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THE HASIDIC-MITNAGDIC CONTROVERSY:

Lessons for our Times
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1. Introd: autobiograph'l--my interest in Has-Mitn controv'y:
daven Rebbes, ""Litvak," term paper Sanz-Sadigur, PhD thesis

2. Origins Hasm: post-Sabbatian Europe; Lurianic Kabbalah; Haidanek
persecutions; Maggidim & ©')n; mass depression & demoraliz'n;
BESHT; RYY; Maggid Mezeritch...m»7n by Vilna Gaon et al.

3. Some Basic Teachings (most --standard trad'l fare, but):

*Mood—-nn»nv, never WX (sign incipient depression in leaders?!)

* Inwardness--nwenn 150 13 (hence: neglect hal'c time limits; Yiddish in
prayers; singing & dancing; even somersaults...)

* Devekut--experiential, not intellectual, as greatest value; again, >n”n
(and in n”n--stress NHYY). Thus:

*Emphasis on Prayer--even > 1”5

*Zaddikism--as center Has'c community--one which disting'd by Yx7v? 520X

*Theology: immanentism--1 98 INX 7 ,$7301 5772

4. Nature of Has:

*Has's Self-Definition— a new /0 nT3y3 717 strictly w-i Torah
’fMitnagdim-- a) Heretics (o2oMp20R); b) Sectarians (52)
* Cultural-Anthropological- a Romantic movement

5, Criticism by Has of Mitn:

*Neglect of oy on— distance betw n”n & people; arrogance of n”s--
thus, RYY: PR PTY

*Loss of true religious experience— Thus: Besht--70X 927 n2wn
1woya a»nnn 170 1munn; and Kotzk--77 NWYn 87 N300 1K,

(A.J.Heschel-- "sacred physics')
*Arrogance of scholars (also: same criticism by RH Volozhiner!) \\\\_/
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6. Criticism by Mitn of Has:

* Antinomianism—thus: a) 1290 1N b) 2NV MNXIANI NH773 NNIN;
c) distortion of NnWY NN (8”7 agreed: if not for Mitn'c criticism,
Has would have gone over deep end...)
*Lifestyle—~No Decorum—dancing; drinking; singing; Yiddish interjections...
*Zaddikism as Idolatry—
*Downgrading of 5”n—became largely irrelevant as Hasm
produced own great n”n
*Communal separatism— turned into 519, weakened 5np
*Supercilliouness of the Pious (=mp37) (same crit'm — by’ BESHT’ -- N(__
WYY RYY N3 NHYY TINN)
*Theological—over stressed immanence over transcendence
(too complicated to go into now) ‘

7. Length of Controversy--several generations, but gradually abated--until
Rav Shach vs Lubavitch

8. What Caused Rapprochement?

*Simply: passage of time
*Common enemy: Haskalah, Reform, secularization, modernity
*They took each other's criticism seriously

9. Today?

*Theology—Hasm hardly mention, and added very little that's new (except
for HaBaD's misbegotten emphasis on Messnamsm),

Mitn--don't know/care
*Mood-- all pretty much alike—-witness any wedding...
* Inwardness vs Intellection—moved closer to each other

*Talmud Torah—Hasm have largely accepted Mitn valuation--although
some deficiencies in certain Has circles. So, here--Mitn prevailed

* Antinomianism-hardly an issue-except, marginally, for N0 »nt.
So--Mitn influence won the day .

*Zaddikism—clear triumph of Has! RYs=Zaddikim... hn ny7...
And even HaBaD= personal & family direction;
*Communal Separatism--Has prevailed: most Mitn equally opted out of

larger Jewish community

fe:Has-Mitn—12/19/94




10. Lessons for Qur Time:

Caveat: always dangerous to read from one historical context to another!

In our own schools—-
*Study theology (nawnsm)--both classical & modern—in our own schools!

*No neglect of fundamental experiential element (to wit: youth seminar

successes)—-but even in our own schools!
*Continued emphasis on 5”5 as central value (and: social "glue"). BUT--
Don't allow chasm to develop betw n”n & unlearned Jews...

In our own schools and throughout Jewish community-- '
*No arrogance/self-righteousness --neither intellec'l snobbism of n”n, \\\ -

nor of the "super-frum"--even in our own schools!
*Can tolerate certain 5 properties, but not those that lead to tummg back

on Yx7Y? Y93 (Besht very strong on this) o

The Internal Debates Within Orthodoxy—
*No mn1n or any form of shunning--is always counter-productive--and lower

emotional temperature of debates within Orthodoxy.
*Be self-critical--as were Besht & RH Volozhiner...

Terms of the internal debates: Interesting "discovery' when doing my
thesis: n72¥n 9787 is reputed debate betw Has & Mitn--defense of Hasm--
and is pseudepigraphic. Also, was plagiarized in work known as X35 Xm.
What is not mentioned by any scholars is a further plagiarism, of

N39 NP2, in work called way n3>wn. This little book contains an
introduction not found in the other two, and in it the anonymous author lays

down rules for true dialogue:

a) YaWN NUM PPN INYN NRIVN 13 ,AXIVA anyy (no contempt)
b) HNNN TITH 10 RINT...TITN VI 0N

C) JY¥Y T YPan YR (no triumphalism--or defeatism)

d) HHRN INR THN IR PRI NNIIN D, PNYIN NN ANNRY ROV

*N7Y) NanN--esp as preached by Hasm, & practiced in very earliest
Hasc circles—-need to feel that all Jews are one family...
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