack of enforcement of Mmy:m
attendance; there 5w Iax atrtade t
obsertmnce of ceyptain_basic Mitzvot; one is
no longer surprlsed whent one sees students in

" the halls of the:dormitory without yarmulkas.
But should one be surprised? Aren’t these
- students just following the new catalog which
has been plormulgated from on high? Where

are any of the above items writt€i Uﬁ—Tﬂey

are not even in the dormitory regulations. . _|
‘We recently met with a concerned adminis-
trator who told us to continue to criticize con-
structively and influence students. We readily
accept our responsibi]ity. Howevér, we cannot
ﬁglction in a vacuum; we cannot.work in an
atmosphere where the actions {or the inac-
tivity) of the administration defeat our pur-
pose. )
We hereby serve notice that e will not
suffice ourselves. with mere editorial words in
the future. The time has come for a total
reevaluation of the present trend of decisions
and indecision; a total reevaluation of the
system of priorities; a definitive statement of
purposes and ideals.”"We will not sit idly by
while Joseph is sotd for a pair of shoes.

At the Wiiting of this editorial, the RIETS
transfer credit proposal lies in-the hands of
a senate committee. We firmly believe that

#Theé‘hallenges
1 Ahead

- by MICHAEL SHMIDMAN ~
er of recent developmenls both within and outside,
of Y . have Tightighted thrcrrt:cal——ﬂaﬂfe»efwseveml»
troubling situations. In most cases, there is some. rooin fop
optimism; in every ease, the coming decade may well prove to

be an ultimate fest of survival. OQur: own cognizange of and -

response to these dést could helix to shape the course‘/
of things to come.

The most distressing developments concern the relatmnsmps
between Israel and her "élhes ». The last. remainifig “Exiropean
friends hai/e by ‘this time exchanged their moral commiitments
for Arab dil, and new, most ominously, the never over-friendly
United States is a,pparemly depositing its conscience at Chase
Manhattan, and joining the oil paity (undgubtedly to the
great delight of Sen. Fullbright and the State Department). .

The discouraging U.S. policy statements, the apparen&-suc-
cess of pro-Arab bank and oil lobbies, and Israel’s own increas-
ing concern and anger, all combine to produce a rather empty
feeling of helplessness; what indeed will Israel—and we vyr-
selves— do, when our best “ally” has literally sold TEowt? -

Against thrs\depressmg background of events, it is dlfncult
to discern many promising developments, regardmg Tsrael. Yet

. perhaps just.because off the bleakness of the situation, certain
recent events at YU—in their own relatively small. ways—take
on added urgency and significance.

The lesson inherent in the latest U.S. actions is clear (a8
it was in June ’67 and so often in the past) Tsrael can depend
ultimately only on its own people-—the world Jewish com-
munity. Thus, it is gratifying, in its own smiall degree, to fimd
the enthusiastic interest in and solidarity with Fsraet which

“exists among the overwhel majority of the _student hody
at YU—an interest which has recently taken the tangible form_
of an expanded movement, spearheaded by the newly-estab-
* lished Aliyah club and a.lwa?ys championed by this paper, agis

Yeshiva (?) University
_ . . the English newspaper Hameuvaser is
issued by other schools at the Main Center.”

intensive study of Talmud certainly meTits
appropriate credit towards a B.A., and most
importantly, -transfer credit would provide

_.urgently needed time for learning Torah—

YC catalog (1969-70)"

tating—for-greater_interaction with Ysrael, particularly in_the
context -of officially-sponsored stndy programs. Surely it is
not possible that, in the face of the present grave circumstances,
‘the Administration can stiff fail to act toward these goals
{as’it has appérently not acted in regard to the Israel Kollel

supposedly the centfal clément i the ¥tF

project, may it rest 1 peace). The administratiom nrist—be—

Since the beginning of this year, a credbil-
xtywa'p tas Wtdcmzd -at~ Wbetweemthﬁsm

dents and the admmlstratnon We were told

facul’ty—'admini?trauon coop'eranon, that we
“would be ¢ tted and our opinions would
be uexghed
which affect the school. It is true that there
shas been an_increase of such cooperation
garding a number of mundane “decisions

impogtant decisions have o be reached which
e entire purpos?'ii’ncf dealt of the

resented wuhv{{\lt aC(_Ompll Such has been
case in-th¥eg areas: the changing of the
of the-degkees at Stern {from. BRE to
BS)V\he separation of RIETS from the Uni-

ve\m -and the new college catalog. which '
blaman y expresses this separauon and its con--
. sequ \s\es -]

RI& S\Is n’UWreferred to a8 “other instiew
‘tions” (p, 6D Bible is now part.of the fortign
language-fequiment (p. 22) ; the follaw_ing;
statvemem‘(;qm g old catalog (p. 27) is niot
found in, the new ‘Salog: “No student may”
attend YO, uiiTess Fre i imultaneously. attend-

ing ore of\the followingy RIETS, EMC, or

JSS.” Finally; the purp Yeshiva isino
“longer to” proyide “ h?  knowledge of
ral cutlardl” which was to be

}cwlsh and ‘ge! I
~adccomplished by “receids

s " vthe kberal arts and science

. ... onsly pursuing tudles in

B crrhture ta

“the valucs ‘of Iu‘ visin §

L levance: to the ge

. arrives at by, in addXi

<~ catiol; “intensive.ag

’ in the Hebrew and A

_Dew ‘eatalog) .

We are told &hqt these ¢h

on paper to Ifsiite ot

an education in
while simultane-
wish religion and

ather. that.

decisions which affect us.and __cant step -

within the framework of the Senate; yet when ¥

Heled- by students o
swe—avefefrin —the- <ark -and—Year program, ediforialized for its expahsion

B 3

experience.
~The- arguments favoring- the proposal are
numerous, and should be evident to all those
view_the proposal, .as submitted by
SOY. We urge the senate to immediately im-
plement this proposal. as a small but signifi-

ant. ste ward the reinstitution of Torah
to its proper. primary position. B

The 5-Year Program

Over the past several years, Hameuvaser has

=pablished -a¥t _the five

cen and urged the student body =
sider entering the program, We were therefore
encouraged: to learn - that the Senate_is con-.
siaering the question of the adoption of the
five year program as permanent school-wide

policy. There are, to bé sure, quite valid '
- reasons for discounting turning Yeshiva into a

five year college, not the least of which are the
financial burden this would-ptace on the Uni-
versity and the students and the possibility
f 2 sharp drop iy Yeshiva Cottege entotimert.
Nevertheless, the benefits of the program are
certainly. great enough to warrant considera-
-tion. If there are sotutions to YU'’s problems,
they will certainly not be found by generally’
1gn0rmg the whole issue.

.. Wg therefore call upon the administration
and” Sepate.to comprehensively review the
deficiencies of the preésent situation, and to
explore all possible alternatives. Toward this
end the Student Council Committee on Aca-

—demic Affairs-and-Hameévaser -will-conduet-a-

- survey of the student body durmg the first two
weeks of the spring term on their attitudes
toward the five year. program and its institu-
tion -as sehool-wide. policy at Yeshiva College.

We' utge students to familiarize themselves -

with. the regulations of the five year program
and to thmk serlously about the advisability

- —vive- 1herchal-lenge_of

made aware of {he vital | fnportance of mcreased,  closer Tes

to Israel. Everyone of coutsé recognizes the necessity of prayes
and protést fot the welfare and security of Israel; but we
must also contribute our energies, - talem.s minds and bodies,-
as much as 1s possibie, 16
of the Medinah. 5
Recent changes of events coticerning -phight ¢ o_f“ Spviet
Jewry also command our auenmm Tsrdel’s recent. declaratlon
burying the policy of “quiet falks and quiet diplomacy”
favor of concerted, strong international action, has lent new
importance to the protest activities of otherwise little known
_{and sometimes even opposed) movements such as $5SJ. The
hope persists-that through the combined efforts of the couras
geous Soviet Jews and ad outraged and putspokemntern&ﬂaﬂal
mﬁmmm n—the
form. of emigration—may beé produced. To this. end, every.
™ Jewish student may contribute through participation in_public
demonsfrations, afid volunteer work in” orgasiizations--suchas
SSSJ. We are told that this is a.peried of eritical change in
Soviet policy—for better ot for wdtse (as in Leningrad- on

Simchat Torah). Our unfallmg protests may be the determm-
ing factor,

Addisg o the depressnenf and sense of crisis 35, of course; . -

our own YU. Just several weeks ago, one. could eagerly antici-
pate discussion and action on issues vital to the preservation
of the essénce of ¥U:-the-primaey-of Torah. Improvement o

the Jewish Studies program, adoption of the RIETS. transfer
prppesal, and re-evaluation of the present 4-year .structure

-of thie college were all to be acted upon by the senate. Instead, ~
we have seen little d15cussnon Iess ‘getion, many. eommlttees,u

and in the meantime, the issuance of trange new catalog
. describing a virtually completély secular ifstitution -(se¢ edi-
»tonal), and the termination -of the granfing of BREs and
BHL’s by Stern and EMC, One administrator warns of . the
danger of becoming a “Bible-belt” i pstitution, an astonishing:
assertion to- those of us still seeki vainly for gven a syn~
thesis of Torah-U-Madah. S o
~Some encouraging signs; +do-eitst M dents

‘have finally reacted against an aﬁvays but now more rapidly,

detenoratmg situation. Responsxble student groups are forming

to investigate thoroughly. the present cnéis, and to recommend
new proposals and’ demands, hopefully to be _backed by: the
student body.

