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Introd: KDH—Didn't like Lamb last night... Why, what did he speak about?

Share w you some my dilemmas 27 yrs Presy Yeshiva University.

a) MOONIES; b) OPM--$10M

I debatd w self. > you=slf-righteous, put yrself my place: verge bankruptcy
FYI on OPM: nvr paid! ST: w2 R 11T - PIRNIY DN

SOCTY reg’y rocked scandals: govt, law, ind’y, businss in all world-ENRON...
BUT tod: dignty Tor/othr insttns -- conflict betw high morl demnds//legit needs
of synggs, schools, etc.

Q :yeshiva in despert straits; no survv w-o ... friendly official willing overlook;0K?

When ethicl issues~charities, rel/sec, hv claim on publ trust- mr acute/poignnt
EX: United Way/Hale House in Harlem. Ivan Boesky/--nursing home business,
drugs, all kinds abuses --we depressd/confusd/angry. Rightly so!

Charities not always concernd origin gifts: Gen.Booth, founder Salvation Army:
“only thing wrong w tainted $=taint enough of it.” Cynical, now outmoded
We=mr senstv/sophstctd: mr care in accept’g $ fr racist/tobacco, drugs, Mafia
So, let’s consdr matttr calmly/seriously fr ], esp hal’c, sources;

not shy away fr consequences, --& not b blind to subtleties/ambiguities

FIRST: distingsh bet rcvg $$ fr taintd source//ts/fengagg in illegl/immorl acts

Q at outset—yeshiva in trouble—answ by R. Moshe Feinstein nwn MR
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On latter—story of Rav: “So, close the yeshiva!”
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SO: No compromise on crimnal/illicit activ'y no mattr how vital charity is.
AND: No mony laund’g;=itself immoral activty (as: oan nnian ,nyT nam ,74171,)
AND: even no accepting gift from wholly acquired Mo'®—as: drug/Mafia $
IKE: “purer than Caeser’s wife”/"cleaner than hound'’s tooth”

Is hard t disagree w this clear morl mandate/demand f ethical purity.

BUT WHAT IF NO ILLEGAL ACTS. BUT TAINTED SOURCES?

What if source is not clearly criminal but questnbl? What of Nobel Laureates—
are they accepting tainted $$? Gift from Rockefeller fund? Carnegie? Ford?

DILEMMA: On 1 hand—End not justify means...othr: Really? Fathr steal bread
t feed starving child—in Concent Camp-- Can simple maxims determine policy? -
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AGAIN: On 1 hand Tainted $ -distorts mission of inst'n/ pollutes vision. Also: If
accept gift=endorses illegl/immorl act'y. Other: How far does inst'n hv t
search? Can guarntee anyone totally ethicl? Kohelet: wR pIRa pr1¥ PR DR 7D
RLM? 89 10 NWY?. Is any businss=totally innocent cutt’g corners? How far
investgt labor reltns/environ’l polcy/origin funds?

If accept $ fr Naw *H5Nn or MY *9an, should we nt take fr shady businsses?

BUT: DOES THE HAL AGREE with this strict line? Let us test in 3 areas:
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ST: gives taxi driver exact fare, obvious wrinkle, Why, not correct? Yes, but not right...
SO: “taintd” & bannd. BT—only 7 vow ®Y. Nt quite immorl... Hal’c imprprty
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Hal: if object wvsn n»w then objct v«mn bt oywb amn, so: probbly can accpt $ fr
Mafia t buy car f shul, bt nt stoin car itsif
So, Hal technicly forbd only illicit gift itslf; Wht if fungible,nt sIf? Apprntl’y OK!

WHAT HAL SEEMS T BE SAYING is: Some acts--out completely; others—
kosher; many others—shouldn’t be done, but if done, can use results.

Hal thus affirms ethicl control, bt realistic’y avoids morl-legl extrmsm
Lf=complicatd/complx; can’t ever ignore morl consdrations, bt can't solv soc’s
problms by invok’g simplstc formulae. 7his=revelation—act must=moral, but
restrictions must=livable, not excessive. Hal condemns immorality, but shies
away fr morl perfectionsm. As o»n nmn, Hal considrs ablty ppl t obey, implemnt

Doing busnss mod world=diffcult. Doing it ethcally—even more so!
TN 07IR70? X7 © -0 "R?3 M2 R7I01N D"

Sometms moralstic view makes If so diffcult, ordnry good J can't abide,
discourges him/her--& borders on hypocrisy

EX: Few yrs ago, oil co. posd awkward Q: whthr Harvard will accept
philanthr’c supprt fr compny whose stock it deemd unacceptbl on morl
grounds: firm did businss w So. Africa. Wrote: "< we considr any new
commitmnts, in view of your strng feelings re: morlty of your decision, we’'d
apprect know’g whthr y wish us t continue our fin’l supprt.” Harvard’s Ans: ...
yes, Hrvrd would like t continue its longstandg relat’p w [your compny],
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despite fact that we'll b disposing of our security holdings in your company over
the next 12 months.”

This=mealy-mouthd cyncsm, incredbl N9%N! Hrvrd should hv been prepd t
accpt consgncs of its morl position--& should deny itslf benefts of corpt philan’y
whn tht philan’y=in prt dependnt on wht Hrvrd hs condemnd as ill-gottn gains.

HERE INTRODUC SINGLE MOST IMPT ELEMENT: In addition to ,ny1 nam bSu

y™ann ,7pv, mst consider most serious charge of all: pwn N1%n!

RY Y1 1YY PRI M RMYN PRY DI1pN1 M0 Y1 DNYRVY- DINRIN M2IVN
VNN YaR NN INTIRY ,NOR M 1 HI RN NN NOYR ROR MYN PINR
RN2YN 121 NNOR MIN NTAR AR VMPN WY Dpn Y] ... RN ATIAR PIYY
No hal’c decision on Taintd $ can be rendered w-o factoring in o¥n ") n

Wht=v"m%n? Much=subjectv, but clearly: disrepute Tor/Isr. Here “public
policy”=hal’c ideal: mst judge details. Must considr extnt of need vs seriousness
of infraction; communal context; above all—degree of n"7p W 5N,

Should mention: all above= in relation t indivs or collectivits, but if it is
58w 555 that=in jeopardy—all is permitted. Thus: smuggling in Js in WWII,
gun-running to Isr In 48, visas f Russian Js in USSR days. Proof: JNDX

S0: On strictly Hal grounds, syng may accpt $100,000 fr Seagrm’s/Philip Morrs
Fr p-v w”mYn/publc policy: not all liquor=dangrous, smokg-- mny ppl modertly
(besides: is their choice Bt, again as mattr publ policy/2¥"m%n—would NOT
accept $ fr Mafia/drugs/Jews f Jesus

IN SUM: J commty must censure/expel those who steal o»w ow?; falsfy
records f personl/inst’l beneft, trade in food stamps. They=v"» Y5nn.

(RN PN RO N RN NRYHI RY DN PIN 1IN TWR NRIN MIXND 2--Y P9 07117
R (37 :1IVYPN ANR YNV 1Y ANPN ANV 1Y 1YY M MRS RIN DNV RY ()
13 () :MVYN NNR NYNRYN MY ANPM 00 12y YR 1Y 12y M RS RN DY 1ayn
ANWYY 722521 PO TRN 12T PHR 1P

We should be proud that our Torah=o©»n nn

To finish the discussion and not keep you in suspense—No, I did not accept
the offer from the Moonies. Despite the painful need/beckoning temptation,
regardlss any o nin, I refusd t flit w w"m5n—& I do not regret it.
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(Revised for Homowack—and Future Lectures to Lay Audiences)

Introd: KDH—Didn't like Lamb last night... Why, what did he speak about?

My theme—a variation of “means and ends"—base means to noble ends.
Can do so on several levels: thus: PERSONAL...each us faces such choices
constyantly...even if cross line, as long as nota consistent, regular prastcice—
NN and compensation. BUT if regular—BIG problem...

SOCIETY regularly rocked by scandals. So, in govt, law, industry, business in
US/Canada/Isr/former USSR... Esp recent scandals ENRON, ANDERSEN...Earlier
yrs--cases in public forum as investments in So. Africa (in days of Apartheid);
overseas plants that run sweat-shops, underage workers, shares in tobacco
companies (&n all “sin stocks”).

My theme tod involves dignity of INSTITUTIONS/of moral rectitude/and the
conflict tht sometimes erupts betw the high demands of moral
excellence/legitimate needs of institutions. AND when ethicl issues involve
charities, relig/secular, which hv claim on public trust, they prove even more

acute/poignant. ESP—JEWISH INSTITIONS

Thus, rently: outright thievery w United Way/Hale House in Harlem.
Unintentional: JTS--Ivan Boesky/Bar Ilan U., Mizrachi--nursing home business

1. EX: A worthy yeshiva is in desperate straits; no way to survive w-o falsifying some minor
points for govt support. A friendly official willing to overlook. May they?

