Works in Progress Group in Modern Jewish Studies

Session

Many of us in the field of modern Jewish studies have felt the need for an
active working group interested in discussing our various projects, papers, and
books, particularly as we develop into more mature scholars. Even more, we
want to engage other committed scholars and respond to their new projects,
concerns, and methodological approaches to the study of modern Jews and
Judaism, broadly construed in terms of period and place. To this end, since
2001, we have convened a “Works in Progress Group in Modern Jewish
Studies” that meets yearly in connection with the Association for Jewish
Studies Annual Conference on the Saturday night preceding the conference.
The purpose of this group is to gather interested scholars together and review
works in progress authored by members of the group and distributed and
read prior to the AJS meeting. 2006 will be the sixth year of a formal meeting
within which we have exchanged ideas and shared our work with peers in a
casual, constructive environment. This Works in Progress Group is open to all
scholars working in any discipline within the field of modern Jewish studies. We
are a diverse group of scholars committed to engaging others and their works
in order to further our own projects, those of our colleagues, and the critical
growth of modern Jewish studies. Papers will be distributed in November. To
participate in the Works in Progress Group, please contact: Todd Hasak-Lowy,
email: thasak@aall.ufl.edu or Adam Shear, email: ashear@pitt.edu

Co-Chairs: Todd S. Hasak-Lowy (University of Florida)
Adam B. Shear (University of Pittsburgh)

Abstracts for Session 1
Sunday, December, 17, 2006 09:30 AM-11:00 AM

Session Number: 1.1

Session Pedagogy and Politics: Teaching Israel at North American
Universities Today

Session

Israel Studies is an emerging field at North American universities and in Jewish
adult education; however, Israel is frequently taught by faculty with
backgrounds in Jewish Studies and related disciplines. This proposed
interdisciplinary roundtable discussion focuses upon the pedagogical and
political challenges as well as the curricular, geographical and institutional
problems of teaching Israel at a range of North American institutions. The
discussants of this roundtable teach courses on Israel in a variety of
institutional settings. The discussants participated in the intense coursework of
the Brandeis Summer Institutes on Israel Studies (2004, 2005 and 2006),
supplemented by an additional week of study in Israel; this was facilitated by
Professor S. llan Troen (Stoll Family Chair in Israel Studies at Brandeis



University). The professors in this group are planning to address the goals
and outcomes of bringing Israel to Jews and Non-Jews in a pedagogical
framework. Topics to be presented and discussed include, but are not limited
to: Tracing the history that current academics have with Israel (time they spent
there early in their lives, ongoing connections, how their relationship with
Israel changed over time, intellectual connections; Teaching Israel in the Bible
Belt: An Experimental Course in the Rural South; Teaching Jewish and
Palestinian literature (and film) side by side; What is the Agenda for Advanced
Adult Education? Teaching the Political Sociology of Israel in a Liberal Arts
Setting; Israel: The Challenge to a Talmudist at a Liberal Arts College.
Feminist Approaches to Israel; Teaching the Other, the Arab Israelis and/or
Palestinians; Teaching Israel as Part of Jewish Identity-formation. The
roundtable proposes to address the teaching of Israel in the general
curriculum of the university and in other settings; pedagogical strategies, such
as the use of new media and engaging teaching as well as innovative
approaches to the study of Israel will be explored.

Chair, Rivka B. Kern-Ulmer (Bucknell University)

Donna R. Divine (Smith College)

Jonathan Goldstein (University of West Georgia)

Shirah Hecht (JESNA)

Theodore Sasson (Brandeis University/Middlebury College)
David B. Starr (Hebrew College)

Session Number: 1.2
Session Social Science and Teaching about American Jewry

Session

Courses on American Jewry are being taught in increasing numbers of social-
science departments throughout the United States, but few, if any, occasions
exist for those teaching such courses--and those thinking of doing so--to
discuss how best to teach them. This roundtable will provide such an
occasion. Among the topics to be discussed will be: the balance in such
courses between approaches drawn from the social sciences and approaches
drawn from traditonal Jewish Studies scholarship; the degree of emphasis on
organizational, demographic, and social-psychological approaches to Jewish
life in the U.S.; the extent to which such courses take a problem-oriented
approach to Jewish life as opposed to a more social-scientific approach; the
amount of attention devoted to particular groups and organizations; the place
of such courses in multicultural curricula; and issues involved in presenting
material about Jews to diverse groups of students. Other concerns will be
addressed as well.