Israel, Soviet Jewry, YU--all ate vital areas facing™ critical
penods‘ and alt are in) desperate need of our asslstance to sur-

ment of
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The Role Of The Yesluva Sfudeni

In the prevz{ous article X pointed out -
@ fund distinction -be

“produeﬂvaiy in these areas than the

the
__pducational experience of thie traditional

-hoboit who has the obhgahgm
of baﬂness and family? It is impossi-

.yeshiva and te contemporary college.
- While the former has as ifs ideal a tem-
porary. physical (though not . intellec-
tual) detachment from normal participa-
tion 'in ‘society, the latt& has come to.
regard full fledged involvement in’ the

" problems of society as essenti:'d for the

“true pollege experience.” This current
fransition” in - America’s academic com-

" munity represents to me a-true advance

Ble for me 1o give answers fo ony
-of, theserissues individually for a rea-
son” ‘which will soon hecome evxden!,
it witl p two basic app!

‘es o this prdblem—the student activ-
upprouch and the ben-Torah ap-
prpach.

The studem a,ctmst. approach, whlch
mgy also be called-the-kal vachomer
pach, guns as follows

De\nons(tanon for Soviet Jewry

dn hberaj education. Our ‘educators and
.wore important our youth have finally

come to the realization that under the -

so~called” “ivory tower” system, iutel-
Jec&ual development can and has in the
“past been divorced from the- moral de-
welopment of the individual. Newer-
theless, they have a long way 10" go
Pbefore the intellectual and the moral
ome as_inseparable as fhey are for

ymzt hashem.”
Within this idedt view of the ye-
shiva experience, there remain nev-

ligious students with a restricted aware-
ness and limited backround in Yakadut
give of their time to Jewish causes, then
the “veshiva -student whose appreciation
- and dedication is so much greater should
certainly be out there in all these pro-
tests and rallies and, of course, in the
Satute to Israel Parade. Implicit in this
-argament is the belief that all the roskei-
hayeskhive and the yesh;va students who

devote the overwheh of

léarning, ‘and there can be no learning

by JACK wm.nsu

weighed against the value of the individ-

‘without-the yeshiva. For those skeptical .~ %ial’'s time in yeshiva. Here agai arise

aboutfinal causes, it should nevert,hei&s

~—heclear fromr wstudyof-

that since the destruction of the Temple

. and the establishment of the Se#hedrin .

at Yavrieh, the yeshivot of each genera-
tion Yave been the central efficient cause
of .the survival of the Jewish heritage.
‘Thus to maintain’ that the Jewish stu-
dent activist who has never missed a
protest rally contributes more to 47al
yisrael than the yeshiva student who
devotes the best years of his life to
learning is at the very least an absurdity.
Asking  yeshiva students to leave their
learnipg to participate in, political or
*social ‘activism is- loosely analogous to
asking a team of cancer researchers to
do, routine medical work in a health
clinic. Neither can ‘be logically con-
doned under normal circumstances
one tequu-e that the cancer research-
er do routine clinical_work? Clearly,
only in extreme situations, such as
epidemic conditions in which his pres-
ence or absence could. mean the dif-
ference between life and death, can
one ‘justly condone and demand his
‘service. “in- more-practical hmm, m-
ferruption of the y
mha—cous;de.zed_nnly‘fﬂ special__
_eowses whose success ot failure could
depend. solely on the active partici-
pation of the ‘yeshiva commuhity;
_only in the et laasot situation. One
example of such et laasot was the
“issue of forced aufopsies in lIsrael,
and the yeshive communities both
here and in Israel recognized it as
such. Certainly the problem of reach-

dxfﬂcwll -questions, for whose time is

hat-of 2 kollel student.
gomg through a Rav Chaim or that of
the JSS-student first learmng a mishnatk
in Berachot? Whose years in yeshiva are
more “important—those of the semicha
student who must be a “specialist” in
his field, or those of the pre-med or pre-
law student whose time for learning will
be very limited after he leaves the
yeshiva? Clearly these are decisions to
be made by the individual in consulta~
tion with a rebbe who knows him wel,
‘Only after such serious deliberation can
the den Torek reach an adequate soiu—
tion.

It should be noted that T have not
mentioned m this discussion the more
far- reachma areas of the Vietnanr War
and social injustice. This is not to say
that the moial responsibility involved
in these issues is any less serious or
pressing. It is rather my opinicn that
the “successful resolution of such mo-
mentous problems can never ultimately
depend on the involvement of the ve-
shiva community, and hencg they do not
constitute such an et laasotF 1 may add,
hawever, that in terms of the American
college community at large, resolution of
.-these issués could very well be con-
tmgent on the student pamcxp&uon But
at this point the considerations of the
veshiva student must necessarily differ
irom those of the college student if the
“primacy of-Porah” is to have any mean-
ing. It is precisely this point that I have
tried to emphasize: that the yeshiva
student must have a set of values and
priorities different from that of an or-

or insensitive to the needs of the Jewish
community. outside of their own four
walls. What makes this approach so

oy pee Jowish_youth 15
also such an |ssue Concerns such as
Soviet Jewry, aliych, and some
areas of Middle East polmcs may

ertheless, serious practical quﬁfoﬂs

which |_om sure-to_have-raised in

““#he minds of many. What about non-
-yoligious Jewish youth, Middle Eost
*pofitics, and the abundance of prob-
fems which face American and world
- dewry? €an ol our bner hayeshivea -

in totally uni d physically
“in these areas-and reserve action.un-
“after they -have Teft the yeshiva

- ;mdem more free and able to work

{I‘e the Editor:

1 am a graduate of Yeshiva College '
30, B.A., and of the Teacher’s Institute
’60, BRE and Diploma. Presently I
—Opthalmic surgeon with _the

when [ was informed of my orders to
go- toViet. N&_just after 1 ‘hav:iag com-
pleted a four year residency in Op-
thamdlc “Besides the constart threat
to fifé. and ‘bodily harm one cgn en- _
“gounter in this war " zone,’ :he moral

»issue was ~ane 1 had to wrestle w1th‘

“as well. After being here. for ,seyeral

monﬁxs T ‘aye made Certain observa~ .
“__*J;mns._l_‘gi_ﬂg_se found it quite easy.

%0 ra,tionahze my participati Te,

v’umce 1 gm 2 hon-comhatgnt ‘and: have '

“the dity to heal and cure people wher-
er they are. None of- tﬁese young G.L’s

ﬂ:exr necks on the line; the least

mim[eremm—Bf_F
_ciety? 1s not the “unmarried yeshiva  Judaism 15 obse

© tries’

T iG-Were dra{ted ‘here-wanted -t go-fo -
‘war in Viet Nam, They are puttmg

illogical s not merely the faiture tore=

cognize that physical detachment doesn’t .

two apart.
Yastly, I am guite aware that T have

; nlso anter i thiscateg
maiters 10:1: as these

always nigan indiference, as has already

beén pointed out, but rather a-far more
-fundamental misconcéption.

Anyone whe_pays more than ‘Hp—ser-
vice to the “primacy of Torah” is aware
that the veshiva is both the final and
éfficient—cause of the existence: of &'al.
waehodw{t—ls%be final cause sunply

there can e no observance thhout

can dois suppart theo -with the best
medical know-how available to me.
Not only did I come here as a sur-
“geon but aiso a jew, an Orthodox Jew
a5 well. iom in-the United

written in termsof an ideal. One’s mene

digary college student. JT-Should ot B8
a feeting of self-righteousness: fa B

a difference of purpose which sets the

are not as sim pre<ence in RIETS does not make one
out to be and ultimately must be er Tora -

made on an individual basis.

In deciding whether a given situation
demands - bétul torah, veshiva students
must ask themselves whether their per-
-sonal abilities can change the future of
some non-religious youth or perhaps the
{fate pf 2 Jew in R

- msw&s—w_queﬁm%e are anm

impossibility, probabilities must be

LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

service men in Viet Nam at the present
time,. There are only 4 Jewish chap-
lains. I am happy -to say that 2 of the
chaplains "are from Y.U. However,
since- Jewish personnel are few in pro-

,Umf.ed@tates Army in South Wiet Nami Wx quite difirent fTom our
o Tt is needless to say that ¥ was annoyed

“$orefathers’ participation in other armies
-fe. Russtan, Polish, ¢ Thank God
America. remains one of the few coun-

Jewish loyalty to the Uhited States
shauld never he quesnoned- prob-
lem arises when_one feels. that -this Pa‘r-
ticular war. js immo.ral and ugjust. Thus
in.ghe last couple of years Yeshiva®

bility o fuiméil"qhab}aiﬁs for.tbe Army.

e sater- .
aying . &

mqn c.ome “here us a Jew:sh

There are. zgpypmxxmagely 4 1000 lewxsh

in the “world ‘where whulesale -
. -slaughter of Jews_ dld not take place.

" University as well &5 ot'l_ler\Semin.@ries - guxdance

“portion to the rest of the Army, we ate
scattered all over the country. It is
-quite_difficult for so few chaplains to
reach most of the men. The Army is
where people get closer to religion or
further away from it. In a war zone is
where one needs spiritual help and guid-
ance. T fear that fewer chaplaifis will
volunteer for this job. It would be an
absolute disaster to leave these’ young
”Jewxsh ~men alone without, religious

ish Tay leader in the Cen-_
tra] highlands. I conduct weekly’ Shab-
 bat Services, visit all the wounded Jew-
ish personnel, procure Kosher food and
act .as a liason for the G. L in any of |

aplain, ~his Protiems. Jewish lay leaders—are-
) xmportant and serve a useful purpose,.

ussia. Since conclusive

theimt~mn‘mxh does mot mean one-is
learning. The central point that must be
recognized, however, is that if YU is to

be improved it must be seen in terms .

of the “veshiva experience” and not the
“college experience.”