2.Let's begin w some background: Our Orth J commy recently been beset by
disclosures of corrup’n, emnzzimnt, particularly in Haredi circles—Bobov, Pupa,
Skver; such as: money laundering, food stamps, inflated size student body in govt
reporting, phony college courses in Rockland County, etc. These hurt all of us; esp
reflected badly upon innocent Haredi inst’s. Add bad publicity on “children at risk,”
drugs, abuse of all kinds--& we all depressed/confused/angry. Rightly so!

Taken all together, the J commy has woken up to fact: greed/sex=ubiquitous factors in
If of individs/orgs-- & tm t do some’g about it

Charities were not always concerned about origin of gifts: Gen.Booth, founder of
Salvation Army “The only thing wrong with tainted money is that t'aint enough of it.” A
cynical dictum, it’s now outmoded—we hv become mr senstv/sophstctd: more care in
accept’g $ from racist grous/nations, tobacco, “sin stocks,” esp drugs and Mafia $.

3. But < we can improve situation, must do 3 things: explore matter w calm but
probing minds fr J, esp hal’c sources; not shy away fr consequences, --& not b blind to
subtleties/ambiguities
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4. W this as background, let’s turn to the halakhic sources for their guidance. Ask you
t bear in mind: these=TENTATIVE conclusions, not my final decisions...

FIRST: must distinguish between a charity rcvg $$ from a tainted source, and /tself
engaging in illegal/immoral activities

Q I posed at outset—re: yeshiva in trouble—answ by R. Moshe Feinstein 2'Sr

(.nu:lpm OUNINN "D30 N AYWRRAD NPT TN NT0IRY MO'RA A1 B3 (R0 ‘2 n“1n pyn) NEN NNAX n"w
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DMID'X DA N XD MN Dm0 XN TA%Y ST DTRYNN 190N PO MOXY '
DIY N X ATTAIZ NINN T DA D190 D, NYT N2NA DAY DPY NNX DY DTN
Y AT NINN NN XY N"APN 12 NP1V D1 XA N"apn 1n1 D21y N NXIN
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On latter—story of Rav: "So, close the yeshiva!”
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SO: No compromise on crimnal/illicit activ’y no mattr how vital charity is.
AND: No mony laund’g; =itself immoral activity (as: oan nnaan ,ny1 nam ,147,)
AND: even no accepting gift from wholly acquired o*R—as: drug/Mafia $

5. BUT WHAT IF NO ILLEGAL ACTS. BUT TAINTED SOURCES?
What if source is not clearly criminal but questnbl? What of Nobel Laureates—are they
accepting tainted $$? Gift from Rockefeller fund? Carnegie? Ford?

DILEMMA: On 1 hand—End not justify the means...On other: Really? Father stealing
bread to feed starving child—in Concent Camp-- Can simple maxims determine policy?

AGAIN: On 1 hand--Tnwn 2 TN NpN X1 019 "IN XD VIR NLVN XD-- v P9 BMaT --
:0p Iy AT 920 0NN Y My --distorts mission of inst'n/ pollutes vision. ALSO: If
accept gift, implies charity endorses illegal/immoral activity. On other: How far does
inst'n hv t search? Can anyone b found totally ethicl? Is any businss presumd totally
innocent cutt’g corners? How far must we investgate labor reltns/environ’l policy/origin
funds? If accept $ fr naw *99nn or N»Y "N, should we nt take fr shady businsses?

My expernce: during crisis--Moonies... dont let on whether I accepted the offer...)
(One of my convcerns: I'd promise, they not give...ST: Gabbai during appeal at
“99ers”: VWNINY WOUMN -- PIRNY DN...). What was I to do?

ONE P-V: “purer than Caeser’s wife”/"cleaner than hound’s tooth” (Ike):

A case history of high moral standrds: Speaking in Oct. 2000 in Australia, Sec’y

of The Joseph Rowntree Charitable Trust, an English Quaker foundation, wrote:
“We try t avoid companies which are heavily involved in aiTmamnts, brewing/
distilling, retailing of alcohol as main activity, gambling, tobacco manufacture &
retailing as major activity, & othr activities which=felt t harm soc>than they benefit.
“Bt we're not just interested in what the company makes — we also focus on way in
whch company does its business — in all the markets in which it operates. This
includes such things as employment conditions, equal opportunities policy and
practice, the impact on the environment, attitudes to customers, openness in
reporting to stakeholders, attitudes to the communities in which they operate, and
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integrity in dealings. “Good corporate practice on human rights, child labour and
environmental pollution is good for society but it is also good for shareholders.”

Is hard t disagree w this clear morl mandate/demand f ethical purity.

6. BUT: DOES THE HAL AGREE with this strict line? Let us test in 3 areas:

RPM W I¥ND IONGY R) NPIPD Y7 PR DPN) NP IYAEN 1) ¥) PR DAY NP PYAD )-N-R DROD (R
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221 MR L[N 'R IR?N] INNS? R 12PN 00N ‘R MK 101 1702 “™0? T 1"90 X7 0°N2W
M7 790 X7 (T 'R ODW] ‘N7 NNWND 27PN 127 17702 UM

S: “tainted” litrally! --& banned. BUT—only ‘0T 19 X%. Not quite immoral...
Hal’c impropriety
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So, Hal technicly forbd only illicit gift itslf; Wht if fungible, nt self? App‘y OK!

M MP RCE--
0w ,DW DIWXRINT—21I"Y ¥”I DU ‘DA 2109 — 21171 2217--2"D 8”2 1210 MWN--D*10 (1
0IRAN ,I0IRN PMT 27131200 072n7) ,1227 1R N"N 2109 D" DX 0'R1NKX N1210n

2717 1122 ,17 D722 1NTNWI 13 2D :N“2Y))) . NOR 0?2127 IR (1IN 2R1NWI—xR"N1M
((..(R"T T 17T TN 27 A7 0IR PM*11,77T0 1IN a7 10 28100, 9117

SO, assume MOX V"ann. Seem: Tainted $ prohibtd! BUT: Hal—conditions:
1) if object kXM MY then object "\mn but 05w a»n, so: probbly can accept
$ fr Mafia t buy car f shul. 2) diffce betw object/act: ;x¥r 1'% N5ma NN

XNY... "N Navn So: can't acept car itsIf if stolen by thm

Simlarly: if stole cash t buy 2919, no reason t say X¥' X even tho he was
man X2 Yy 121y; not technic’y y"ann.

7. WHAT HAL SEEMS T BE SAYING is: Some acts--out completely; others—
kosher; many others—shouldn’t be done, but if done, can use results.

Hal thus affirms ethical control, but realistic’y avoids moral-legal
extremism. Other words: If=complicatd/complex; can't ever ignore morl
consdrations, bt can’t solv soc’s problms by invok’g simplistic formulae.
This=someg of revelation—act must=moral, but restrictions must=livable, not
excessive. Hal condemns immorality, but shies away from moral perfectionism.
As o»n nn, Hal considers ablty ppl to obey, implement.

Doing busnss mod world=diffcult. Doing it ethcally—even more so!
- B-IR70? ®? " -0D "R?I 1I07_R”AWIN N0
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Sometms moralstic view makes If so diffcult, ordnry good J can't abide, |
discourges him/her--& borders on hypocrisy ‘
Few yrs ago, oil company posed awkward question: whthr Harvard intendd to

accept philanthr’c supprt fr compny whose stock it deemd unacceptbl on morl

grounds, namely, firm did business w So. Africa. Wrote t Hrvrd: "< we considr

any new commitmnts, in view of your strong feelings re: morality of [your]

decision, we'd apprect know’g whthr y wish us t continue our finl supprt.”

Harvard’s response: ... specific answer I would like t offer is — yes, Hrvrd would
like t continue its longstandg relat’p w [your compny], despite fact that we'll b
disposing of our security holdings in your company over the next 12 months.”

accpt consgncs of its morl position--& should deny itsIf benefts of corpt philan’y
whn tht philan’y=in prt dependnt on wht Hrvrd hs condemnd as ill-gottn gains.

8. R N MENT: In addition to ,5t
Vv"ann p¥ NyT N2, mst consider most serious charge of all: o 1%n!

NTINR R? 2111907 R 7D 000 W72 TR D101 M0 21 DN7XR00-- BYIRAN MAwn
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|
|
|
This=mealy-mouthd cyncsm, in | NoXIN! Hrvrd shoulkd hv been prepd t
No hal’c decision on Taintd $ can be rendered w-o factoring in D¥n 1»>'n

What constitutes &/"mnN? Much=subjectv, but clearly: disrepute Sx e, nn.
Here “public policy”=hal’c construct. And in practice: must judge details.Must
consider the extent of the need vs the seriousness of the infraction; the
communal context; above all—the degree of n"r T 1% N"5N.