Chair, Paul Burstein (University of Washington)

Claude Fischer (University of California, Berkeley)



Shaul Kelner (Vanderbilt University)
Shelly Tenenbaum (Clark University)

Session Number: 1.3

Session What Does Jewish Philosophy Contribute? The Cases of
Levinas and Strauss

Session

Most recent work in modern Jewish philosophy has worked within a canon
organized by thinkers who are seen as saints -- not only can their work revivify
or reorient Judaism, but they can also either mend the rift between Judaism
and modernity or get us past the need to have that rift mended. The
assumption in such inquiries is that the potential of Jewish philosophy is
apparently limitless, or even messianic. But what if there are human problems
to which nothing, not even philosophy, can give a definitive answer? What if
philosophy does not have in itself the ability to direct social and political life?
The juxtaposition of Levinas and Strauss provides a unique opportunity to
approach such questions that lie at the base of the subdiscipline of Jewish
philosophy. For it is Levinas who argues broadly for a strong intimacy
between religion and philosophy, and specifically that Husserlian and post-
Husserlian phenomenology can return Western life to its religious basis,
articulated by the Hebrew Bible and the Talmud. And it is Strauss who argues
for a radical separation between religion and philosophy, setting up the
possibility in which philosophy, aware of its own limits, must recognize the
possibility of revelation (understood as having its own territory) to guide social
and political life. The panelists — a scholar of Levinas, a scholar of Strauss,
and a scholar of liberal Jewish thought — will test not only the specific claims
about the relationship between Judaism and philosophy in the two thinkers in
order to answer the question of what Jewish philosophy can contribute, but
also the portraits of Judaism that they give (an inner orientation vs. outer
forms of social life). A scholar who has recently written a book comparing
Levinas and Strauss will serve as respondent.

Chair, Sarah Hammerschlag (Williams College)

Martin Kavka (Florida State University)

Kenneth R. Seeskin (Northwestern University)

Eugene Sheppard (Brandeis University)

Respondent, Leora F. Batnitzky (Princeton University)

Session Number: 1.4

Session Assessing the Characteristics of Synagogue Transformation

Session

During the 1990s Jews in the synagogues throughout North America began
talking about synagogue transformation and renewal. Behind this movement
was the recognition that synagogues had the potential to be the most



significant gateway to full participation in Jewish life, but that this potential was,
in many cases, not being realized. Over the course of a decade, federations
and foundations poured several million dollars into a variety of synagogue
transformation initiatives. As early as 1995, researchers from the Council for
Initiatives in Jewish Education identified 41 projects devoted to synagogue
change. Some of these were national in scope, others local. Some were
rooted in theories of change and involved elaborate change processes; others
were based on the theory of “if you build it, they will come,” and focused on
the introduction of new programs. While some of these projects were more
successful than others in their totality, there were also big differences in the
levels of success between congregations within the same project. Aron,
Cohen, and Kelman, along with Rabbi Larry Hoffman, have been involved in
the first systematic examination of the experiences of these past ten years of
synagogue transformation and renewal. The AJS conference offers an ideal
format to share and reflect on some initial findings. The research has yielded
important information about the processes and characteristics of synagogue
transformation, and the opportunity to reflect these findings with other scholars
will prove invaluable to the project. Professor Aron will reflect on social
scientific analyses of organizations and apply them to synagogues. Professor
Cohen will frame the research findings in terms of broader analytic categories,
and Dr. Kelman will reflect on the ethnographic research yielded during his
fieldwork at the eight fieldwork sites. Our respondent, Dr. Kaufman, will
provide a richly informed historical dimension to the discussion and open the
panel up to what will be a most productive and fruitful discussion of our
research findings and their significance.