1This is especially triie for am issue sueh

—as the war, on w‘hnch*rhere'is no g-rranmm—y

in the yeshiva world.

However, there is no substitute for a
Jewish chaplain and responsxble Jewish
lay leaders are very few and far be-
tween.

1 appeal to all those people who may
“be'i a position to either go as a chap-
lain, or direct the programs to-send
chaplains, to consider the decision of

voluhtary chaplaincy duty. It is my " -

feeling, being herein the war zone that
the role of a chaplain-here is just.as
important or more so than taking a pul-
pit in Hometown U.S.A. We Jews have
always taken café of our own and we
‘have the- resporisibility and the oppor-

. tunity to brmg thousands of Jewxsh men .

closer- to'our “faith and out heritage.
Those men who came here in the past

" ook Dagk AT It ES

warding 'experience. Shalom
Smcerely,
“ALBERT HORNBLASS, -Maj MC
-.— US Army -
(Leﬂer: continued on page 6)
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\ prospect of exclusion from the govern-

- _broadeasting on Skaebbat.
., 'The Tears we?ﬁ%ed\‘ RowST L
ever, when the returns came in. Labor
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Religious Controversy Marks
Recent Israeli Knesset Electmns Light Of T) raditional ]udalsm

By ElYAKIM KRUMBEIN

During...these periodic _minor grgs
called elections, a society bares its inner
trends. After being long, suppressed by
the politics of the status. quo, nagging
issues surface anéw to spur-debate and
fray tempers. In . the case of Israel’s
seventh K#esset eléctions, religious Jews
were chagrined by what they found.
‘Some of the results of the election were
encouraging, but its aftermath left a
“distinctly bitter taste.

Certain elements of the campaign,
while unpleasant, were familiar repeat
performances Jerusalem’s Neturei Karta
boycotted the election and demonstrated
to that effect. Certain figures attempted

" 'to unite all or some of .the religious

parties their efforts were torpedoed
bnce again.

It was the unpredictable side of the
_election, however, that caused the
most trepidation. It is well-known
that the National Religious Party

* (NRP), the largest of the" religious

factions, depends for its influence
on the need of the party in power
for a compatible coalition-mate. NRP
is an attructive cordidate, -betause
the favors if demands in exchange
for collaboration .are. reluhvel _no-.
minai. -
But now, \IRP was faced with the

ment. The major workers’ factions had
‘combined . into the huge Labor party,
controlling sixty-three of 120 Knesset
seats. If the new party wepe to survive
the election, coalition with NRP or any-
se_would be unnecessary. Even
befur\e the . electron the el 1g10us P!

,mey;table oVt Vrts protests the govern-
ment carrled legislation for eventual
—television b

lost its majority; NRP held fast and
_even gairied a seat. And so, the datiim
were treated to another repeat perform-
emce—they were 'jnvited to present their
terms for participation in the coalition.
-Naturally, on¢ o those terms was the
nullification 4f the govetnment’s. pre-
vious decisior. regarding teleyision on
Shabbat.

% 1,

‘he ordained chiful Shab wllh such
Raste—on “Shabbat - no—-less.
Berenson, however, is only port of
‘the tragedy. There is & much Iurgef
and more citical issye which is at
the heart of the whole affair.

 The television controversy is the
most recent manifestation of the feud
"between' the religious and non-religious
eommunities in Tsrael: This basic breach

in Israeli society had been deceptively -~ -

dormant for a Wwhile, probably because .

of Israel’s preoccupation. with security:

matters. It is indicative of the serigus+.:
ness of the rent that it has b
Yisible even in these times of cri

YUPR

'All of the escentia
. are--during this latest episode.
Fop@neAhmgrxhewmude of many
non-datiim was downright hidéous. One
mbst.bear in mind that Israeli television
is not very s good, and in Tact i§ ofter—
quite cheap. The fact that "Shabbas
television was.feught by the datiim must- —
account alone for the incredible Iestivity
with which the unexpected telecast was
received. Reading some ;
tions of the Frrday nij merry-

conjures up i g& of {rban America’s
reaction to ée repeal of Prohibitien. -

\v'VlI.uUUL ct. ECH g
Golda Meirand ber colleagues sent%'d
1o the Broadcasting Authority to move
its Friday Tight programs, which were
fo begin that week (November 9), to
Friday afternoon. The decision jolted a
large segment of the Tsraeli public, but -
the ultrmate teproof came from the Au-

, which flatly turned down
" the government s request. The Authority
is not legally Bound to government deci-
sions; but its action was unexpected and

__-aggravated the controversy.

~ The morning “of “Bluck Friday”-
brought news that the Authority would
follow - the- government’s: request.. after

all, due-to a protest by twelve members -

of the Authority itself. After Shabbat
set in, however, two enterprising yotng
men knocked on the door of High Court
]ust_rce Zvi Berenson, who was in-the
" process bf Tepairing a short eircuit in his
_horne. They could barely beheve the,
+BAsE-
junction from him, ordeting the/ Au-

thority to televise that night. Bererlson’s -

_injunction’ was formally upheld byrthe
High Court the -following week.
Berenson became o target of severe
criticism. A noted lsraeli academician
“called his injunction an act of anti-
Semitism. He must have known wha'
“he wids TQﬂTng L

—Also; ten the-ease-in
the cof ttroversy was stm'ed by 2 relr-
gldus

C o seibed upon as an example of religious
coercion. NRP failed to communicate,

and its image, which was none t0o glo~

rious to begin w1th suffered another
setback* - -

In the wake of the election, -one-
more doleful note hould be added
"W is frue that we red of re=
ligious Jewry having a.voice in the

. Israeli government for the next four

ears: But- we may. also_rest_assured -
_that for at Jeast four more years, re-

ligious Jewry. will not’ “significantly” —

change its tactics. NRP’s persistence

in the coalition medns mdie repug-

nant- political dealings, and mere
iti agoni aJd

daism to whi:h‘seculur Israelis are
exposed only when it is

kmgv

“Gestalt Psychology In The

By MICHAEI. MHLER

A small body of psychologrcal litera-
_ture exists in which an attempt is made
f to compare Judaism to psychelogical =
_theory. Some of these books try to-show
‘how Judaism compares with one or an-
other psychological approach. In this
‘article, however, the emphasis will be
- reversed. One system of psychological
< ‘thought, ‘the Gestalt “school,” will be .
Judged by Jewxsh standards.

Gestalt psychology~arose in/ Germany
in'the 1920’s under Max Wertheimer and
Kurt Koffka: It was an outgrowth of the
phenomenologxcal school of phrlosophy
which studigd direct experience, ie., the
‘way things appear to be, rather than the
‘ways things are, Gestalt became a reac-
tign- ta” American psychology when bex

\havmrxsm was at its least subtle and
'most popular. “The priest of behaviorism
was ‘John Watson, who believed that

mampulated 'if one understood the sim-
plest physiological units of the human
mechanismr What is meant by lack of
subtlety is that he was a bit too out-
. spoken.and _unable to prove scientifically
all that. he had eclaimed. However,
Watson did stamp psychology as the
science of behavior and this philosophy
- dérinates aimost completely the psy-
chology which is pursued today.

Wertheimer and his students began
studying visual perception, especially
illusions. Their claim was that visual
_phenomena ciild ot beexplained solely
in terms of sensory imput. They would
then demonstrate their point with illu-
.sions which_bebaviorists could not ex-

is consistent with the Gesfnh view us
well. The Seder Tefillah is arremged
~in such-a-weay-that-it-is.an orgonized»
unit, not a random collection of pray-
-ers;, This unit'is-in turn.more efféctive
as a minyon rather. than as a yachid.
The ‘most . important mitzvah is the
study of Torah. At its highest level,
the study of Torah requires a global
frame of reference. Without o broad
overview of Shas, your understanding
of an inyon is limited. This is borne
out when you consider that no Ma-
sechtah, though given a title dealmg
with a specuﬁc area, ever stays in
this one area exclusively for very
long. Thus the entire- structure of Ha-
lakhah is an interconnected unity—
o Gestalt, :

1 What are the moral implicétions of
human behavior could be studied a:ld\/smgz\ a world view? A behaviorist views

Wian as a machine, to be-predicted and
controlled “by manipylation. of reward
and punishment. Thus man’s behavior
is predetermined by hismechanical make-
up, with the scientist-controller in a
deified role. In & country where the in-
dividual effort is glorified, behavjorism
fits in well. Gestalt, on the other *hand,
questions both the methodology and the
goals of the behaviorist.Io-Goldstein’s
theory of personality, man is under-
stood as a unit:-Whatever affects part of
a person affects the whole person. Gold-
stein did not attempt controlted experi-
ents in the manner of the behaviorist
clinician. The most important Zoncept
he outlined was that man had a single
purpose in life, stnvmg to live up to his

plain. Lai €ran, t-Gotdsteinr

oif-

e ples to duestions of person- act;ah;a{mn
ﬁ"rt’yﬁe —_— o :
TTAs Jews; ~we- %ehew &aLMLas
Grven that this is a very sketchy hrs-
t t
e credted ih the image of God. We see that

the purpose here is to examine the under-
“tying-assumptions of Gestalt principles,
-their implications to man, and.to test
these results m the light of ]udaxsm -

Gestalt psychology is the study Bf or-
-ganizational units. Its central Jaw dtates
that the whole is g-reater thati the' sum

four stralght lines because the brain
tends to organize information rather than
process” each’ pﬁenmnensrr
The, obvious reason for
crease -the amount of inior
can be processed in a peride
- _The corrolary to this law is t s\tudy the
processes of organization. If the smallest”
units are studied, in effect you are deal-
__ing with preprocessed information. Stich
a study is irrelevant to man’s.actual be-
havior because man lives in an inter-
dependent, interacting,* and organized
-~ world, When a behaviorist studies under .
supposediy_controlled conditions in a
_laboratory, anything he mal __amve at
will have serious -shortcomings in éx-
plaining man’s betiavior  in “the real’

is to in-

world.