Should mention.: all above is in relation to individuals or collectivities, but if it is
Sxw 592 that is in jeopardy—all is permitted. Thus: smuggling in Js in
WWII, gun-running to Isr in48, visas f Russian Js in USSR days. Proof: 110X

S0: On strictly Hal grounds, this syng may accept $100,000 from Seagram’s or
Philip Morris. Fr p-v &"mn/publc policy: not all liquor=dangerous, smoking--
many people moderately (besides: is their choice—I would not ban arsenic
producers bec some people use it). Bt, again as mattr publ policy/>¥/"Mm> N—
would NOT accept $ fr Mafia/drugs/Jews f Jesus

9. Aside fr ¥'M>N, Hal’s morl realsm=corrct/commendbl. Strikes rght balance
betw high morl rectitude/realistic assessment of what can be done in the hustle
and bustle of daily life. And isn't this generally the way Hal views the world?

10. IN SUM: J commty must assiduously censure/expel those who=
thieves D'nw DWY; falsfy records f personal/inst’l benefit, who trade in food
stamps. They=above all D'n¥ Dv 5%Nn.

Same tm: reject moral vigilantes/perfectionists who set the ethical bars so high,
so practically unattainable, that most people throw up their hands in despair
and abandon the whole enterprise of personal/collective honesty. They can b
harmful, and we should not hesitate to declare them as such. There are too

Tainted Money-sp—5/06/01 4



many cases of self-appointed mischievous moral monitors who at the drop of a
hat—or especially yarmulke—rise with indignation to condemn a/Haredim (or
all Orthodox or all religious Jews or all Jews or all businesses), for the few who
succumb to greed, yet are far less strict with those in their own groups who are
guilty of illicit sex and ill begotten gains and even murder. The halc way=way
of moderation.

ININ NPT X921 PR XN NXOD XD DI I¥A DIX I DX MYAN D--2 P19 0NAT
X1 (A :MIVI ANX YR 1 DN RN 119 N9V D KD XD DA XD ()
D (T) :MIPYN NNX IYRM 112 ANPY DN 12V DX 12 2V N KD X0 02 1avn
ANV 722521 '92 TXN 12T OX NP

To finish off the discussion and not keep you in suspense—No, I did not
accept the offer from the Moonies. Despite the painful need/beckoning
temptation, regardlss any o »ni, I refusd t flit w w"m>n—& I do not regret it.
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Tainted Money for Noble Causes
(The Orthodox Caucus Lecture Series on "Kevod Haberiyot™—5/6/01)

1. This lecture=part of the Orthx Caucus series on N™M2N Mad—human dignity, a halakhic
concept which teaches that where human dignity might be offended—such as appearing
undressed in public—we may overlook certain m2%n—specifically, those that are rabbinically
ordained. Thus, if I become aware that I am wearing clothing that contains oy, and
where the kind of IOV is only 12277Tn, I need not remove that clothing if I am in public.
But there is also a countervailing principle of D'n¥ M, respect for the Aimighty, i.e., when
an X"Tn MOX is involved; there respect for God trumps the respect for human sensitivity.

There are also other forms of 2D discussed in Hal. One such is M2'%N M21D, respect for the
community. My theme today falls mostly but not clearly into this category. It involves the
dignity of institutions, the dignity of moral rectitude, and the conflict that sometimes erupts
between the high demands of moral excellence and the legitimate needs of institutions.

2. Soc'y regularly rocked by scandals. So, in govt, law, industry, business....But esp intriguing
recent cases in the public forum of Tainted Money for Noble Causes?—investments in South
Africa (in the days of Apartheid); overseas plants that run sweat-shops, underage workers;
recently: cancer research organizations that held shares in tobacco companies (but problm same
f alltobacco) .

When ethicl issues involve charities, relig/secular, which hv claim on public trust, they prove even
more acute/poignant. :

Thus, some time ago: irregularities w United Way; Hale House in Harlem. Some yrs ago, JTS was
embarrassed>having innocently acceptd huge gift fr Ivan Boesky, who later sat in prison f fin'l
crimes. O-c, JTS returnd the $$ & removd donor’s name fr books...Earlier, Bar Ilan U. suffered
similar chagrin when one of their prominent contributors was accused of white-collar crime in the
nursing home business—as was Mizrachi a number of decades ago, to our deep shame.

Our Orth J commy has recently been beset by disclosures of corruption, particularly in Haredi
circles—Bobov, Pupa, Skver; such as: money laundering, food stamps, inflated size student body
in govt reporting, phony college courses in Rockland County, etc. These hurt all of us, & esp
reflected badly upon innocent Haredi institutions. Add to this the bad publicity about “children at
risk,” drugs (=ubiquitous), abuse of all kinds--& we all depressed/confused/angry. Rightly so!
Taken all together, the J commy has woken up to the fact that greed and sex are ubiquitous
factors in the life of individuals and organizations.

Charities were not always concerned about origin of gifts: Gen.Booth, founder of Salvation Army
“The only thing wrong with tainted money is that t'aint enough of it.” A cynical dictum, it's now
outmoded—we hv become mr senstv/sophstctd: more care in accept’g $ from racist
grous/nations, tobacco, “sin stocks,” esp drugs and Mafia $.

3. But < we can improve the situation, we must do three things: explore the matter with calm
but probing minds; not shy away from the consequences of our decisions; and carefully analyze
each sit'n < deliverg selves of either wholesale condemnation or across the board exculpations.
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4. With this as background, let us turn to the halakhic sources for their guidance.
Ask you t bear in mind: these are TENTATIVE conclusions, not my final decisions...

FIRST: must distinguish between a charity rcvg $$ from a tainted source, and /tse/fengaging in
illegal/immoral activities

This theme rcvd practical applic’'n in our times as result of shenanigans in certain Yeshivot:
(.vapw o'NINN 30 NP AYWRRAR NP AMA MTOINY MO'NA AT B3 [P'0 ‘2 n"IN pIN) nYn NMax n"w
NYWNNN XINY 900 NN NPYOR M9 PR INTNA M8 NNN DMNNN 1INIX KT DaX...
DWIAPN D'XINND XYY DNY 20N WY D TPO APKND NN N DWW QX N Wwap
D™O'N DA N XD N Y1 NOX XN TA%Y D1 DTAYNN 190N PO MOXRY ¥
DIV N TR AT MDD A DN 719N DAL, NYT NQMIA DN DMpY DK Y DTN
MY AT NINN NOMNA XY NP 12 DY D1 X N"Apn N1 D%y NN NXIN
N1 Y1 YA AN DMNKRN DATTASN NNINN 1T DX TN DI DA N XD,

On latter—story of Rav: "So, close the yeshiva!”

SO: No compromise on crimnal/illicit activ'y no matter how vital charity is.

AND: No money laundering—is in itself immoral activity (as: ©an nn1an ,nyT n1n)
AND: even no accepting gift from wholly acquired MWo'R—as: drug money, Mafia money

5. But What If No Illegal Acts. But Tain .
BUT-- What if source is not clearly criminal but questnbl? What of Nobel Laureates—are they
accepting tainted $$? Gift from Rockefeller fund?

DILEMMA: On 1 hand—End not justify the means...On other: Really? Father stealing bread to
feed starving child—in Concentration Camp?? Can simple maxims determine policy?

AGAIN: On 1 hand--Tn¥n ) TN NPN X9) D19 1IN XY VYN NYN XD-- TV P19 DT -
:DPYTY AT 920 DNJN Py MY ---distorts mission of inst’n/pollutes vision. ALSO: No accept
gift if it implies charity endorses the illegal/immoral activity. On other: How far does inst'n have
to search? Can anyone be found totally ethical? Is any business presumed totally innocent cutt’g
corners? How far must we investgate businss ethcs/environmntal policy/origin of funds? If accept
$ from Naw »59nn or N1y "N, should we not take from shady businessmen?

My experience: offer help during crisis by Moonies... dont /et on whether I accepted the offer...)
(ST: Gabbai during appeal at “99ers”: VYN IR WYV -- PIRNY D»N...). What was I to do?

ONE P-V: indeed, must be “purer than Caeser’s wife”/"cleaner than hound'’s tooth” (Ike):

A case history of high moral standrds: Speaking in Oct. 2000 in Australia, Sec’y of The Joseph
Rowntree Charitable Trust, an English Quaker foundation, wrote:

We try to avoid companies which are heavily involved in armaments, brewing/distilling,
the retailing of alcohol as a main activity, gambling, tobacco manufacture and retailing as
a major activity, and other activities which are felt to harm society more than they
benefit.

