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In these matters, it is exceedingly difficult to otfer a clear nalaknc 

response, because the issues are largely based upon ideological stances 

and opinions which are linked with the Agadic sections of the Talmud 

and which operate under the specitic rules of Agadah which has its own 

definitions ot the positive and negauve commandments. It is, theretore. 

difficult co otter clear principles and unequivocal halakhic decisions, as 

is normally done in che halakhic areas of the Oral Law. As a result. the 

law will vary and will be conungent upon the nature of the individual as 

\ well as the conditions that are peculiar to that place and time.” 

) CQ. d ps Cas Le ~~) 

When it comes to Halakhah, the Holy One gave the Sages of Israel the 
authority to decide questions of law .. . » but with regard to historical 
questions, those that apply not only to the mundane specitics or ev- 
eryday life, but to the very destiny of the eternal People, the Holy One Himself decides the Halakhah! No one has the right to reyect the halakhic decision of the Holy One... 8 
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-includd is a7wnw mm y7..,BUT note Mharal: 
{1hus means| one should study | oran in order to Know now to respond ¢ 

to the herenic, for just as it 1s a mitzvah for a man to study and acquire 

Torah which is the “Torah of truth.” so is it important to banish talse 

opinions trom the world in order that truth be magnutied init. For it one | 

regularly ignores falsehood. it can ultimately, Heaven torbid, destroy 

the truth and annihilate it while falsehood gains strength in the worid. 

Theretore (the Mishnah}] warns us to deny that which is talse bv | 
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knowing what to answer to a nerenc.' : . | 

5. Mystical: Kook 
Kock? Te rucd a 
mystical-metaphysical frame. The categones within which he 

operates are those of kodesh and hol, the sacred and the protane, 

and the issue transcends, theretore, particular social or cultural 

It is the second tendency, the centrifugal motion of the 

sacred to the secular, that is of utmost consequence CO us. The 

interaction or integration of Torah with Wisdom is not meant 

to make up for some lacunae in Torah, but rather to create 

something new and original in the world ofthe spirit through 

these combinations.” F + sb- carved is not 
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the sacred only in its insularity. Kook’s centrifugal kodesh is so es shat rite : 
overpowering and outgoing that the protane loses its absolute 

character even betore its encounter with the sacred. It is, as it 

were, fated from its creation to submut to the sacred 

ats eh \2 

kodesh ha-kodoshim (the element of the “holy of holies’) gom- 

prises both the sacred and the profane.” This implies the 
significant notion, which Kook later states explicitly,” that 

there is nothing absolutely profane or secular in the world. 

There is no absolute metaphysical category called hol; there is 

only the holy and the not-yet-holy. Euenmally-et-thatais 
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6. The Hasidic Model 

lam o BN SASH! rus 
RS TITRE CHR TCLS IT UIE 
invested the world with the possibility and promise ot holi- 

ness. The ordinary, trite, mundane, natural world was sud- 

denly opened up to the creative spiritual energies of hasidim 

of faith.° 
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A corollary of Hasidism’s emphasis on immantence that 

became one of the most significant and charactensuc contri- 
butions of the Baal Shem Tov and was elaborated on by such 

greats as the Maggid of Mezeritch (d. 1772), R. Yaakov Yoset 

of Polonnoye (d. 1782), R. Elimelech ot Lizensk (1717-1786), 

and R. Nachum of Chernobyl (1730-1798), is the concept ot 

avodah be'gashmiut—serving God with and through our very 

corporeality, worshiping Him in our material. physical situ- 

ations. 
The concept of avodah be 'gashmiut is that God's immanence 

in all creanon—in Nature as well as in Torah—means that the 

mundane, physical order represents a legitimate avenue ot 
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leads us back to the sublime insight 0! asiaisin: tnat all of 

creation. in all its incredible complexity nd fantastic richness. 