On many levels, Judaism reflects -

-rules down their: ‘throats,
ph like the-tel

aoffair are

_ap_ins to be ‘avoided, and .if there is o be .

the on the whol¢. Am Yis-

* fuﬁl\mﬁ, rael is “an m'erdependent nit which

"cannot survive as a ‘group.of indi-

any hope of easing . ihe smmhon in
-1 I, a broad edi
cial front must be opened.’
A shift in emphasis is clearly needed.
The datitm are heavy-handed-where ac-.
tion is most damaging, but tongue-tied
where communication is-most . vital—
and mere political maneuvering is not .

; goingto make-the difference.

and so- °

Lazeh. Similarly, i

hedrin), “he who/#
of one man _is as/

stroyed the. world,
one man is as
the entire world * Fhis adds the point
that the; group it dependent upon the
individual as as the individual

viduals. Thus Kol Ylfael A

kes/the iife

#xon that _
of “time.

is sl leJ“(Sé'h-u

" to chance, but to a definite infliienc by

something . more than a machine, or as
the- Gestaltists .would . say, a man._is
greater than™the sum of his parts. Only
such a man can/ever tisé above his en-
qment to goals higher than pleasure

things the world stands; Torah ,-Avodah,
and-Gemilut Chasadim,”_apd “On three
things the world exists; Emres, n, and
_Shalom.” The first Staterient deals Bain
Adam LaMakom, the second with Bain
Adam Lachevairo. The authority of G-d

is established first (omed) in the world. .

Once this authority is . accepted, the
- wotld can exist (keyom) on-a rational,
cooperative. basis.”Suchi“an_environment
enhances inturn-man’s reIatmnshrp to
G-d, and 50 on in a ‘continuous- inter~
_action, Our ¢dncept of Tzedekak is not
what is noble o do, but What is Ton]y

odor==—=

1t-appears gene:ally that: the ,GE,,SEQR
outlook stems-from a wotld view similat
to basic Jewish ideals, and opposéd”to’
the view espoused by the more estab-
~ lished behaviorist school. The moral sys-

tem implied by- Gestalt -potentially ~is .

consonant with ]ewish Hashkafa}t as

el Tt
that an inordinate number of | Gestalt-
psychologlsts were ]ew15h One could

traditional Jewish concepts. Gestalt to:
.day carties on promisingly, but virtually
. unnoticed._ Its. work deserves’ mcreased'

on inféraction

mterest

indi ip.. i Amt (B
18) we . have two statement (I

—the-Divine—spark-in_ man makes him

e
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LITERARY EDITOR "

U .‘,"In«s,e‘?‘r"’h\"bf Th‘;’"

American Jew
- [

. (Epttow’s Nere: Tkis is the first in a
. ‘seriés of articles explormg the Jewz.rh
I htemrym;nds-a}

Someone has recently commented t.hat
- in’this decade.only_cooKbooks and mid-
dlebrow" pornography apparently sell
better than Jewish books. While the
statistical validity of this statement is
opén to question, there is no doubt that
“the 60’s have heen years of tremendous.
prolifiration of Jewish books:in America.
1t should-be-understood, however, that

- Jewish books means works about Juda-
ism, the Jewish people, and’ Jemsh His-
tory In many cases, promment “Jewish
writers have emerged, but non-Jews have -
alsa_ written ‘Jewnsh books’ during the
sixties. -

It is impossible to generahze abtyut
such a hiige amount of hterature in
terms of -general topics; ever, it can
be .said that most of the books about - -
Judaism in Amerig have “probed ke
questnon, “What characterizes the Apét- -
ican Jew?” The question of deﬁm who
is a Jew is et dealt with tensively,
but there have been innumerable at-
-tempts to cha:actenze the typical- Amez-

ican Jewry; rather an examination: of
‘some of the more: important enes ‘will
. shed light on the understandmg cf mapy
Tothers.
“The most obvious' uﬂemp's to de-
scribe 'the™ Aierican Jew are made
in those books .of non-ficfion which
déal with American Jewry. Twa such.
books are, ““The Passiondte People”
by. Roger Kahn, and “The Ameri¢an
Jew: Portrait of a Split-personality”’
by James Yaffe (Random House 1968).

- proached from many aspects—the novel
has assumed an important role the his-

ith”
8:00—9:30 a.m., channel 7. Yeshiva Unive

place, “and there
fiction  studies
Ameérican Jewty, and the” me;zfn
One could further subdivide
approaches that hdve bee “takén
apgut Ra 15 boo)
immigrants and
about Amencan - Je
- pre-war -Eyrope. Ther

In separate wa f these books
-aten describe the forces which
have influenced the behavior of the
-American-Jew, the philosophy of con-

al out
-becks
lmoks about

“Great Books and Tdeas in Jewish’ History
.- Eor_Thon Art

aker, Dr. Leo Landman, and Dr. Sidney B. Hoemg

temporary Ambruc@m&%&%@wpﬂ}; which must
fure holds for American Jewry.  be pondered in reading al

PR
group of people cféscn{)ed interms of
their sexual behavior. thle\\Ponnoy
certainly seems to have developed mary

ﬂua{»eemplexes— “awkward
to- represént the generation qf the Holo-
caust asa generatu)n of sexubl deviates!
By this time it is obvious that Roger
Kahn certainly- did not give an accurate
Ppicture of what the Jewish people is like
in America, anid certainly, not what has
. caused the contemporary Jew to live in
the manner he does. This bosk seems

dlstmd in a two-part program on/
day, Jappary 11)

'to have been written with dn appeal t
the mass of Jews and non-Jews as well,
for it does nbt in any way represent a
serious at(empt to explore the Artﬁéncan

e crxbem es—ter

A

American ]’ews Is every “book which
ib 1.

and

trady—a

'by HAROI.D HOROWITZ -

)

Tife in terms of education, State of Israe]
the branches of Judaism, and other areas
of Jewish life! Although he frequently
misanderstanids Jewish law, such as says”
ing that the Torah is read daily in the
synagogue, one must probe deeper to
try:to understand the message that Mr,
Yaffe is conveying to his reader. He feels
that the American Jew is basically a

ssplit-personality, on the one hand cling-

ing to Judaismi in whatever form con-
venient .te him, and on the other hand
attempting to assimilate completely into?
the American Christian way of life, ve-
taining only the universal Judeo-Chrise
stian ideals. The culmination of this feel-
ing is expressed by Yaffe in the final
chapter entitled
says that so long ag*Judaism’s “universal
ethical values” are preserved, there is
no real justification for the survival of
Judaism. He goes on to say that he
desires the vouhg Jews today to continue
o intermarry and he hopes that in the
future they will move toward a synthesis
of Judaism and Christianity! Shocking
as this sounds, this book has been widely
accepted as an authoritative source de-
scribing American Jews and their future,
Lucy Davidowicz, in expressing her dis-
may at Yaife (Commentary, December
1968), savs that Yaffe's book is ground-
ed in ignorance and self-hate. She goes
on 1o say that his philosophy is a syfi-
thetic product created to give his book
significance. Indeed then, whefi disciss:
ing ‘significant’ Jewish books,‘ the in-
telligent reader must realize that many
\ assimilated Jewish writers undertake
-\ monumental - value judgements and ex-

sophles witheut a true understanding

retess Amon,

traits are a sense of charity, goodness,

normal sexual bel;gvmr of many Jews,
particularly - victims ‘of” the -Holocaust,
This point struck me as being particular-

ly strange in that I kave never seen this

AD HOC COMMITTEE PEANS PROGRAM.

} ued_from. page 1)
phrase “Jewish’ Education,”
cominittee fight? What and-whe-are the
- Jewish youth erganizations in the New
Vork aréa (with whem and for which

. they would be working)?

To resolve these problems the com-
mittee. began an _orientation  campaign.
Members talked to prominent —figures——-
on the Jéwish educational scene in an
effort. to cull from the vanou-s,,wews

patnots has lent added aciiteness to the
~the— nd- -

has brought othér,probler into focus.
.One problem which had originally trou-
bled the YU-committee was the question
of the integrity of student groups on the
~~general coordinating committee. How
many. groups are mvolved in the move-

ment as a tqo} to be manipu]at_e_d for
their own “cause”? These questions are

func on knowledgeably.  fhing be=
~camé-clearas—the—enquiry went op: tﬂuggam unresolved.
_.Yeshiva  students are .either oblivious
-t }gnoranb or:corifused about -most of
‘what happens in the Jewish community.”
The - investigation. proved a joltitig ex-
perience: for some compmittee members.
The awakening to existing student
groups was especw,]ly stinging, - since

* solutions to other problems are becloud-
“éd-dnd “the” general student committee

The questions of “how” and.“for what”
to fight Federation .aré subjects of in-
* ternal- debate among the diiferegt

- 4 sedly our peers. Gradual- ~ ‘groups. - . N
’ 1y, however, the. AHCJE (A 0C ‘BTT:’FSTSTE‘

~ tendency has emerged from the talks

Tt seems that the original cause ground
Whlch “Boston” -centered, Jewish edu-
P cation in general:terms, has been pushed '
Jewish. Liberation Project, and others.:”  aside. Rebigious education as it is com=
While this is a step in the direction-of . monly understood will not be one of-
solving oné ‘problem, at ‘the same-time— .the causes for which the student groups

Comsmittee for Jewish Educat)on) has-
becomé familiar with new on-compus-’
‘and oﬁ-campus Jewish youth proyects
such “dg-]

—tﬁis_grmngﬁamﬂmﬁrweh—eur—com—‘__mﬂm Here thejLU contingent is.