But we're not just interested in what the company makes — we also focus on the way in
which the company does its business — in all the markets in which it operates. This
includes such things as employment conditions, equal opportunities policy and practice,
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the impact on the environment, attitudes to customers, openness in reporting to
stakeholders, attitudes to the communities in which they operate, and integrity in
dealings.

Good corporate practice on human rights, child labour and environmental pollution is good
for society but it is also good for shareholders.

Is hard to disagree w this clear moral mandate, this demand for ethical cleanliness/purity.

6. BUT: does the Hal agree with this strict line? Let us test in 3 areas:

DI 'R NPN] NBY WD ") V] 'R NAF? 1Y PWIN "I)-N-R "IR7M (R
M-R2Y 71 IR TI9 RE'D R J¥7) 10092 R NP0

M9 NNOX NDOXA NNIX NNDIXD NMDILN N NNX N T2 NNN2--"N 2" Nam Mo'X >N p"ann
M9 XN X 8N NN X1 1IN2MPN INIX XN NN NN

DMIYD N"D 1"2N22 XD D 0"2ANT2 199X XONT D"L... NYP N0 (N"X) X PPN 2910 bnn N"W

M 901 ML ['N X OXPNR] NNDD X1 1N2MPN DA 'K MIX 10N N"D2 MR NT 19K XD DO
T oK XO [T 'K D] 'ND NNN MM 1Or T2

S: “tainted” litrally! --& banned. BUT—only 'nT 19 X%. Not quite immoral... Hal’c impropriety

:07MW 02 792K ‘7 N2AVIN 3 1T 227 7°9P2R ‘11 1"2 222 TN Q07 AR RN X7-0%-10 07127 (A
/AN XTA N, IRV DY N XV DT, N0 (X 10N NIINKA DD 1N 0o pra
DM XD -0 .0NM'Y MY D2 'NDT 22T 0D NN A"/ ¥"a...qon "X ;NN

S¥ 1912 Lax , 1NN 0 N NN PTAY N 2% N N PNK --NMA T'9 Nam oK >N 0"am
(N2 aNr19N=] PP NPV X2 1INX

So, Hal seems ~ highly technic/view, & forbid only illicit gift itself...What if fungible, not itself?
MOST IMP SOURCE--

D7D ANR NYIRD MNIHA IR DORITT 1IN0 NY) NP NY] 2313 DORIPI=-A"-R "IR0--711"202 ARan misn” (A
‘07 NN2R 021D 177121 NPRA DN?09 "AMY) 12103 213 )W 09PN 20X ‘N IR "I--N-R0 0'DO* .7 IR
2109 = 21mn 27,%--2"y 0" N2 NDoN NN
M 210 DM XOX ,005WnN - DDD +2D XN+ 2MNDT - TIWXI 10 D" XN5wA 51 ..--2"Y U"D DY 'nadl
12N ' NN LDV DX ISR YD MINT DIPA ONN 12 YA 120 DIA 1IN 120 DK 2D KDK
19 10X .0'00IN DON 1IN TAYD K 00NN N DY N2y Y 0D A %N Swn... 2"avn own
X 02NN N AYY 1IN X1 ,0M7T MY 921D NN :0NY X KN 51210 0N 92 XON)
SI... AX 2N AKX NI INNK DTN N RYY 1NN 21T INR N2V DRI NI Rk N"apn
X2 XM AKX NN 12 PNY AT INKTPNY AT XD .NTMYA NIXAN MYA YD MNT DN 109
PN 20 DM XOX Y

NN DI Y"INN T0IX XN DA NRXA HaK)) .ONNA 1IN 120 Np1PNna Y Y anny ynwn 2"nn
MNINT NN SN Y 0" 2919 120,21 YIINNA 21D 1D DY NN .XMTR—"1 ,2"TR P XN

((.5XInw2o—X"RIM DX , 1NN '21D—22NRN1 D"ANT .X™TA T ™A TN P INT 0K "N,

SO, assume XM <"1D N2%N and MOX Y"anNn. Seem: Tainted $ prohibtd!

BUT: Hal—conditions: 1) if object XM "'w then object AN but D55 2N, so: probbly
can accept $ fr Mafia t buy car f shul. 2) diffce betw object/act: NTAVN X8 11X NI N¥N
(TP ") KR8 "NTYD NN. So: can't accept car itself if stolen by them
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Simlarly: if stole cash t buy 2919, no reason t say X¥' X even tho he was X 2y 12
21man; not technic’'y y"ann.

7. WHAT HAL SEEMS T BE SAYING is: Some acts--out compleltly; others—kosher; many
others—shouldn’t be done, but if done, can use results.

Hal thus affirms ethical control, but realistic’y avoids moral-legal extremism. Other
words: If=complicatd/complex; can’t ever ignore morl consdrations, bt can't solv soc’s
problms by invok’g simplistic formulae. This=someg of revelation—act must be moral, but
the restrictions must be livable, not excessive. Hal condemns immorality, but shies away from
moral maximalism. As o»n nmn, Hal must consider ablty ppl to obey.

In Philanthropy: Voluntary Action for the Public Good, Robert L. Payton writes:

On any given day, Amnesty Intemational will be reporting on human rights violations in
many of those countries, & Freedom House will hv classified most of thm as oppressors of
free speech and democracy. (There is also the problem of residual evil from past sins:
There are those who have not forgiven the Germans for Hitler, the Russians for Stalin, the
Japanese for Pearl Harbor, the British for imperialism, the Americans for Vietnam, etc.)

Doing business successfully at all in the modrn world is difficult. Being ethically sensitive
makes it mr so. To the extent tht being ethicl means being consistent, a moral stand on 1
issue requires a similar stand on similar issues. Knowing where closure comes is difficult.

Sometimes the moralistic view makes life so difficult for ordinary people of integrity, that it
discourages them from pursuing the path of decency. And frequently borders on hypocrisy.
There=too many cases of self-appointed mischievous moral monitors who at the drop of hat—
esp yarmulke—rise with indignation t condemn a// Haredim/Orthx/religious Jews/all Jews/
busness for the few who succumb to greed.

Thus, Payton (in above article): oil company posed awkward question: whether Harvard intended
to accept philanthr'c support fr company whose stock it deemed unacceptable on moral grounds,
namely, that the firm did business w So. Africa. “"Before we consider any new commitments,”
they wrote to Harvard, “in view of your strong feelings concerning the morality of [your] decision,
we would appreciate knowing whether you wish us to continue our financial support.”

Harvard’s response:
...the specific answer I would like to offer is — yes, Harvard would like to continue its
longstanding relationship with [your company], despite the fact that we will be disposing
of our security holdings in your company over the next 12 months.

“To borrow a term used by moral philosophers,” Payton comments, “I question Harvard’s mora/
seriousness... [T]o be morally serious means to be prepared to accept the consequences of one’s
moral position... Harvard should deny itself the benefits of corporate philanthropy when that
philanthropy is in part dependent on what Harvard has condemned as ill-gotten gains.

(NOT only instit'ns capable such absurdities; I know too many people who take the high road w
regard to others, but are not at all beyond questionable practices themselves. I heard of one
univ’y where a well-known professor preached morality with saccharine seriousness, but when
the administration refused him a raise, he held up his classes finals, condemning the students to
all kinds of ill consequences, until the administration caved in.)

|
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BUT BACK t main theme: Hal seems remarkbly permissv in practc: in princpl—moral, in practc
mostly liberl. Short of actual recept stoln goods/drugs, no problm Taintd $!! UNCOMFRTBL!

8. But here introduc single most impt element: In addition to ¥"2nn ,dpw NYT N1 51,
must consider most serious charge of all: b 715!

PN D NN DN 2DN PRY DIPNA AN O DNOXYY-- 10 XY TN PTY MY BMIRAD Mawn
DN 219N SaX ,NIMN INTAX ,MOX M2 D1 D2 XN NN NN XOX Dwn 212N 1K X2 Om 1y

ANOX WX 20 INXT...XNDDN 121 NNOX 1IN NTAX X DN 212N ey 0ipn 92 ... X0 TN 1V
MDY ONYT DX NMMAaN NYT 2029

No hal’c decision on Taintd $ can be rendered w-o factoring in o¥n 1%'n

What constitutes &"mnN? Much=subjectv, but clearly: disrepute Sxe,nn. Here “public
policy”=hal’c construct. And in practice: must judge details.

SO: On strictly Hal grounds, this syng may accept $100,000 from Seagram’s or Philip Morris or
Walmart. Fr p-v &"m“n/public policy: not all liquor is dangerous, smoking is indulged in by many
people moderately (and besides it is their choice—I would not ban arsenic producers bec some
peopley it), and one can buy hammocks as well as hams at Walmart. But, again as matter public
policy/owin 712'n—would NOT accept $ from Mafia/drugs/Jews f Jesus

9. 1 believe tht, aside from &"M"N, Hal’s moral realism=correct/commendbl. It strikes the right
balance between high moral rectitude and realistic assessment of what can be done in the hustle
and bustle of daily life. And isn't this generally the way Hal views the world?