Chair, Jack Wertheimer (Jewish Theological Seminary)

Ari Y. Kelman (University of Pennsylvania/National Museum of
American Jewish History)

Stories from Shul

Synagogue transformation is difficult to trace and impossible to quantify.
When did the congregation start to change and is it ever done changing? How
does a congregation know that it is changing for the better? Or, is a “good”
synagogue simply willing to take risks inherent to change? More to the point: Is
the quality of a synagogue inherent or can it be transformed? What does

such a transformation entail? This paper will establish some of the narrative
and ethnographic terrain of synagogue transformation. Focusing on three
ethnographic sites, | will trace both the processes and characteristics of the
institutional, communal, and cultural change that synagogues experience as
they try to consciously improve their members’ experiences of Jewish life.
Although each of the synagogue stories is unique, their narratives intersect at
relatively discreet institutional and cultural commonalities, which reveal aspects
of the broader landscape of synagogue life in America

Steven Martin Cohen (HUC-JIR)
Successful Interventions in Synagogue Change: Finding the



Drawing upon our qualitative study of eight synagogues that have undergone
directed efforts at producing systemic change, this paper seeks to identify
commonalities in the change processes. It asks three questions:1) What pre-
existing characteristics promote “successful’ change efforts?2) What
constitutes successful processes of change?3) What characterizes
successful consequences of change efforts?Pre-existing characteristics
include: Secure, reflective leadership (both professional and lay), richness of
resources (human and financial), and a dissatisfaction with the status quo.
The qualities of successful change are tied closely to the ability of the
congregation to strengthen and capitalize on interpersonal relationships both
among the leadership and between leadership and membership. Successful
change is characterized by a more engaged worship service, more
comprehensive educational offerings, a more effective organizational
structure, and stronger relationships among all those involved. Running
through all these changes is a commitment to an overall vision of the
congregation that integrates and frames specific programs.

Isa Aron (HUC-JIR)

Framing Synagogue Transformation

This paper will utilize two analytic frameworks drawn from the social scientific
literature on organizations to generate hypotheses as to why some
congregations have been more successful than others in making change. The
first framework, derived from Richard Beckhard and Reuben T. Hatrris,
suggests that efforts at organizational change only succeed when the
perceived cost of change is outweighed by the product of a number of
different factors: a dissatisfaction with the present state; a vision of the future;
the belief that change is possible; and a series of practical first steps. The
second analytic tool, from Lee Bolman and Terrence Deal’'s Reframing
Organizations, identifies four frames through which an organization can be
viewed: Structural, human resource, political, and cultural. This paper will both
reflect on the applicability of those frameworks to synagogue structures and
explore the possibilities of creating an analytical framework unique to
synagogues.

Session Number: 1.5
Session Halakhic Evolutions

Session

Upcoming

Chair, Andrea Lieber (Dickinson College)

Norma Baumel Joseph (Concordia University)

“Equality Lost”: Rabbi Yehuda Henkin and His Responsa/Response to
Gender Equity and Modernity

Orthodoxy has been shaped and directed by a European based and trained
Ashkenazi rabbinate. World War Il eliminated that training ground but the
effect of their positions and decisions still dominates Orthodoxy today.



However, perspectives developed in Israel and North America are slowly
infiltrating the self definition of Orthodox communities. Rabbi Yehuda Henkin,
educated in America in a modern day school was greatly influenced by his
renowned European grandfather. Remarkably, he chose to mark his territory
as a decisor in Israel. Given the intersection of diverse influences in the
formation of his orthodoxy, it is intriguing to examine his decisions as they
affect and inscribe a “modern” orthodoxy. He has woven classical halakhic
standards with new understandings of modern life and created a popular
format for communicating these ideas. Thus, he writes serious legal decisions
in his Hebrew responsa collection, BNEI BANIM, and then publishes popular
books in English summarizing his position and addressing those seeking a
modern solution to some of the conundrums of Orthodox life. Notably, Rabbi
Henkin’s decisions on women’s participation and ritual praxis form a key
element to this contemporary approach. He fully accepts women'’s textual
education supporting schools for women in Israel and the training of learned
women as halakhic advisors (YOATSOT). Significantly, he has paved the way
for greater ritual participation and organizations such as JOFA and EDAH
relied on his ZIMMUN formulation. Conceiving women as independent, he
disagrees with decisions of R. Ovadiah Yosef and Rabbi M. Fesinstein who
maintain that a woman must follow her husband customs. Finally, in terms of
this paper, he promoted and strengthened his grandfather’s early decision
allowing women to recite the kaddish memorial prayer. In all these discreet
decisions there is an underlying presence of notions of equity, equality and
modernity. Yet he is not a proponent of feminism nor does he accept many
current modern orthodox practices that appeal to feminist or equality notions.
The topography of Rabbi Yehudah Henkin’s Orthodoxy as located in his
decisions about women'’s participation is the topic of this research.