J/y{wsh charactenstxcs s which he never- - vk
these Jewish __ty of Jews but is appealing to the reader

because of jts colorful and ¥ W de _TCT

- and- modesty.-He -also_explores the ab- -

g be-— -lesitigrseme of -their strength-now, but

suffers from a fuzzy sense'of purpose. °

to portray American Jews; or is it
“merely a-werk-which describes 3 minori-

_tions of somejewzsh trafisy T
James Yaffe, in “The American Jews,”
“makes an -attempt at-a more serious
analysis of American Jewry. He analyzes
the ,major aspects of American Jewish

in $trong- disagreement with the com:
——mittee.. In).ts_uﬂv_sgch Josﬁlon 1s

“us.  tantamiount 10"

the face of ultimate values (Zorek et
ha-tkar veocheiz betakfel). To this the
student groups reply that it is not their
role to represent the whole Jewish com-
. munity, nor can they, practically, accept
such a role. They can only open the
T dobr and show- the-wayfor others. But
no matter how cogent their practical
argument i, the YU group cannot dispel
[its_feelings of commitment to the edu-
cation causé in general. L

Because of these unaer‘l?rug—p“mbtems— ~—~This--disagreement is—inevitable. It

-seems- to point out the essential differ-
ences, the inherent rifts, which exist be-
tween YU and the rest of“the groups.
The AHCJE must work separately for
those causes which the ‘general :com-
“nittee rejects. Accordingly it is investi-
gatmg possibilities of working with re-
jzations to —fu‘rtbgl@g{ous
- education, However, at the same time,
it is making every effort to-continue
joint effoits with the movement wherever
pdssible;. Somehow orthodox groupstare -
-always attracted to sepatatism;-the YU -
committee is trying to overcome this
withdrawal syndrome.
A second major. outgrowth of the

person, one should not be tempted to
_accept any opinion set forth-asa know-
ledgeable one and certainly "not “as a

“Dying?”, in which he _ _

f ile one is prone to yield
ious-effort  the right of opinjon. to any Mtelligent

“valid philosophy: Perhaps-many-of-the—— ..

wnter%ef» Jewish literature in Amenca
are describing their own sﬁuatmn ander
the guise of an ‘American Jew’. Certam!y
the search for the American Jew must
follow the discovery of ]udalsml

“Boston etpenence is & program being
starte,d by the committee to contact Jew-
— ish” students. on_other. City Campuse
The program is not motivated by any
missionary hopes, but rather from the
realization that YU is terribly isalated
from all other Jewish students. This afi-
enation is more than physical or geo-
graphical; it is also personal. The group
_Is trying to bridge the gap by opening

.
up opportunities for VU studemts to-

meet other students and to get involved
in student activities. So far, some YU

students have “attended two Shebbato~ ——

nim g£ \){U (d
baton is in the
This is only a start of what hopefully

will become a large; multifsrious pro-

town), and a- Shab-

gram. At the moment things look prom=""

. ising. )
All in all, the AHCJE has taken
_ stands and steps on a number of fronts

never dealt with before by YU students. _

“THéy are hot assured- “sueeess—n—their
endeavors;-but - in their “recognition of
their obligations tdwJewish life as reli-
giously coneerned students.and in their
attempts to fulfill their obligations, th
have, perhaps, achieved a hew maiun
-and perhapsM
-their religious personalities.

¥
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Vletnam-The Morql lmperatlve

By SHALOM CARMY

Is it possible not to protest the prose~

¢ cution of the current undeclared war in
Vietnam? Can one’ justify silence in
confronting a futile bloodbath, a tunnel

of death with darkness and death wait- '
ing at the other end? This question dogs”

xot concern the performance’ of lethal
actions on the battlefield; it agitates
the civitian on the
home front, includ-
ing the 4-D at his
Gemarah {(hopeful-
1y!) and the student
at his' typewriter.
Are we obligated to -
~join in a Moral Pro-
test?

To begin with, we
must define two
mecessary factors that must be present
in any Maral Protest, by its very nature:
(1) “Protest” assumes that something
is gravely wrong. (2) “Moral” implies
that the protest involves the procla-
mation of ethical norms.

it is difficult to;
thing is rotten.
public of South nem. The defeat
of Communismy/in thaf country would
be a truly Pyichic victory, involving
as it would, Ps virtually complete
destruction. The subject being de-
bated is how the United States should
extricate itself from the present im-
passe. Protestors on mordl grounds
are not nécessaily so arrogant as to
-claim greater experfise in foreign
offairs than -the oadministration;
rather they wish to ensure the prima-
cy of moral considerations in the set-
tlement of the situation. In protesting,
.ihey are suggesfing That goveramen
are not sufficiently informed

—
iF some-
Demaocratic Re~

by the basic tenefs of moralf y
-hammering home these ideas, by por-
fend to give the moral i 1ssue ﬂs right-
Fulimpe i poticy o

Shalom Carmy =~

nizant of moral absolutes, and is in no
need of reminders from political -laye
‘men. After all; does not the President
himself rmgt_ﬂ_arbﬂeuthe ministra~

tions of Dr, William ¥. Graham, Efic i

‘Hoffer, Pr. Norman Vincent (*“Positive-
thinking”). Peale, Louis Finkelstefn, and
a host of other clerical luminaries and’
sages? Unfortunately, Mr. Nixon’s

weekday- words tend to belie his sincere\’

and simultaneous devotion to Christian
and Jewish ritual {cf. Napoleon’s Egyp-"
tian expedition). For few religions mo-
ralists would uphold the saving of face
at the loss of lives. Fewer -would_fail
to find dangerous and suful gride i
<fhEboast, more appropsiate from the -
mouth of ‘2 pugilist, Bat “I shall oot
be the first President to lose a war?”’
Thus, one is led to suspect that the voice
of religious humanism has been muted
or ignored in the corridors of power; it
should be sheard.

Offhand This ‘would_mean to setth
the question. Yét one might object that
other considerations bid us remain si-
lent; to-employ the termindogy of
Kar] Jaspers maral mpmauves may

folowing arguments ‘have been nstﬂﬂ'y

citi a virtue 1 by Che-
2ai, precludes the possibility of protest,
however justified. (b) One must act .
w1th an eye to the welfare of Judaism,
even to the neglect of what we recog-
nize to be universal efhical' values.
{¢) For several assorted reasoms, con-
cern for'the Vietnam situation simply
is not worth the while of the Jew Hving _
In the American Ulaspora

rgised in this connectioh: {2) Goed . :

in mothballs, It is zmpasstble ‘that we
not make this. clear, at least w.u,hm our'
Oown community.

n_favor of
Jewish silonce on Vietnam poinfs to
the risks_we are taking in terms of
Jowish survival. The danger of-a
“stab in the back’’ campuaign, calcy-
Tated to boluar Ihe hruued og0 of
the previously
is a real one. Even move dulling is
the threat of reprisalé againstdggosl,
W Jows here-fail fo toe the Pentagon
line. Should we therefore, reluctantly,

become Amen-sayers for those -in

power, in order to peserve our own

skins?

Rabbi Walter_S. Wurzburger recently
~.put_his finger on the erux of this piob-

imagine some_direct.and essentlal gain
- from a policy of radical obsequlousness,
but this is an exceedingly tenuous inter+
pretatlon—hardly worth the price of

ope’s spnruual integrity. More validly,

ontend that certain protest
activjties be curtajled for pragmatic rea<
-sons perhaps even to the point of limiting
our activities outsxde “the Jewish com-
munity. Howéver, this would still not
free us from the responsibility to seek
the most efficacious mode of protest.

the miscel
silent, & p

red-

one ‘is that American society is so

corrupt that # is incorrigible. This is

both on exoggeration and a vari-

\\\

ation on the “psik resha’” argument
(see #nder Aa)). It ignores the fact:
that there are mduvlduals, even on

lem when he statﬁd that “to be unduiy

ed us lo “Seek the peace of the city
—which—you—dwell:“4s—it-heretical
:osuggesuhdi preventing bisodshed
this mluncﬂon? in ﬂ\e United

At -this-peint,-ene-might .object. that .

the “Establishment” is very much cog-

Leﬂers |

.. (Continued from_ page 3)
To the Editor:
~On Monday and

~—F-have & e}a&m;%mAlQleﬁM

{rom 6:30 to 7:45. It seems that thisi§™~

also the room in which the Rav lectures -

[to the Rabbinical Council of Americal
every few weeks. As far as I know, the
lectures are scheduled for 7:45, the
fime at which our class ends. However,
-many of those attending the lectures
-deemzt necessary to come/in much be-
fore the scheduled time, to drop off their
——toats and-books—They-seem-to-have no—
concern for the fact that there is a
——class_in session,
Usually we can cope with. this s situa-
___tion, as the Rav’s lectures are not given

-every ‘week. Flowever, theré Was one —

scheduled for Wednesday, December 4,
the same night as our midterm. Need-

. dess to say we were interrupted from
~ 6:45 and on. We tried to explain that
there was a test bemg ngen this d’!d

- avot—hep:-

this, too, fa.ﬂedteslopthestmdyﬂow
of intPysions. In desperation we moved
¥ put te another room at ¥:30.