10. IN SUM: J commty must assiduously censure/expel those who=thieves D' D¥/9; falsfy
records f personal/inst1 benefit, who trade in food stamps. They=above all D'n¥ D¥ 5%Nn.

Same tm: at other extreme are moral vigilantes/perfectionists who set the ethical bars so high,
so practically unattainable, that most people throw up their hands in despair and abandon the
whole enterprise of personal/collective honesty. They are harmful, and we should not hesitate to
declare them as such. There are too many cases of self-appointed mischievous moral monitors
who at the drop of a hat—or especially yarmulke—rise with indignation to condemn a// Haredim
(or all Orthodox or all religious Jews or all Jews or all businesses), for the few who succumb to
greed, yet are far less strict with those in their own groups who are guilty of illicit sex and ill
begotten gains and even murder.

DA X2 (2') :XIN PN X1 NN XN DX XD DN I8N DIX WX DKM MISNDN D--2 P19 02T
129 72V ‘N ANKD XN D' 1ayn X1 (0 NIV ANK VRN 122 AN AN 112 N9V N Nk XN
X2 ANV 722921 1'92 TN 12T TOX 20 1D (T) [NV NNK YR 12 ANPpM 0N 1Y X

2V N INKD XN D 1YNn X1 NIV ANK YRR 129 DNPY RN 119 0DV 0 AnKD XN Dnva
ANV 722921 1'92 TXA 12T OX AP D NIV NNK IYARRM 112 NNPY 0N 12y DX 12

To finish off the discussion and not keep you in suspense—No, I did not accept the offer from the

Moonies. Despite the need and the temptation, regardless any o'nn, I refused flit w w"m>n—
and I do not regret it.
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Tainted Money for Noble Causes

(The Orthodox Caucus Lecture Series on "Kevod Haberiyot”)

nmMan mad (X

:("9-X"D YWN) NDY 19Y  KNMIXT NOX XD DAX—1T N nMT MmN M1y .1
N9V DY TOY NNAI0 NOYNNK DRI DX ,"'N T2 N8Y X NN 'R NndN PR”
D'PYX DY 1PN NMAN D M ,N29NN NN T PR NXT1 D DX .NIMAN T2 DY
D INDONN DAY XOK (DN MAD Hy NY1y DAY MDY INX 19°XI1) ,0TRN X121 12
S¥ "MNAN-"A1912'090 A¥NN 1Y "NIMAN M"Y 1 L(0Ny Tad=) D'PYX 0% MDY
JNT-INNN 128N DY (DAY TIAD") XNMIXT NNKANDK,DTRN

DY¥MINAN 121N "NMAN M"Yy 12T PR L, XD ,MTOIN YV DTN 1IRYD 1010
S¥ PPN MpNN XN N2HNN DY XI9X AwNNNY 1000 "Dy A" Y DA XOX 200
LN TAIY NNY PR NNAN X NNDON PR D D'YVTIN XKD 0N 2D

DN ANX (2

T'PYX "N N A% 1NN DT ANX XN X2--0™-2"D DMAT
DM DA PPYX "N NavIn D 1T YoY%

NO1 NTAY 1MPNA MY DINRKT XN M 270 KD N 1'R--1"Y 010 T XNDp X1 .2
INTNOIN T XV DAY R IRV DN L,ND10 IRV 0N NIINKA N2 1N SX0INT P
2NN 99N N, 0K M i pNOOXNT A IN 0N 20 INK N XTN NN, MOX
DNMY X9 - DN 799N NN .0NAMIY NMANY - DA :QNDT XN NMNT XNYO KN

N N N PTAY N 2% NM NN PNX --NMT'9 NAm ok "N o' .3
[Narn anr 19%=] VP Ny X2 1INX S 1912 DX, 1'INen

N9 NI D NN DAMPY DX (1'K=) NP INX 1YY X'VpN 8D h nnan. .4
72 DM2ID N"2T Y02 DM AT, DNMPY XD T J"NIT..120 MIPD NN nivn
XINT NP KO DAY IMPNA MY INKT XN M"Y 20T R ) anmniD ndoim
MM 0N XTNOIN M IRV DY )N IR DT ,N10 IRV '0°N N1INXA N2 1M
XNYO XN .NN Y9N N1, PI0IXK M pND0XNT MIA N0 20 NK ;N XN
(".0NMrY X1 - DN 7990 M1 .0NM'Y N2TD - DA :2NDT RNy NT

DAY NXaN SN (A

1 INR DTN ANIR NYIRD NN NR DNRAN NPIND NR) NPAD NR) YT DNRIN--1-R 1IRIN
:DNY NI DYIY M7123 NHRRI DNYYH INNY) 1713 Y1) X1V VIYN 2DR N OIR I--N-RO VYW
2100 = 21min 27%--12"y 0"D "D Ndonwn .5
)OI L. 210 DM XA X1 IR 210 DM XY XD 0N PP0O Xp--2"V "D DY 'Nxl .6
X9 WWNKX MY 210 D X9 ,009wN - DY +20 XM+ 2'NDT - X1 210 0N XNHwA
VINDN+ INXIY .Y DRI ISR YD DT DN NN )2 VR 20 DN 130T 120 X
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M XD N+ 2NDTRA DN 1A VA 20 DIPA JANT 120 DX LLXNIPN D D D
ANX , 00NN NN YY N Y DT IR PNY SN .n%1va Dk 0ownN ANk N

TR NN :DNY AKX IXIN O 191D DINN DI XYM 1Y 1TNK .0'0DIN DON N TAYD
STA K1Y N MK AR XN N2 ZATRN X .DONRN 1A RKY 1IN X91,0M10T M2 9D

DN D109 LI, X 20 INK NI INNK M0N0 RKY 1NN 121N nn ,n%ya
SHXIMY AKX 1NN 12 PNY Q0 INAXT .PNY T XD ATV NXAN MISND D T

'NIY) DI NI K - DIXYA XS NN Y 210 DM DAX IR 210 DM XOX Y XD
("DD%" 11X Y ,00% DNNPA

DIX YXIN DA NNXA AKX .HXINea 3N "2 NPpIYNNA My y"anny ynwn J"X] .7
20,2 V"IN NI 12 HY 'K X", P KN MR DOX YN
D" .X"TN TN YT TN P MINT 0K N, N INT NA RINY Y 0 2D

[.2%Nwo—X"n1iMm DIXAN 3N 22ND—12NNM

5ax .V"2NN DIPN 12 X IR0 A A0 1D NP ¥ONN DX Dmn yona y'ann 7,109 .8

So, ideally-wrong, but in .(X"Y T"$ P"1) YXIN XDX 702N NF PR EMNN DY N2 X2 NN
practice technically correct

mbra %o1x nam (71

N"2pM 9109 12PN PN HNAN X 2AMN--T NOON N P9 NAM MOR Md%N D"an .9
0 120p0 DHYAN RN DX ,DIPNNATKRY S TR NDIYA D1A KW INXKIY IR
DX NOIAN NXVNN 1NNK NN NIPN 9N NP NX 'YX DMINDNY NXLN NNN1OX
MYTA YIIX N2AM NNX® XY "D D'HYAN WX MY 9"YX NN9ON NI 01D Ny

N2 1NX XYY DIPN NN9ON NIX NYINN NXVNA ANDT 0"aNN Sy wpin onnkm .10
MNIN PXIAN TR A2 0"N N"X 'ONN N"92 DY AND XM,V 1NN DIwN AND X21 MM DDIX
A"™P "D NMIXA N'TNA 1 NIPNA INTR 12D V"IN Diwn XN 121 5200 10 00N

ANN9Y X1 1N2aMpn (0

Y1 PR NN NP2 IWIN 73) ¥ PR DALY MY VAN 29)--N-R DIRIN
M-R1Y ‘D IR P9 RV IR TYND TONG? R INPIPD

(MIN2 DD NN 'NY N2IPNA TNANND DMK 1K ,AMDD) X"y 1 o110 noon .11

NNIX NMNDIXD NMOI0N 1N NNX N TONY NNN2--""N 1"9 QM "o'X >nn"any .12
M9 XN IXK I8N INNOY X1 1N2MPN MK XN N NAMN 229 NMOX NYDXA