2vi Arie Steinfeld (Bar-llan University)

A New Rationale for the Ordering of Halakhot in Mishnah Horayot
Rationale for the Ordering of Halakhot in Mishnah Horayot

Eliyahu Stern (University of California, Berkeley)

From Code to Commentary: Unlocking Rabbi Elijah of Vilna's Halakhic
Hermeneutic

Hayyim Soloveitchik in his essay “Rupture and Reconstruction” details the mid
twentieth-century shift in Orthodox Jewish life from a mimetic halakhic culture
to a new kind of text-based halakhic practice. According to Soloveitchik, this
turning point in Jewish life and learning is exemplified in Orthodoxy's newfound
employment of Rabbi Elijah of Vilna's (1720-1797) halakhic work the Biur ha-
GRA (first published in 1803). Though Rabbi Elijah's (known as GRA, Gaon
Rabbi Aliyahu) mode of study had a swift and highly pronounced impact on
Lithuanian learning circles, his halakhic writings were hardly if ever cited in
halakhic literature until the publication of Rabbi Yisrael Kagen’'s Mishna
Berurah in the twentieth-century. There is a great irony in Kagen's redemption
of GRA’s halakhic magnum opus. The Mishnah Berurah’s project was to
update Rabbi Joseph Karo’s code of law, the Shulchan Aruch, and create a
clear and definable legal guide for the masses. His approach to halakhic



adjudication was rooted in an absolute reliance on precedent. For Kagen,
GRA was but another authoritative source to bolster his legal arguments.
Rabbi Elijah, on the other hand, wrote for a select few, if even that many. His
purpose was anything but to create legal rulings that could be easily accessed
and popularly employed. He jettisoned legal precedent in a way never seen
before in rabbinic literature. But most importantly, his approach was not
directed at strengthening the idea of a code, but to challenge it epistemically.

My paper will explore the modern historical significance and unique nature
of GRA's halakhic writings by focusing on his commentary to Yoreh Deah. | will
explain how GRA's halakhic work has come to occupy such a prominent
position in Jewish life today and in what way it hermeneutically differs from
halakhic writings produced in the sixteenth and seventeenth-century. Most
importantly, | will show how he revolutionized the study of rabbinic literature
and paved the way for a text-based modern rabbinic culture.

Session Number: 1.6
Session Israeli Women Writers and the World of Politics

Session

AJS 2006 Division 5: Modern Hebrew Literature Session proposal: “Israel
Women Writers and The World of Politics” By Zafrira Lidovsky Cohen
Participants: 1. Zafrira Lidovsky Cohen, Stern College for Women of Yeshiva
University. Co-Organizer and Chair. 2. Rachel Feldhay Brenner, University of
Wisconsin—Madison, Co-Organizer and Presenter: “Ideological Incorrectness
of Responses to the Holocaust: Three Women Writers’ Diverging Voices.” 3.
Esther Fuchs, University of Arizona-Tucson, Presenter: “Feminist Hebrew
Literary Criticism: The Political Unconscious.” 4. Shiri Goren, New York
University and Yale, Presenter: “Women’s Reaction to Political Crises:
Contemporary Modes of Engagement.” 5. Nehama Aschkenasy, University of
Connecticut, Respondent. Session abstract: The national narrative of
modern Israel, beginning with the Zionist revolution, has been constructed in
Nordau’s term as “Judaism with muscles.” Seeking to amend the feeble image
of the galutic Jew, a healthy male — body and mind -- has become the
archetype of Israel’s collectivist ideology and its gendered, political system,
consequently dominating, if not defining, many fictional works of predominately
male Hebrew writers of the modern era. The outburst of Israeli women’s
fiction since the 1980's first appeared as a new literary category (“women’s
writing”) -- separate and apart from the mainstream national one (which
continued to be dominated by Zionists as well as Post-Zionist male writers) —
with a strong focus on the private rather than the public domain. And yet, as
the three presenters in our panel will argue, each from their own unique
perspective, Israel’'s “muscular politics” has been front and center of women’s
writing from the beginning. Seeking to outline the historical and conceptual
evolution of women’s writings in modern Hebrew, Esther Fuchs’ argument is
that women authors have been motivated by a political unconscious and that
their works have been mainly a project of a political revision. Focusing on