1 a8 not question, the value of the

s M

Rav: lectires. 1 do think « !itﬂe com-

States
“#a “encovrages-the—good-.

publicly advocate his point of view,
rather than te abdicate his political
“responsibility. Now it has been muin-

ly, the dina slich

tained. that Jews “nasd mot assume -

this responsibility. Indeed it has been
—sirged_that one who_protests is thus

mdxcu'mg thot he is "too comfortable

"_and is therefore an
This arg s
mﬁ?m—ery ConvEnient— fo—
‘possibility (a “/psik resha ve-nicha
leh"); namely, ohel one can claim
alf ihe benefits of living m o cpm-
y without its ibilities.

ssimi-

8, fod

Furthermore, the charge of assimila-
tionism can be easily reversed, and just-
“Ty. What greater assxmﬂatlon is there

“than the adoption of the morat-standard -——

~of indifference-to-the-fate of others that
“typifies the more vulgar of our Gentile

- neighbors?

- For _this is the true cnss of “rehgmus
1dent|ty" confronting us today the
erisisof our “radical “religions Tomiiit:
Fent: Willy-nilly, the Vietnam Progest
bas generated a showdown between
Frastianism and Ciyil Rehgmn, on the
" one hand, 'and our ghsolute dedication

to the Divine Imperative, on the other

———hand:-Shall-religion-hereduced to_a .-

“brand-label” of American Nationalism,
subservient to Temporal Power—to - he
;em but'not heard? Isthis the view of
“Torah that wg intend to ropagate and
! to’ which we subscribe? situafion

* glmost bles. a “shaat ha gk

“If we don't get around to ta)m;x an e'lu-
cal-religious stand now 1]

— -bowing to_the will of The State Depart:

et R Eonseq
one’s actions—is of” itself wrtually an
—dmmoeral-argument.”’ We-cannot eat -our
«ake and have it—whichever choice we
i nilgEt make Goritaifis i1 it thepossibitity -

L1 ure

<Hizen. hym ¢ play, it safe is tantamount {0

vitiating the mural-imperative. Are any
-of -the aforementioned' dangers .so direct
and so imminent -that their prevéfiion

right? -
—_How are we. ssLsu that t by silence
we. can avold “anfic Se‘ ific reactions?-
ds of coffins Jater
—the young Harlemite widow will ask:
Where were the- Jews—when'-my—
band was killed?” Her relatives, her
orphaned children, ‘will- all take ,her re-
sentment to heart. And even if-Ortho-
doxy were to remain silent, can Wé ex-
pect ‘the marauding redneck to dis-
-criminate-between the-“tame” Jews and
the New Leftists? In one sentence:
when Scapeg_oa‘ts are needed, we ought
fiot_expéct reprieve for the moral ap-
‘peasement of antagomsts

tern sxtum categoriesapply.
.can; again, have no-certainty that

ment will earn us more than humlhatJ

For wha.t is to"prevent the Amerh:ans'\Q

frof traddgg dff, as Dr. Nahum Gald-|
man fears, l'he security of the Meqult
‘face-saving” ritual in

d _despite the tele-

Southeast. Asxa?

gram of support sent.by Mrs. Meirto="

" President Nixon, We'still can-be told by
Ambassador Rabin, barely a- fortnight
iatej‘ that theglost recent statement by
Secsptary ‘Rogers:is apparently only - tixe
begihning of & dt‘astic erpsion in Ame

Tagl., T

xmght mncewal,ﬂy/
ing of evenis, am
.
I
!
/ o
i

-hus- -—

. n:i.mtzl,zyJ that Gcnules . are

And in the more complex Mlddle Eas- :

the—ba _far fram
deprived who “are detémmed to:

coumge, and who are eumurdggd
:in their resolve by cnvulmn suppért
for their posifion.

of ‘the Gentile wotld t6 the fate of our -
people: Since-our -blood is so cheap to -
“them, why should we get excifed ‘over

fustifies the sacnﬁoeoi our moral birth- —their blood?t” Thus(?) it is in the

“best ‘fiiterests 'of the Jedish “people to
fiddle while Vietnam burns. -If T under-

stand this_position “correctly; it-implies -

sither that we should condemn the'en-
—tireTomn-

ed Yew -will reciprocate the indifference -

s

Fewish—world;~and--not—tift- a——

finger to save any nen-Jew' {(but $hall
we then refuse medical assistance’ to a
Gentilé?); orthat international hatred
and brutalization somehow will produce
.2 flowering forth of philo-Semitism. Bat-
rmg these alternatives, this argument
.is pointless,

-, .
. To complete the pxcture, another varj-

ant of this argument must hg ‘mentioned:
sub- -human
anyﬁay,, S0 mby bother! May the reader
for

r@;e me féh' lackmg\ché stomach fo

really .one basic questxon, 2l We exist
] religiolis community * stk each
~oﬂLer knowmg that out in lfference and
ouy overc(mcem for perso al and social '/

STE ivine

we fail to live aufhentica ¢ the lxght
Lbe w,b.ms of
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perience, the totality and indiscriminate

_monic -quality; any th¥ologieal system

which claims to give valigand ultimate

dicate itself. Any affirmatiorrof the be-
lief that God loves and is intimately
concerned witlr each of His creations,
needs explanation after the tragedy of
European Jewry -where millions were
slaughtered—women and children, both
the “righteous™ and' the “wicked.” Es-
pecially to Orthodox Judan.sm., which
strives for the goal of “Shiviti HaShem
ﬁncgdt tamid,” and which stresses the

7 need for every human act to be “leShem
‘Sfmmaytm * the thought that its devo-
tions were somehow misdirected is shat-
termg,—- those who ‘constantly affirm
God’s lpve expect a reciprocal show of
God’s concern for man. The Orthodox
‘dilemma is clear: on the one hand Or-
thodoxy maintains that God deals just-
1y’ with his children—that he is not a
malicious God: “God does not act vi-
ciously with his children” (A\«cdah Za-
rah 3a), and yet any attempt to square
this notion with what actually trans-
pired in Auschwitz must force it to.
confront the ultimate issue: the possi-
bility that “there is neither judgment
nor judge.”

|
|
|
|
|
|
[

| Ini p fo the
} " - Holocaust. experlence ‘within the Jew-
| ish fradition, Orthedoxy Hds am. ex--
‘cepfionally difficult task because of

" the limited latitude it enjoys in theo-
\  logical speculation. Spetifically, | sug-
| . gest that any Orthedox response will
have to cope with the ‘problem of

ring - wnh the that Ged

- Given the nature of the Holocanst ex—‘r

‘nature of the destruction and ifs de- ~

human-existence musf_vin-

why' rather fhain of “Now: " Begin-—

By MENDEL SHAPIRO

the Holocaust lies not with God, but-
with the sinful Jews. God-is directly

terrible show of ‘anger is a factor which
can be reconciled with- Jewish tradition.
_It is difficult to evaluate this theological
explanation of the Holocaust, Tt Has
impeccable sources in Jewish jtraditton,
and has been used by Jews throughout
their long tistory of suffering. But since
we shall try to explore here possible

Orthodox alternatives to the Mipnei

. .Chato’enu thesis, it might be worthwhile
to point ouf\ggme of the shortéomings

of this thesis, and to determine just ™

‘what our alternatives might be.

To begin with, Mipnei Chu'o’eml
sets forth en answer- which to most
people i part of the overafl question.
The -Holocaust threatens religion be-
mse it pomfs up the ubsurdﬂy of
is a
powerfusl one. Too powerful, as_a

r of fact, fo allew itself to be
shunted aside” by an inferpretation
which in_reality plays along with the
“joke.” For if we claim that we are
ch’s children, and that God gunishes
us only so that weé might correct our
errors—Ka‘asher: Haov Me'yaser ef
b'no, ken HaShem Alokechah Meyas-
rekah—the Holocaust & definifely an
overredction. Would. we aftempt fo
jusify o fother whe punished his
errant-son to death?

The problesi, thew, with the Mipnei -

Chato’erin’ approachk & that it fafls to
come to grips with z uniquely modetn
problem. Never before was human life
cheapened as it was at Auschwitz, and
this leads us to search for alternative

‘theological catégpries, Which are within -

thé Jewish tradition, to _be sure, td ac-

T that

respousible for' the Holocaust;-but this -

. (her, nor did | embarrass her.

For example, the Midrash relates
that after the destruction of the. first
Temple, Moshe and Avraham called
on God to repeal the verdict of the
Galut. - Their pleas met with no re-
sponse. Then came the following en-
counfer” bétween God und- Rachel:
”At that time Rachel appeared be-
fore God ‘and said: Master of the
World, it is kirown to you that Yackev
loved me greatly and labored for me
for seven years. And when the fime
for our maniuge’ came, my father
decided to exchange my- sister for
me, and yet | wois-nof enviousof
And

Lsurely if 1, who am only mottal, was

not jealous of my competitor, surely

you who are & merciful, loving God,
< should not be jealous of idelatry, and
yet you exiled my children? Immedi-
ately God was overcome by compas-

_sion and said, “For you {(Rachel) 1

shall refurn Israel to their home.”

(Eicha Rabd). *

There is here an xmp]mt recou?ntmn
of the fact that can-
not serve as™a pat answer o all trage-
dies; if Rachel was mature enough to
tolerate Leah, we can expect God to
live with almost any aggravation.

A!so, caﬂmg attention. fo Yerael's ~

shortcomings mow is like pouring salt
on an open wound. If anything, the
Holocaust proved that all Jews have a
common fate regardless of -their convic.
tion. THos¢ who isist on harping on
the Jew’s sifis, lose sight of the fact
that their duty is as much to praise
the Jews as it is to criticize them. The
following Gemarah, describing Isaiah’s
death; is a striking example-eof-thisi—

takes place T His Universe, The por-
pose of Orthodox theology is fo find
a consistent pattern in God's actions,
so that men can coordinate hf ac-

e ow, of course,
the problem of theodicy is not one which
has afflicted. modern man. Yet the Me-
dieval period was characterized as-the
Age of Faith largely because it postu-

-

be killed?