12 PP NAINA D"ANN NYT DINXI--N'D NIM AT NYp 12'0 (N"IX) X pON 1910 DNN N
N0 N PR D DX DTN NIX DY 12N NNYI S NPY NISN A XS IR XOX [2109 N"D1]
A420P "D NMIX M TN+ NP DMN KR DAX 1 NP K ZNININKT 1" X"pn nym
20N N"D2 MPAY NT 1OW XY DDA DD N'D 1"DN12 XD 1D 0"INTY 129X XONT O
N9 NNZN 2MPM 121V 21901 X L['NX DXRON] NN X1 1N2Mpn Divn 'K MK

so, while technically & formally OK, yet 'nT 19 XSto use tainted $ for rel/sp cause [T" 'X DV/]

o nHn (v
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MAN Y DNYXYY--912 DNYXRYY N"T1 00 K'Y T'N PTS MyY DMNXAN Mawn .13
NNM NN XOX DN NN IMINK XD D12 1MYH Ok D 00N DN 719N 'Ry Dipna
P"2) 1227 NAXT XN NTAX 1YY DN 715N AR ,MNININTAN 0K M2 91D KN
121 NMOX MAN NTAX X DN 219°N 'Y DIpn 2 INIX TR 12 DNID " XINT (AP
MYT NN D KT D IR COWT R WA WX 21 INKT XM LA4('K 1D N"D)+ LXNDON
27 INXT NMAN NYT 230 PPN WX 2D 1NT AT YD 2NN XN A KT WX 21 DY
NV (1N NN LTS PYIN)+ M O NYT 129K NMAN NYT 2102 NOX WK

Thus, technically stealing from gov't forbidden even w-o Chilul Hashem. But e.g. postage stamps off
envelope is Avedah & OK if no Chillul Hashem

7NN NTAX 422" DMAT+H I NN AN NTAR--2"N X9 NTaX Non'>n o"any .14
V1D DWN DX TP DNN DX ,D91Y YW T PN XN 19N NNMY 2 'R Ninim
INTIAX DZN 99N ¥ DipNA NN NN NINK OV DN YT DX NIK KDY
D19 7T 190 YR *HID DNIAN 119N DD 100N DIPpN 021 ,NNTNND 2NN 0K

NYwnNnnn NP> NN MTOIND MDA N"T 0D N0 "2 N"IN PON ArR NMMAXR N .15
NATPN INNINA NS AN DN DMNNN1NIX 'K DAX... .NYAPY D'XINN 90N e
DTPO NPXN NN AN DDIDW X 1N AR NHYNANN RINY 900 N NN M

,ANIT1 D' TAYNN 19002 P MOXKY "1 DWI1ApN D'RINND XY DN 200D 18T
N2MA 0N 0P NNK DY D1TAN DD DA N XD N D1 MoK XNy TV

N"ApPNY N1 DY NN NXNN DI DR PR TR NN 1 DN 10N D Ny T

TN DIPN DA N XX,V T NINN NN XY N"Apn 12 N2 D1 X
M1 1A YN AN DMNNIN DTN NNNN 1T DX

Here see Eng #2

English

1. Must distinguish between a charity rcvg $$ from a tainted source, and itself engaging in
illegal/immoral activities. (Here: Heb #26, 25, and 29)
2. On latter—story of Rav: “So, close the yeshiva!”
3. On former—practical considerations:
*Con--MY! TNWN ) TN NN X9) 019 1IN XD VOYN NYN XD-- TV PI9 DT --
(0PI MQT 20N DN Y
---distorts mission of institution and pollutes vision...
*Pro—How far does institution have to search? Can anyone be found totally ethical? If accept
$ from Naw *59Nn or Ny "N, should we not take from shady businessmen?
*Con—End not justify the means...
*Pro—Really? Father stealing bread to feed starving child—in Concentration Camp??
4. No money laundering—is in itself immoral activity (as: ©an nn1an ,nNyT N21°1))
5. No accepting gift from wholly acquired Mo*&—as: drug money, Mafia money
6. My experience: offer help during crisis by Moonies...
7. No accept gift if it implies charity endorses the illegal/immoral activity
8. What of Nobel Laureates—are they accepting tainted $$? Gift from Rockefeller fund?
9. ST: Gabbai during appeal at "99ers”: VWNIRY WYV -- PIRNY DIN...
10.Charities were not always concerned about origin of gifts: General Booth, founder of
Salvation Army “The only thing wrong with tainted money is that t'aint enough of it.” A
cynical dictum, it's now outmoded—we hv become mr senstv/sophstctd: S.Africa,
tobacco, “sin stocks,” etc.
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11. What are some of the characteristic cases in the public forum of Tainted Money for Noble
Causes?—investments in South Africa (in the days of Apartheid); Tobacco stocks; overseas plants
that run seat-shops, underage workers; etc. More recently attention focused on cancer research
organizations that held shares in tobacco companies.

A case history: [The] Joseph Rowntree Charitable Trust is a Quaker organization. Among

Quaker beliefs is the belief that there is that of God in every person that leads to respect for the
individual, for justice, and for peace. It explains why the Trust is so involved in ethical
investment. Its income is earned in ways which are compatible with the Trust’s Quaker roots, and
its grant-making policies.

Speaking in Oct. 2000 in Australia, Steven Burkeman, the Trust’s secretary, wrote:

We try to avoid companies which are heavily involved in armaments, brewing/distilling,
the retailing of alcohol as a main activity, gambling, tobacco manufacture and retailing as
a major activity, and other activities which are felt to harm society more than they
benefit.

But we're not just interested in what the company makes — we also focus on the way in
which the company does its business — in all the markets in which it operates. This
includes such things as employment conditions, equal opportunities policy and practice,
the impact on the environment, attitudes to customers, openness in reporting to
stakeholders, attitudes to the communities in which they operate, and integrity in
dealings.

Good corporate practice on human rights, child labour and environmental pollution is good
for society but it is also good for shareholders.

12. In Philanthropy: VoluntaryAction for the Public Good, writes: Robert L. Payton.

Those words are in a letter from Harvard to an oil company (not Exxon), which had
posed the awkward question of whether Harvard intended to accept philanthropic support from a
company whose stock was deemed unacceptable on moral grounds:

In light of your favorable comments... and our past relationship, we must point out that
part of the financial support you have received from us is generated by the earnings of
our affiliate in South Africa, and this shall continue to be the case in the future. Before
we consider any new commitments, in view of your strong feelings concerning the
morality of [your] decision, we would appreciate knowing whether you wish us to
continue our financial support.

Harvard’s response followed:

...the specific answer I would like to offer is — yes, Harvard would like to continue its
longstanding relationship with [your company], despite the fact that we will be disposing
of our security holdings in your company over the next 12 months.

Should corporations stop making grants to Harvard and to other divesting colleges and

universities? Should universities decline to accept gifts and grants from companies that fail to
measure up to (changing) standards of behavior in South Africa?
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To borrow a term used by moral philosophers, I question Harvard’s moral seriousness. As 1
understand it, to be morally serious means to be prepared to accept the consequences of one’s
moral position. I take thatto mean in this case that Harvard should deny itself the benefits of
corporate philanthropy when that philanthropy is in part dependent on what Harvard has
condemned as ill-gotten gains.

13. On any given day, Amnesty International will be reporting on human rights violations in many
of those countries, and Freedom House will have classified most of them as oppressors of free
speech and democracy. (There is also the problem of residual evil from past sins: There are
those who have not forgiven the Germans for Hitler, the Russians for Stalin, the Japanese for
Pearl Harbor, the British for imperialism, the Americans for Vietnam, etc.)

Doing business successfully at all in the modern world is difficult. Being ethically sensitive makes
it more so. To the extent that being ethical mans being consistent, a moral stand on one issue
requires a similar stand on similar issues. Knowing where closure comes is difficult.

14. With this as background, let us turn to the halakhic sources for their guidance.

15. Our Orth J commy has recently been beset by disclosures of corruption, particularly in Haredi
circles—Bobov, Pupa, Skve; such as: money laundering, food stamps, inflated size student body
in govt reporting, phony college courses in Rockland County, etc. These hurt all of us, & esp
reflected badly upon innocent Haredi institutions. Add to this the bad publicity about “children at
risk,” drugs (=ubiquitous), abuse of all kinds--& we all depressed/confused/angry. Rightly so!

16 Soc'y regularly rocked by scandals. So, in gowvt, industry, etc.--Marc Rich...But some, involve
charities, relig/secular, which hv claim on public trust, go awry. Problm thn more acute/poignant.

17 There are, at the other extreme, moral vigilantes and perfectionists who make the ethical
standards so high, so practically unattainable, that most people throw up their hands in
despair and abandon the whole enterprise of personal and collective honesty. 7hey are
dangerous, and we should not hesitate to declare them as such. There are too many cases of
self-appointed moral supervisors who at the drop of a hat—or especially yarmulke—rise with
indignation to condemn all Haredim or all Orthodox or all religious Jews, while failing to
condemn their own group for instances of the few who succumb to the plague of greed and
illicit sex and even murder. How morally pure—not only according to halakhic criteria, but
according to the universally accepted moral codes that prevailed in the Western world until
the current hedonistic ethos swamped us—are those organizations who came to the aid of
the gays and lesbians as “friends of the court” in their fight against YUI/AECOM in the
current litigation? (And come to think of it, where are the other organizations—Right and
Left—who failed to register as friends of the court on our behalf? Does it not bother the
Conservative organizations, or the Agudah which is so ready to use the media to advance its
program, that we are being challenged to recognize same-sex liaisons as “marriage?”)