is only an illusion. a disguise tor the Ein-Sof, a mask for the 

Divinicy that pulsates through all of existence. This ontolog- 

ical radicalism, which crosses all borders and annuhilates ail 

distinctions only to regenerate them in new form, allows us to 

see all of creation, whether Torah or Nature, as conducive to 

avodat ha-Shem, the service ot the One Shepherd who hath 
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prayer, but also intormaily by involving oneself with certain created Natt d revealed Torah. — -8 Cate 

specific attitudes in the whole realm of creat d th - . noe 
Pp realm of creation and the cor ovr Krded 6 Ser ef owt 1-¥ 534 

poreal world. Thus. we have two forms of avodat ha-Shem:~ “¢. 
avodah be'ruhaniut, serving Him through the spint, the stan- (s WEIN Ons Y+4 aslaAnty) 

peru, R, Nachum Chernobyler writes that avodah be gashmiut hasidic or Madda-as-worship model of Torah Umadda basec 

is as significant as the mutzvot of tefillin and ¢zitztt! A similarly on this tenet of avodah be'gashmiut, we TY le out any equality 

bold statement is made by his contemporary, R. Elimelech ot between avodah be gashmiut and a formal mutzyah, and be 

Lizhensk. founder of Hasidism in Galicia: tween Torah and Madda. Avodah be'ruhaniut 

am oe Senin : mance ot a halakhic ac 
through spirituality), the perfor 

informed by the proper intention, remains superior an 

For the Zaddikim, there 1s no difference between the study of Torah and a 
‘or the Zaddikim, there 1s no di jen i a: hmiut or Madda is"subordinate to an: 

prayer [on the one side or eating and drinking [on the other]. All are bsolute; avodah be'ga ihm renee 

(forms ot} the service of the Creator, and it is merely _a_macter ot! also contingent on tt. That is, to invoke the talmudi 

: 31 Lads CA eto om 1s 
“one who is commanded and does” always take 

switching from one form ot service to another. ¥ principle, 

primacy over “one who is not commanded and does. 

Indeed, it is worship through spirituality that legitimates worshi 

through corporeality and. consequently, Torah that legit 
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Unquestionably, there 1s more than a little exaggeration in 
| 
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mates Madda. The pursuit of Madda without Torah is devoi | 

| 
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these statements, and the hyperbole underscores the tact that 



With Torah, Madda has not only instru- 

mental but also intrinsic Value. bue never Withouc it. With 

Torah. Madda ‘ises to the unbelievable heights ot w orship 

through corporeality (or, more specifically, worship through 

intellectualicy). It is the two ot them in conjunction: that give 

our —— experience. our avodart ha- Shem, both breadth 

epel 

It must be emphasized again that there ts here no nunc 

whatsoever that, historically, hasidic leaders s approved of sex of sec- 

ular studies. O On the he contrary, the fear of the contamination of 

pure faith by the dark forces unleashed by modernity at ail 

‘times overcame what otherwise might have been a more 

“positive accommodation of Madda as part of Hasidism’s en- 
5 
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Both accept “Gn affirmative role for* “Torah only” within thu 

perimeters ot a Torah Umadda outlook for the total commu! 

nity, with Torah Umadda proponents considerably moré 

tolerant ot “Torah only" insucutions than was Rabbi Hirsct 

himself. : , 
Both are based d upon a monistic view and consider the 

primordi unity ot all knowledge, indeed all existence, a: 

reflective ot the Unity ot ot God. 
The difterences are more subtle. but substantial eno | 
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of sanctification m than” does the hasidic model, which relies 

more on the e substratum of a ‘Generalized a approach < “of the 

psyche, as mentioned in the preceding chapter. Here again, 

the Hasidism-based approach appears more accessible and 

practicable than, the ‘Kookian mystical odel. 

8. How is this TuiM™ exprssd pract'y? | 

uv Y While Falk does not quite spell out what he regards as the 

ideal synthesis. it appears that for him che ultimate goal ot 
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Torah im Derekh Eretz is the development ot Wissenschaft des 
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Judentums, or ‘the "academic study of Judaica. 
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illustrative. moreover. of the truth of the Yiddish saying. See Whercdocst that leave the the rest of sc of the Jewish people- 
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- Onty_those who hv a holy flame burnng w-i hv power 
to extingsh fires w-o, to fight fire w fire. 

- our unhappy world has my fires burnng: some_raging, 
some medium sz, some aborning. The threats t our 
safty & peace & welfare are many. To put them out 

requires th courg to see thn clearly, to look at 

holy “nnn wx from w-i ourslvs to set our world 
aright. 

and spirit of our_eternal people. 
-no. loftier task is concvbl; & any__lessr _ 
undrtkg is unworthy our grtst sacrfcs. We_rt f&c-tA\ 
Ofmoumseacrd convictns must prov rdy such 
sacrfc/worthy sch sublime goals/ prepard f 

a mission so mnnefl ~~