.} The alternative would be to discard
ithe belief in an omnipotent God, and
explore the notion of a “suffering God,”
‘a God who has veluntarily res‘trlcted

‘c}uldren mlght ‘be ‘human and - exercise
ge-wil is

r]onﬁ&, —and- it - ‘has roots. in the

Kabbahstxc concept of szmtsui God’s

;/ greatness les: im Hfs capability\of self-
int; such, for) would be a
K bbahstlc interpigtation - of Eizakii

// ‘ gibor? Hakovesh ét \itsro.
A/ Such. a solution doesn’t offer Ortho-
doxy a reab option. Tt caHs on us to
surrender our - basic concep;ons of a

AT,

.God who acts-in, history; aind who will

sEparate Tealms, wherezm/ Judaism has
Goﬂ’s

atit, or
world. -
The th ust’ of Orthodoxys response
"to the Holocaust has been in the direc~
~
" 6 Churbi: God'is punishing the Jews

“His own-freedom of action. 5o thit: {{1§f

" Tiitervenie  inhurhan- affairs!/to- accome
. phsh His eiids. This interprétation: con-.- -
N-ceives-.of .God and. MM

/ tion of the tradl’nona] Jewxsh reaction .

“or their| sins. This mterpretatxon is

ions with—this—Th ust _ pooq. highly structured “universe, with
bie: why did God “"W 6,000,000 to . eych of God’s creatures having a. spéclfxc N

function and niche in that universe.
Nothing happened by chance, and if a
person did find himsélf in straits, he
could easily relate to the Talmudic dic-
tum Yiphashpesh Be’'maasov.

= Butfﬁnrappfeaehéa's
rejected by modern manh. In. truth; the

.r&naL.tth_xpunce which:

triggered Western man’s alienation from ‘mﬁﬁmm

"denied that the events of the past twen-
ty-fivé years have testified to his e
istential alonéness with such force, &

" any return to the old conceptions is diffi-
cult; it is difficult for him to accept
a religious interpretation which paints’a
simple casual relationship between .sin
and punishment, merit and reward, And
if-we insist ‘an-using the Mipnei Cho-
to’enu argument despit
offered, there is the danger that it ‘might

“be Temn in-thosé

dered-umacceptable-eveni
~instances—where it might be 2. useful;

~theelogical - u&eguny‘ﬂms,n_zsmv

sary to determine .what other possibili-
. ties there are.in the Jewish tradition
“for' coping thb tragedy and which at:
the same time allow . for, God: s direct
involvement “in human affairs,&’xthout
forcing iis to abandon belief in a lovmg

rf)’T i thepropt
y ngs I and 11, and is also
‘eme in both Ta}mudlc and

Mi‘hm'

ault-for.: -

God.

. In this vein, there is an apprecranon

in the. classical Jewish sources that Mip-
- tei Chato’enu is nota model which can-
cope with all exigerieies; there are siti--
" ations-of such Qverwhdmmg magnitude
“that- Mipnei E‘-hqt enu camot - serye as .

e

his Medieval notions, but it cannot be ~

“the ‘resistanice”

OrtW x Responses To The Holocaust

Ihe source of Wolfsberg’s interpreta-
tion is in Isatah $3. There the Prophet
tells that the world will ultimately re- )
cognize the role Israe}- plays as God’s
servant, whoese purpose it is to suffer
for the good of mankind: “He was des:

- pised and forsaken of men, a man of
pains, and acquainted with- disease. . . .
Surely our diseases he did bear, and our
pains he carried; whereas we did esteem
him stricken; smitten’ of God, and
‘afflicted. . . .-All we like sheep did go
astray - We_turned everyone to his own
way; And the Lord hath made to light
6n him the iniquity of us all. . . . There-
fore will I divide him a portion among
the great, and he shall divide the spoil
among-the mighty; because he bared
his soul unto death, and was numbered
with the transgressots. He bore the sin
of many, and made ‘intercession for the
transgressors” (Tsaiah 53).

Wolfsberg also draws from Judah Ha-
levi—IJsrael is the heart of the nations
of the world. She is the most seasitive .
to moral issues, and serves as a guage
of- the quality of the general moral con-
dition.

The main resistance to this thesis is
that it is uncomfortably close to the
—Christian. doctrine of vicarious atone-
ment. Wolfsberg goes to pains to mini-
mize the Christian overtones by claim-
ing that the Christian concept is one
- of an individual-atening for all of man-
kind’s past and fufure sins, whereas the-
Judaic concept is that of a nation suf-
fering for the wotld’s sins whenever
those sins have accumulated to an in-

tolerable degree. But this rather forced
differenfiation is not necessary. The fact
that the source for AR ie is in the

s 3oy X
Teatah—irid—from—v i

shaped a ‘cedar into a spear- and
Isaiah died ‘when the spear -em-
tered his mouth. (Why?) For he
had said :T dwell among a pecple

hisThi

TI6p

Prophets_is_enough to legitimize-it.

olfsberg, ;
moving the onus of the Holocaust
from the Jews. They are plc’urﬁd
as a nation of high moral- purpese

2

S
of unctean—tips—Rashi—F
an unnecessary aecusation against
the Jews. {Yebamot 49b)

Another” objection to the Mipnei
Chato’enu thesis is.that it places the
blame for the Holocaust squarely on
- _the Jews, without incriminating those

~-whe-actually perpetrated and witnessed -

the crime. Those who adhere to the 3ip-

“through the following Tatmudic dictumr: -
Megalgelin:chov al yidei chayav (Sifri, .-
Devorith 22). But the Jews still emerge
as the main culprits,

But dithough the main ~thrust of
Orthodox thought has been fo indict
the Jews for causing tife Holocaust,
there are other, perhups more accept-
able, vetsionis of the Mipnei Chato’-
—eny_ tieme. The most important of
.these involves the conc’e/a)
- HaShem: lsrael suffers 16 atone for

—the-sins-of-the-world,—and not neces- -
‘safily for ‘her-own. sms. This. thesis
hag~-been. - —.-by - Yeshiah
Wolfsberg in his books BaProzdor,
and Sha'arim le’' Bayot HaMachshava
VeHazman. Realizing that the .state
of Jewish morality is not what it
sllould be, he nevoﬁheless :lmms

fhousands of years of Jewish suffer-

ing. Wolfsberg seeks o historical so-

“lution which can come to grips with

—not only’ specific_instances of human

- suffering, bet which olso can explain’

_’the" Jews’ cansistent historical -posi-
tion as the victim of persecution.-
N

of Eved -

who play o most-—crucial-role-in-his
tory; Istael's suffering is proof that
she is God’s chosen people. *

But again. the main ebstacle to this
interpretation is that it is not an accept-
ed Jewish t}a‘éme and even most of the
traditiongl” Jewish commentators demur
" from inferpreting Isaial 53 as a source-

e doctrine,of vicarious atonement,
ibly b se - of Ti5tian o
fones Even Woltsberg hesitates at times
" from saying.that Israel suffers for the
world; ‘and explores the possibility of
retdrning to . the Mipnei Chato’enn
theme, but varying-it somewhat! the

Jews were punished because they failed

in their duties s Avdei Hashem to lead

the world to higher moral standards. Al-
though this is essentially the Mipnei

Chato'enu thesis, it is a significant de-

parture because- it -assumes—that-the ... _ .

Jews, by dint of their moral superiority,

- should- play a significant role in world |

history. God, then, is punishing the Jews (,J
_ more out of disappointment than out

of anger. Nevertheless; this-atgument .. . _

also tests credibility; there is a limit

to disappointment. B

4
We see, then, that Mipnei Chato'enu
is not the only Orthodox response pos- .

optxons and we have br bneﬁy touched om ~
one. Of courge, we have come to no con-=
clusion, but it would be presumptuous :

- to- “know’”._anything _aboul . .
such as the Holocaust. We have 1o an-
swers, just possibilities. <
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; Slmchaf Torah in Lenmgrad

The following is the address delivered
by Zev Yaroslavsky-at-the-Oct:-+2- Sim-

that Torah rally at Fairfax-High School -

under the-auspices of the JFC Commit-

‘tee On Soviet Jewry. Some 8,000 peo

. However, the government had othex’
plans this year in beringrad. The seeds
were -sown ~for -the “trouble-during-the:
week prior to Simchat Torgh. On Sept.

~29, 1969, the synagogue, by order of

He rephed in Enghgk, “us gomg to be
here like it way in-Befast.” -
Almost ‘immediately, - a* number of
things happened simultaneously. First,
i) y New Vork friend, Ge:fle K]%xander,

'screams (rqm the students as their
~~btéathing was almost entirely ‘inhibited.
‘Both students. yelled, “Ich bin a Yid,
Tch bin a Yid,” af, every opportumtv
"_offered them and at evéry outery of

- ‘ple heard this graphic. description by

the UCLA"student who has just re-
—tusned-from the Sdviet Union.
*7 %k *

Today, we- stand’ ~here ~in sohddrxty
with, the tens of thousands of Soviet
Jews who demonstrate their Jeyvish iden-
tity on:Simchat Torah. Recently T had
the -opportunity of demonstrating that
identity with” my Jewish brothers in
Leningrad." .

However, what had begun as 4 glori-
ous and festive celebration turned into
a vio‘lently brutal riot perpetrated in-
tentionally by the Leningrad police
upon 3,000 Jewish students.

Before I outline the events, let’ fhe

" Just say a few words on what Simchat

Torah means to the Jews of Russia.
The primary. sxgmﬁcance of Simchat;
“Torah, as many a Jew" “told me, i§

it-is their only holiday of the year. Jews,
particularly voung Jews, look forward
to this day, for it affords them their

. only opportunity.te openly demonstrate

their- ]ewnshness and Eheir true love for
“Ysraeh:
This is comethm" that cannot be done
normally without the risk of suffering
fates similar to those of the imprisoned
Boris “Kochubiyeévsky
So, to “transplant” a phrase from an-
other of our holidays, “this night is
different. from gli other nights.”