18 Some years ago, the JTS was embarrassed after having innocently accepted a huge gift from
Boesky, who later sat in prison for financial crimes. O-c, JTS returned the $$ and removed
donor’s name fr books...Earlier, Bar Ilan University suffered similar chagrin when one of their
prominent contributors was accused of white-collar crime in the nursing home business—as
was Mizrachi a number of decades ago, to our deep shame.
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19 Taken all together, the J commy has woken up to the fact that greed and sex are ubiquitous
factors in the life of individuals and organizations. Before we can improve the situation, we
must do three things: explore the matter with calm but probing minds; not shy away from
the consequences of our decisions; and not raise the moral bar too high.
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Tainted Money for Noble Causes: 5/6/01)

1.  (4pologia: Ths lectur=part of Orth Caucus series MM™an Mas—hum dignty, halc

concept tht teaches: where hum dignty might b offendd—as appearg undressd in public—we may
overlook certain M2YN—specif'y, 1" Tn. Thus, if clothing ~ NLYY, & where=only 1N, I needn't
remove clothing if I in public. But: also countervailing principle of 'R M2, i.e., when MO'X
X"Tn=involved; there respect for God trumps the respect for human sensitivity. Also: N2>
mavsn.)

My theme tod involves dignity of Institutions/of moral rectitude/and the conflict
tht sometimes erupts betw the high demands of moral excellence/legitimate
needs of institutions.

2.4 worthy yeshiva is in desperate straits; no way to survive w-o falsifying some minor points
for govt support. A friendly official willing to overlook. May they?

3.
Soc’y regularly rocked by scandals. So, in govt, law, industry, business in
US/Canada/Isr/former USSR... Esp intriguing recent yrs--cases in public forum:
Tainted Money for Noble Causes?—investments in So. Africa (in days of
Apartheid); overseas plants that run sweat-shops, underage workers; recently:
cancer research organizations that held shares in tobacco companies (but
problm same f a//tobacco) .

When ethicl issues involve charities, relig/secular, which hv claim on public
trust, they prove even more acute/poignant.

Thus, rently: irregularities w United Way/Hale House in Harlem/JTS--Ivan
Boesky/Bar Ilan U.-- nursing home business—as was Mizrachi

Our Orth J commy recently been beset by disclosures of corrup’n, emnzzimnt,
particularly in Haredi circles—Bobov, Pupa, Skver; such as: money laundering,
food stamps, inflated size student body in govt reporting, phony college
courses in Rockland County, etc. These hurt all of us; esp reflected badly upon
innocent Haredi inst’s. Add bad publicity on “children at risk,” drugs, abuse of
all kinds--& we all depressed/confused/angry. Rightly so!

Taken all together, the J commy has woken up to fact: greed/sex=ubiquitous
factors in If of individs/orgs-- & tm t do some’g about it

Charities were not always concerned about origin of gifts: Gen.Booth, founder
of Salvation Army “The only thing wrong with tainted money is that t'aint
enough of it.” A cynical dictum, it's now outmoded—we hv become mr
senstv/sophstctd: more care in accept’g $ from racist grous/nations, tobacco,
“sin stocks,” esp drugs and Mafia $.

3. But < we can improve situation, must do 3 things: explore matter w
calm but probing minds; not shy away fr consequences of our decisions; &
carefully analyze each sit'n < deliver’g selves of either wholesale condemnation
or across the board exculpation--& not b blind to subtleties/ambiguities

4. W this as background, let’s turn to the halakhic sources for their guidance.
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Ask you t bear in mind: these=TENTATIVE conclusions, not my final decisions...

FIRST: must distinguish between a charity rcvg $$ from a tainted source, and
itselfengaging in illegal/immoral activities

Q I posed at outset—re: yeshiva in trouble—answ by R. Moshe Feinstein 2"Sr

O*RINA *D30 NP AYWRDAD NP TN N1T0IDY MNO'RA 11 B3 [0°0 ‘2 RN pn) NN MMAXR DMWY
(Aapw... 92N AN NPOR MY PR INNNA KK NN DN 1INIX KT DX
0N 2'0NY WY DTPD APKN N N DWW X 1N 1VAR NYwnnn 'Ky
O XNINY TADY T DTRYNN 190N P MOXY D1 DWIApN DXINND XO¥
519N 021 ,NYT N2 DA DPY NTNRX DY D'D1TAN DO DA N XX M0 D1
St XN N"APNY 1N D71V AN NRIN DI AR TR YT NN 1t oen

NX 9N DIYNR DA N XN ,9M0"Y TP NINN N2NN2 XY N"pn 10 No1a
NI D1 yRn ANM 0MNNN 0ATTAYM AINN 1T

On latter—story of Rav: “So, close the yeshiva!”

SO: No compromise on crimnal/illicit activ’y no mattr how vital charity is.
AND: No mony laund’g; =itself immoral activity (as: ©an nnaan ,nyT nam ,1411,)
AND: even no accepting gift from wholly acquired Wo'R—as: drug/Mafia $

5. BUT WHAT IF NO ILLEGAL ACTS. BUT TAINTED SOURCES?
What if source is not clearly criminal but questnbl? What of Nobel Laureates—
are they accepting tainted $$? Gift from Rockefeller fund? Carnegie? Ford?

DILEMMA: On 1 hand—End not justify the means...On other: Really? Father
stealing bread to feed starving child—in Concentration Camp?? Can simple
maxims determine policy?

AGAIN: On 1 hand--NpN X9) 029 1IN XY VYN NYN XD-- TV P19 DT -
:DPYTY AT 920 D'NIN Y WY TNV ) TN--distorts mission of inst'n/
pollutes vision. ALSO: If accept gift, implies charity endorses the illegal/immoral
activity. On other: How far does inst'n hv t search? Can anyone be found totally
ethical? Is any businss presumd totally innocent cutt’g corners? How far must
we investgate labor reltns/environmntal policy/origin of funds?

If accept $ fr NAW *H9NN or Y Y9N, should we nt take fr shady businsses?

My expernce: during crisis--Moonies... (dont let on whether I accepted the offer...)
(One of my convcerns: I'd promise, they not give...ST: Gabbai during appeal at
“9gers”: VWNINA WYLUM -- PIRNY D»N...). What was I to do?

ONE P-V: “purer than Caeser’s wife”/"cleaner than hound’s tooth” (Ike):

A case history of high moral standrds: Speaking in Oct. 2000 in Australia, Sec'y

of The Joseph Rowntree Charitable Trust, an English Quaker foundation, wrote:
“We try t avoid companies which are heavily involved in armamnts,
brewing/distilling, the retailing of alcohol as a main activity, gambling, tobacco
manufacture and retailing as a major activity, and other activities which are felt to
harm society more than they benefit.

“Bt we're not just interested in what the company makes — we also focus on way
in whch company does its business — in all the markets in which it operates. This
includes such things as employment conditions, equal opportunities policy and
practice, the impact on the environment, attitudes to customers, openness in
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reporting to stakeholders, attitudes to the communities in which they operate, and
integrity in dealings.

“Good corporate practice on human rights, child labour and environmental
pollution is good for society but it is also good for shareholders.”

Is hard t disagree w this clear morl mandate/demand f ethical purity.

6. BUT: does the Hal agree with this strict line? Let us test in 3 areas:

DI 'R NPN) 099 WD *I) VI 'R NA[? WY BWIN J)-N-R IR0 (R
M-RIY 70X 799 RET W I IONY? R NP

NNIX MIDIXN NMDI0VN A NNX N TXUY NNN2--"N 2"9 N2 *MoX >N D"an
D XA IN ¥ NNDY X1 1IN2MPN MK XN N NAmn 1% NMOX N2DXA

1"DN22 XX D 0"AND 199X XONT DML, NYP 1RO (N"IX) X PPN 9910 onn N
NN X1 1N2AMPN DIYA 'K MX 10N N"D2 PR AT 1OV X2 0NN DD N'D
M7 Yo X2 [T 'K DW] "N NN 2PN 1O 1TV M 900 MX L ['N 'R OXON]

S: “tainted” litrally! --& banned. BUT—only 'nT 19 X%. Not quite immoral...
Hal’c impropriety

:07MW 02 ®*N N2AVIN I TN 227 ®*11 1" 222 TN AT PR R'AN 872-0%-10 ‘2T (A
XM DY N IRV DN, N0 XM PO NIINKA DD N1 N"D pra

NOT 22"2T 0" NN N"Y/PI0IR L0 1K MN /MK XN IN T
MR 2% AM AN PNX :a"aRT 91 .0 X1 -N"11.0NM'Y M2YY DA
(Mm% ant 19N=] PPN NPV XD 1INK Y1912 DIaX 1NN 10 M0 N pTa

So, Hal~highly technic/vw/forbd only illicit gift itsif; Wht if fungible, nt itself?

