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Dear Rabbi Lamm: oo>?/ 90)£b

Though an “fwush kb 13%, and thus T take the liberty of writing
you.

Reading through the recent issue of Tradition I note that you continue
to pursue your interest in Chassidism and are presently engaged in
compiling an anthology of Chassidic teachings. I myself recently
started work on a similar project, but who knows when I will be able
to finish it. (Incidentally, Louis Jacobs from London informs me
that he has just completed a similar anthology for Rehrman House).
In any case, it is important that people who understand and appre-
ciate Chassidism positively will finally take over the "academic
field® of it to negate the distortions and misrepresentations of
people like Byber and Scholem et alii, so my best wishes that
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Though you do not know me, and I do not know you personally, I have
read many of your articles with approval, and with 1497 NN AZpY
note that in the ever-expanding field of publications in Judaica
you are one of the very few who write _ay3! PYC 2K? with authen-
ticity of content and presentation. As such I thought you may be
interested in two of my recent publications in the area of Chassi-
dism, which T take pleasure in sending you herewith with my compli-
ments and best wishes. (I would very much appreciate, though, if
you would be so kind and take the time to let me know your frank
opinions and appraisals of both.)

"SI AN 'JY( Jy¥, some time ago I obtained the Mirsky Memorial
Volume and read with interest your article on 'Study and Prayer.'
I meant to write you some observations I marked down in the margins
but never got around to it, so this occasion provides an opportunity
to do so now, With your permission they are mostly comments re passa-
ges that seem to me to require correction:

p. 38f. You distinguish between RCV and RSZ re the origin of Torah
and conclude that RSZ does not go as far as ?CV for unlike the latter
he considers Torah to have originated in (4l(y Si\Néb but not beyond
it, and you refer to I.H. XXVI. Obviously you refer to the oft-quo-
ted phrase a3 MM lea "3 ., However, you fail to note that this
* is a direct %uote from the Zohar (see there II:121a; and cf. ibid.
H

85a and IIT:81a): L Y PYRRVITE Y T Y AN APD) SWIAN e fle
2 p M3 which has.its clear parallel in the Midrash( -A%ero?
N, 89 A ) AN Myl Awon )(?U . Moreover, this is bumt

a partial reference, and as RSZ writes explic}tely in I.H. I (!),p.
200 Iy Nt W bre J\ZQ;? BN ARSI RIS, Y DY s "> ag SYAN
L TY BN YY3 rep }0 MM, Np>D o aflyw 3(;”"

Thus,as indicated in aforementioned quote from the Zohar,Torah acc.
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to RSZ, originates in Jl'fj w2 - a source exceedingly transcending /\lfgk!
(Whether now to identify it directly with the ol Yl depends on

the ancient dispute among Cabbalists,and is relative to the perspective
of the discussion -according to Arizal in his discussion of the dispute.
But in any case, your statement re RSZ is incorrect; cf. also T.H.

sect. XIX and XXIX, and my notes in the English edition thereof ad loc.)
Thus it follows tha? Torah is a "product of Hishtalsheluth" only in

its present M?AD (a5 we have it in its present forF)(but not

as it is per se; Tor its Q) A is “ole pthGean slyw( anag as you
yourself quote on p. 44 (without reading z e implication) that it re-
presents the supernal Will of Gd! In effect, then, your distinction
between RSZ and RCV is incorrect.

p. 39f., in your distinction betweenAlN3A! MM you missed the sipgnifi-
cant point elaborated in I.H. XX (p. 261f1ﬁ~which distinguishes again
between Torah in its present state (23>, 8) and Mikgvoth in their
present state ( alo(#, thus below Torah), and as they are in their
origin -Taa;u; pmamo> (see there, too, my notes in the English ed.).

p. 43, re the polarity of Torah and prayer, you do not mention that
Chassidism bases itself here on an explicit ruling of Arizal (see Tanya,
Kuntres Acharon IV and VIII, and my The Great Maggid, p. 188 note 22)-
a most significant point, I would think.

p. 44, Your quote and reading from Tzavaath Harivash is incorrect, due

to a faulty and misleading (actually nonsensical in most editions) print.
See my enclosed edition sect. 30 (and the variant version in Ljkutim
Yekarim,quoted in the margin; cf. also the preceding section -29- and

the variant in the margin which clearly substantiate my point).

p. 45. "he decides halakhically... need not interrupt” etec., and you
refer to Siddur HaRav, I find neither the statement nor the refemence
comprehensible - when this is clearly counter to every explicit ruling
of all Halacha, as you are aware from your reference ad loc. to RSZ's
Hilchoth Talmud Torah (where the rulings atated are substantiated by
explitit refemences to their sources).All RSZ does in the Siddur is

to refer in the context of a Chassidic discourse (!!; no Halachic ruling
or discussion whatsoever!!) to the well-known Talmudic statement.
Also, the distinction in the note between Siddur and Hil. T.T. ("he
modifies") is incorrect, as the Shulchan Aruch was written before the
Siddue, and the Halachoth in the later Siddur follow the Cabbalists
(as they do also in the revised ed. of the Shulchan Aruch of which

we have only a few sections); see Sha'ar Hakolel on the Siddur, beg.

p.49, re historical changes, you refer only to RSZ's emphasis on the
change in the declining generations vs. RCV distinction between before
and after ™M MA, But this latter distinction is ®o be found in RSZ
no less - in the general context that since «'N the wMlly» AP is

) aliyal 2 Ty T k313, and in particularly in the distinction between
1 N2 VY DAY |y pey aav2/e and the abrupt and climactic change in such a

possib%lity after A”w (see Torah Or, Lech Lecha, Yithro, and other
places).

These are the major comments I noted on passages which require revision,
I'm sure you do not mind my critical remarks as they are offered in

a spirit of friendship and pursuit of knowledge. In fact I would wery
much welcome equally frank criticism where I erred in my writings, and
hope you will be generous enough to offer such where applicable. Please
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let me know your reactlons to my comments above if you feel that
I am not correct, i Al prl .

Perhaps I may also be so presumptuous to ask you, if possible, to
review the enclosed works in some journal or periodical to which
you have ready access (e.g. Tradition, or the like).

Looking forward to hearing from you at your earliest convenience,
I remain
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