- ———For-serpe-Simchat Torah—iswchunce

to mingle with old friends.whom one
does not see often. Friends who somiex
times won't dare o speak at the uni-

or Tlva Kipps. ~

- the

.the Soviet authorifies; constructed four
barricades within the courtyard in front
of tHe synagogue-which had-in the past
facilitated the festivities of the Jewish
students, The barricades were success-
ful in mhxbmng any semblanceof de-.
maonstration in that area.

" Government-paid synagogue ‘Officials .

had repeatedly warned “that any danc--
ing and or demonstration on or around"

L - ~the-premises —of - the ‘synagegue- would

be met with the full force of the police.”

* plainclothésmen- i front

was assaulted -and ,manha ed by five
f three uni-
- formed - Leningrad— policenrexLJyho did-

not com# to his assistance. Second, the -
synagogue was~ closed -and  the hghts .

-were turned off outside. Third, the po-
lice - deliberately diverted: traﬂ‘lc onto
Lermontovsky Prospekt the street on
which the synagogue.is located.

It was five minutes later that the

that slogan; the assaildnts - responded

with more violence.-At this point fights '
- broke out’ betweéen Jews and secret po-

Tice throughout thq,z‘.rowd, once s50_radi-

ant and.gay. Yet the police were only

interested in bringing excruciating pain

and torture to bear upon the now three
" students being held .at the gate.

It was only when. Gene, his wife Su-
san, and I began velling obscenities at

EY

-police-moved- i to-disperse—thecrowd

of 3,000-4,000 :standing on the street.: -

the police, criticizing the Soviet gov-
ernment’s anti-Semitic pohaes and the
resultant realization by the pohce that
" there* were. foreigners w1tnessmc this
crime that the police released the stu-

dentiA .
" T rhight add, they were released only
after taking the names of the students,
thelr passport numbers, and their insti-
tes'of study. T must interject here and
ve credit to my dear friend Géne
Alexander, even in this short time allot-
ted to me, for it was he who thrust him-
self into the center of the violence from
~the. outset 1n an. attemp:, to end this
_sa) ot .

nally, it was' fiot my intention here

today to draw any philesophical_con-
clusions deriving from theevents of Tast

T Saturday night in Lemingrad. Indeed it

was ‘my- intention here today only “to
report to you the festivities of Simchat

Torah there. However, there i§ one hu-

of the

The only pfoblem wag that the thou-

Ver ity find Simchat Torah a_chance to

- sangds of university and post. university

The Lemngrad Shul—Barricaded. “ .. . any/tlancmg and or demonstratmn on or around
would- be met-with- the - full force of the potice.” - -

As they moved the students up Ler-
-montovsky, the students hegan to sing

. manitarian theme that recurrently comes
tg.my mind ahout the plight of Seviet
Jews, and it"was magnified manv times
35 Y watched the helpl

4
get

ting the hell kicked out of thesi,

~be sure, al

#allvgpen.up -about the burnmg tsstied
&f the day. For others,”it is truly the
hehday s ;oyful spirit that brings them
to=the synagogue.
—m—uf—thrmgrﬁﬁm‘cﬂ ye't
touchmg reasons for this huge ga.thermg
af young Jews was-conveyed to mie by

a student in Moscow on Yom Kippur. -

He said, “This is oné of the few times

.during the course of the, yedr where Jew- -

ish boys can meét Jewish girls. Many
a marriage has started right here.” To
had dressed up in -

their best re, and all the boys were

Jewish- students had-no means- -of Tearn=
ing of this warning until they appeared
at the synagogue on Oct. 4, seeing the
street - barricaded by police -and _the.

““courtyard barricaded by a-series of 11

foot. high -wooden walls. As many. mem-
bers of . the  congregation described it
privately, and I must eoncut; the area
resembled a ghetto.

A little before 10 pm,; an agent of :
the secrét pohce advised me to leave

the scene becausé there would be trou-

lileﬂiéiié_befdiédgnguffoek" ~Btet

_ similarly prepared .o

On the street-car on the way to the
ynagogue I _saw..many

3,000 Jewish students singing Hava Nas
gila, Tomba Falaika, Eretz. Zavat-Cha

to see what could poss;b'ly "bg‘_e_pmb-; .
lem. All that I could sée -and hear was.

““Hevein -Shatont -~ Ateichent*—As—the — e theme” begins T5-the Bible-with

crowd was pushed into the middle of an
intersection, the stiidents began to sing
Russian songs praismgb_&exa.ltlngls,

" rael.
attacked z young Jewlsh student: ‘A host
of policemen came to the officer’s assist-
ance, savagely -beating, kicking  and
dragging the student- across. the street.
Suddenly, another polxceman assaxgt-
_ed another- Jewish- student, and agiin
—of policemen ca came—m ilre—iiﬁ of

police had surrounded them while finger-
4

Cain and Abe] and brings forth-the slo-
gan that was ongmally adopted by the

Cleveland:

f,' “I" am my ‘brother’s keeper.” And
that same thee which has dominated
- Jewish thought for thousands of vears
comes to"lghtat this very moment in
Tsrael jhere there is an unwritten law,
if you will, in the grmed forees- which
dictates. that Israeli soldietS"pever aban-
don a helpless soldier in field, even
theﬂsk_oitheu owrrlives, . - -

Jews.The -crowd -was -helpless--ds-- %he—~~1ﬂhr€1mtmnai—arrdiﬁterna'tlonaf Jetwish

. commumt.y, and to be sure, for. the én=

Jewish_girls
“putting that last dab of llpstxck and
makeup on, checking in the mirror to
make sure everythmg was in order..$0,
in brief, it is this happy: and- -gay- at~
mosphere which pervades the .oncoming
of Simchat ToraH'm the Saviet- Union.
o

,37 vear-old Gngory Solamamﬁzch
Vertlit of Leningrad sent the following
plea to the Soviet Ministry of the In-

the Central Commitiee of the Commun-
ist Party, the Presidium and. Supgeme
Soviet; the Prosecutor. General, and the

newspapers Pravda and Izvestia in-the -

latter half of 1969 (excérpted) —
~1 hereby apply to the Ministry of

- Tervior (which includes the. Secret. policey;-

Ty, Hévéeinu Shalom Aleichem, and -
every now.and then & shout of ‘L’shana -
Habaa B’ Yerushalayim.’

With this in mind, I turned to the
agent and flusteredly asked, “What kind
of -trouble can ﬁ»osﬂbly be expected?”

Israel for- permanent resuience

Why. have I decided to léave ‘the

o
g—their—revolvers:

scared. The two stidents’ weté pinned
“against “a-barred gate and brutally

chioked by ‘three- pla.mclothe@men offe

of whom had attacked my friend Gene
-previously. s

I can still Year the ug*y and horrible. )

— A Letter To?hesdv

ry of the" v1ct1ms is hbnored

But I cannot. uniderstand why now---- X
USSR _and 'to emigrate to Israel with - after, 0. -much-sufferiy

“my T
SwWer:

lﬁllyf There can be only one a
e want to remam Fews! *

.'The long-suffering " ]ew:sh people has
lived ‘through much sorrow, .but there
had never- beeh- anything more horrible
than the. times when fascism was or

ng—Eeannot-th
-about 'my own Jewish peopTe why T

oo N
The—people—were——

?Government*'

tire Hurman-race;] Ebandon our.
soldiers” in” the" field, wherever it may
be, even at the expense of ourown com-
’fort and well being, and.if.ever neces-
sary, éven ‘at the expense “of our lives.

(Reprmted Jrom B’mzz Brith Mes-
senger. )

I had ever been engaged dn any confi-
dential work: I am a ‘lawyer by pro-

‘ask for anly one thing—to be, given the

= cannot study ‘my own language and - possibility of going to’ Israek and to live

cannot "know my owr; Jew1sh hxstory

In the Soviet Umon neither I nor
my. family can do this; There: are no
schools here where jt is po

Interior of the USSR, the organ that is -

supposed to examine my ‘appeal. 1 also
-apply to the Soviet party, state' and
public organizations: it.is within _your.

the rampage.: Jews -were killed - just be-
cause they were Jéws-—and hlood ﬂowed
m a stream

L want -to knee] to their memmy

powers 16 réstore ‘justice to me anrf ™y i’ferhaps to pray for them: I wi

family——please do so!
1 am asking agam——g’ve me and my -

“\erfamily the possibility of emlgratmg to

see .the myseum in Jerusalem -that is
- devoted to the memory .of the victims
of Nazism and where the sacred memo-

-§tidy" the ]ewlsh language, the histor:

Ty
of the ]ewneh people and ~the. funda-

" mental art and natlonal hlstonca] relics
of eur people (in icular, the Bible,
“whith 572 hasterly’ eligious: art am:T “hi
torlca! monument).

Iam 37 yearsaold my wnfe is 31, our

son is 3 year$ old. Neither my wxfe not.

itheré together ‘with~ otf® Telative, who
-has sent us’ the affidavit and who is
ready. to .render us assistance. in -edu-
catin@ our Son.

T react il various wa)s fo the

misfortunes. that befall their people.
Some w15h to w1thdraw from .this peo-
- ple, -others to help it atfain a bright
Tong “second category.
I agalq ask for one thmg only: give me

Israel to live and work-thes

hﬂk;Jessmn,‘my w;f&isa—maﬁ;ema-t‘ ian—We— -

and my family ‘the possibility to go fo” -