MOST IMP SOURCE--
D7D ANIR NYIRD NI IR VORI N2IN0 NY) 1990 NY) 2313 DIRII--R IR?7N-D "2’ (a
077 MR 071D NI NPR3I DN?09 “ANY N?103 211 )0 09D 20X N "R "I-R0 7001 TR
2109 = Y1man 27,%--2"y 0" N2 NDoN NN
"N 2K WK ' V"M XOX 005N - "DOY" ,2MDT -'X U™ XN oM L.--2"Y 0" DY ‘DAl
AN TN PNY Ywn... M"apn DIn pme YN LLLYtnn Y minT own :"awn own pne

ANX 1IN 91910 0o0N Y XYM A% NNK .00 DN 1IN TV K ,00NN MM DY Ny
ST NI N OIX INK NMAPN X .DONN R RNY NN X1 ,0M0T M 9D 1T NN 0N
A DT DIPA 9109 Y.L, AKX 0 INRK R NANK D10 N RKY 1NN 2 1TRY NN ,N%a
V"N NpINn ynwn)) UK 0™ XOK WY KD DX ARK PN 0T X001 V"N
—"1 AT PN XN MORN DYIX VUINN T0IX YNXINY DA NRXA aK)) ((- v'ann X'-9Nnen
YN, N INT YDA NN Y LM A A0 0T YTINN] MO 12 DY (NN .X"TN

((.2XINwD>=X"NIM 02N , )N *22D—12NNM 0D"aNN XUTD M TR TN P MINT 0K

SO, assume MOX V¥"2Nn. Seem: Tainted $ prohibtd!

BUT: Hal—conditions: 1) if object kAxM "'¥ then object "mn but o%w/> amn,
so: probbly can accept $ fr Mafia t buy car f shul. 2) diff'ce betw object/act:
NY.. "N NMAVN XY I NOMA N8R So: can't accept car itsif if stolen by thm

Simlarly: if stole cash t buy 2219, no reason t say X¥' X even tho he was
man XY Yy 101y; not technic’y v"'ann.

7. WHAT HAL SEEMS T BE SAYING is: Some acts--out completely; others—
kosher; many others—shouldn't be done, but if done, can use results.




Hal thus affirms ethical control, but realistic’y avoids moral-legal
extremism. Other words: If=complicatd/complex; can't ever ignore morl
consdrations, bt can't solv soc’s problms by invok’g simplistic formulae.
This=someg of revelation—act must=moral, but restrictions must=livable, not
excessive. Hal condemns immorality, but shies away from moral maximalism.
As o"n nn, Hal must consider ablty ppl to obey, implement.

In Philanthropy: Voluntary Action for the Public Good, Robert L. Payton writes:

On any given day, Amnesty Intemational will be reporting on human rights
violations in many of those countries, & Freedom House will hv classified most of
thm as oppressors of free speech and democracy. (There is also the problem of
residual evil from past sins: There are those who have not forgiven the Germans
for Hitler, the Russians for Stalin, the Japanese for Pearl Harbor, the British for
imperialism, the Americans for Vietnam, etc.)

Doing business successfully at all in modrn world=difficult. Being ethically sensitve
makes it mr so. To extent tht being ethicl ~ being consistent, a moral stand on 1
issue requires similar stand on similar issues. Knowg where closure comes=difficlt.

Sometimes the moralistic view makes If so difficult for ordinary ppl of integrity,
that it discourages them fr pursuing path of decency. And frequently borders
on hypocrisy. There=too many cases of self-appointed mischievous moral
monitors who at drop of hat—esp yarmulke—rise w indignation t condemn a/
Haredim/Orthx/religious Jews/all Js/ busness f the few who succumb to greed.

Thus, Payton (in above article): oil company posed awkward question: whether
Harvard intended to accept philanthr’c support fr company whose stock it
deemed unacceptable on moral grounds, namely, that the firm did business w
So. Africa. “Before we consider any new commitments,” they wrote to Harvard,
“in view of your strong feelings concerning the morality of [your] decision, we
would appreciate knowing whether y wish us to continue our financial support.”

Harvard’s response:

...the specific answer I would like to offer is — yes, Harvard would like to continue its
longstanding relationship with [your company], despite the fact that we will be
disposing of our security holdings in your company over the next 12 months.”

“To borrow a term used by moral philosophers,” Payton comments, “I question
Harvard’s moral seriousness... [T]o be morally serious means to be prepared to
accept the consequences of one’s moral position... Harvard should deny itself
the benefits of corporate philanthropy when that philanthropy is in part
dependent on what Harvard has condemned as ill-gotten gains.

(NOT only instit'ns capable such absurdities; too many people take high road w
regard t others, but are not at all beyond questionable practices themselves. I

heard of one univ'y.... well-known prof preached morality w flaming seriousnss,
but when admin refused him a raise, he held up his classes finals, condemning
the students to all kinds of ill consequences, until the administration caved in.)

BUT BACK t main theme: Hal seems remarkbly permissv in practc: in princpl—
moral, in practc mostly liberl. Short of actual recept stoln goods/drugs, no
problm Taintd $!! UNCOMFRTBL!
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8. BUT HERE INTRODUC SINGLE MOST IMPT ELEMENT: In addition to ,5Ta
V"ann ,py  NYT N2, mst consider most serious charge of all: pwn %n!

1Y2 21X D NN DN 219N PR DIPNA AN 21 DNOXYY-- BINRAN MAwWn
Sax , NN INTANT DX M2 D1 D2 XN NN NDYN XX DN 219N 1nx XD O
121 NIIOX AN NTAX X DN 219N wrw 0pn Do) ... X0 nTax 1y own 1N
M2 5P NYT '9X NMAN NYT 21222 NOX WX 20 INXT...XN0N

No hal’c decision on Taintd $ can be rendered w-o factoring in Dwn 1>'n

What constitutes &"m%N? Much=subjectv, but clearly: disrepute Sxr,nn.
Here “public policy”=hal’c construct. And in practice: must judge details.Must
consider the extent of the need vs the seriousness of the infraction; the
communal context; above all—the degree of n"rTp 1x N">N.

Should mention: all above is in relation to individuals or collectivities, but if it is
OXW D00 that is in jeopardy—all is permitted. Thus: smuggling in Js in
WWII, gun-running to Isr in'48, visas f Russian Js in USSR days. Proof.: 110X

SO0: On strictly Hal grounds, this syng may accept $100,000 from Seagram’s or
Philip Morris or Walmart. Fr p-v &"m%n/public policy: not all liquor is
dangerous, smoking is indulged in by many people moderately (and besides it
is their choice—I would not ban arsenic producers bec some peopley it), and
one can buy hammocks as well as hams at Walmart. But, again as matter
public policy/own 71'n—would NOT accept $ from Mafia/drugs/Jews f Jesus

9. 1 believe tht, aside from ¥"M"n, Hal’s moral realism=correct/commendbl.
It strikes the right balance between high moral rectitude and realistic
assessment of what can be done in the hustle and bustle of daily life. And isn't
this generally the way Hal views the world?

10. IN SUM: J commty must assiduously censure/expel those
who=thieves D'nw D¥Y; falsfy records f personal/inst’| benefit, who trade in
food stamps. They=above all D'n¥ D¥ 5%Nn.

Same tm: reject moral vigilantes/perfectionists who set the ethical bars so high,
so practically unattainable, that most people throw up their hands in despair
and abandon the whole enterprise of personal/collective honesty. 7hey can b
harmful, and we should not hesitate to declare them as such. There are too
many cases of self-appointed mischievous moral monitors who at the drop of a
hat—or especially yarmulke—rise with indignation to condemn a// Haredim (or
all Orthodox or all religious Jews or all Jews or all businesses), for the few who
succumb to greed, yet are far less strict with those in their own groups who are
guilty of illicit sex and ill begotten gains and even murder. The halc way=way
of moderation.

ININ NPT XD AR XN NXOD XD DN I8N DX IWX DX MYRN -2 P9 0MNAT
X921 (0 : MY ANK IYRM 12D DNPM ARRA 12 N9V N KD X0 0'nwa X9 ()
D (T) MY NNX IYRZM 112 DNPM 0N 12V DX 112 12y N KD X0 D2 1avn
ANV 722921 7'92 TRN 12T OX P

To finish off the discussion and not keep you in suspense—No, I did not accept
the offer from the Moonies. Despite the painful need/beckoning temptation,
regardless any o' ynin, I refused t flirt w &"m>n—& I do not regret it.
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