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dialogue, Even amongst as3b6servan: Jews, has come inta 

disrepute--that our viabiiity as a community is imperiled. 

I recommend most heartily, thererore, same ground rules for 

our internal Jewish dialogue 2s laid cown in a iittie known 

vOlume. Meshivabh Nefes (Warsaw , L500) iS & plagiarism of 

Vikucha Rabbeh, which is, in turn, plagiarized ¢ron Matzref 

Hamavogah, which is itself a pseucdepigraphic work (that is, 

contrived by the author and attributed to « ficticious 

person) defending Hasidiecm from the Mitnagdic assaults in the 

Parly 19th century. With this sedigree, what of value can be 

expected from it? Much, but especially the author's four 

rules for peaceful and fruitful dialogue. 

The first rule is: There must be no hatred. Hatred. says our 

anonymous author, inclines the mind in the wronmq direction. 

Tt misiesads the hater. If you violate lo tisna, the sin of 

hating a fellow Jew, your words do not deserve to be heard in 

any discussion. IT would add an anciliery emotion, almost as 

negative as Hatred: bittul, the contemotuous dismissal of an 

adversary as worthless and inferior. ITs bittul ben Torah much 

less sinful than bittul Torah itself? 

Second: Remove all anager from your heart. Anger causes you toa 

stray from the path of cruth as it clouds the mind, even when 

you teli yourself thet your anger is really righteous 

indignation... Mutual scsarn is beneath contempt.



Jews especisily are an opinionates people who like to think 

for themselves. That is semethine to be proud of--but mot if 

it leads te bitterness and mutuel contempt and recrimination. 

it ais time for us to learn from history--not to mute our 

views, not to subjugate our minds to someone else's 

authority, but to avoid the four impediments to dialogue and, 

even better, to recast them ir positive terms: 

There must be love. 

There must be . respect. 

There must be humilty. 

There must be integrity. 

tT hope that contributors to this cotumn will exemplify these 

aspirations and, perhaps, will thereby contribute ta 

intelligent and respectful dialogue within Gur community. 

This is a tall order, but with these aground rules we may yet 

learn to disacree agreeably, le‘shem shamayim, for the sake 

of Heaven. 



The third rule is: No self-aggrandizement. The moment you 

look upen a debate es a way to d.ecplay your own talents and 

Virtue, you are presared to dissemble in order te project 

your restless eco, anc thus you lose all moral right to speak 

objectively. Seeking geculah for oreself is a way to reduce 

the dialogue to sham anc’ pettiness. 

Finally, seys our author, Don‘t aim to win. The love of 

triumph in a dialogue shows that you are not really engaged 

in a muteal search for truth--which 3s what real dialogues is 

all about. Winning debater‘s points can earn you a pat on the 

back from those who ‘are mindlese and unthinking, but it 

contributes nothing to genuine clarification of the issues. 

The rhetoric of triumphalism is the death-knell of Cialogque 

and @€& Sure wey to kill Peace. Feési talmidei chakhamim 

increase shala as the Rabbis taught: those who undermine 

peace reveal thereby trat they ars not genuine echolars, only 

learned impoctors. 

These four pointe were recommended as steos in the 

reconciliation of the twa OPpPosing groups, the Hasidim end 

the Mitnagdim. How ironic that this threatened split was 

avoided, and the adversaries learned ta live together 

peacefully and even respectfully--urtil our own days, when 

the same divisloan reappears in ominous fashion. As if we 

didn’t have enough new divisions anc controversies!