literary responses to the Holocaust, Rachel Brenner argues that women'’s
writings are designed to contradict and present alternative political attitudes
toward the most traumatic Jewish experience in modern times. Examining the
current “situation” (hamatsav) in Israel, Shiri Goren’s contention is that the
personal story found in many women’s writings of the 1990s should be looked
at as a national allegory that seeks to offer a new form of engagement with the
political crises of contemporary Israel.

Chair, Zafrira Lidovsky Cohen (Stern College)

Esther Fuchs (University of Arizona)

Feminist Hebrew Literary Criticism: The Political Unconscious

Feminist Hebrew Literary Criticism: The Political Unconscious This paper
charts the basic outlines of my forthcoming reader on the historical and
conceptual evolution of feminist Hebrew Literary Criticism in the last two
decades. In this paper | argue that Hebrew feminist criticism, and to a large
extent, writing by Hebrew women authors reveal a “political unconscious” both
in the limited sense of the word, referring to national politics, and in the
broader sense of micro-power relations in the private sphere (personal
politics). As | argued in my work on Amalia Kahana-Carmon (Israel
Mythogynies: Women in Contemporary Hebrew Fiction, 1987), fiction focused
on the subjectivity of a homebound heroine challenges and subverts widely
disseminated “mythogynies” about women and stereotyping representations
as private and embodied beings. Women authors reversed and challenged
such representations common in Israeli culture at large (see Hanna Herzog,
Susan Sered, Orly Lubin). The focus on the politics of the family often decries
what is done in its name in the national public sphere (Hanan Hever). By
inverting and displacing personal and political locations and spaces, Hebrew
women authors and feminist critics decode the more specific, personal and
day to day manifestations of mainstream national politics, thus artistically and
critically exemplifying how the political is personal and vice versa. The
exclusion of Israeli women from national history and discourse is challenged by
gynocritic readings of women’s writing (e.g. Yaffah Berlowitz, Orly Lubin,
Hannah Naveh). Yet, in this paper | will argue as well for the re-introduction of
critical examinations of mainstream literary and cultural representations, of the
kind that was generated already in the late 1980s (e.g. my discourse critique
and the typological reconstructions of Nehamah Aschkenasy). In this paper
then | argue that both the critical and interpretive (gynocritic) methods are
necessary for the feminist revision of Israeli gendered literature. My goal is to
highlight the political (in both the conventional and the feminist sense) of both
approaches to the gendered literary regime, the critique of masculine
discourse and the more recent focus on ecriture feminine and the female

Rachel Feldhay Brenner (University of Wisconsin-Madison)
"ldeological Incorrectness” of Responses to the Holocaust: Three
Women Writers’ Diverging Voices



Rachel Feldhay Brenner University of Wisconsin-Madison Abstract
“Ideological Incorrectness” of Responses to the Holocaust Three Women
Writers’ Diverging Voices To a large extent, the patterns of Israeli Holocaust
literature were determined by the shifts of the dogmas: “the negation of the
Diaspora” and “the new Jew.” This literature reflected the transmutations of the
Zionist Weltanschauung, first, by adhering to the negation of the Diaspora,
then by recognizing the Diaspora, finally by acknowledging the wrongness of
the negation. This paper discusses the divergences of three women writers
from these patterns: Leah Goldberg’s play The Lady of the Castle (1954),
Ruth Almog’s novel Exile (1971), and Shulamith Hareven’s short stories,
“Great-Aunts” (1966), “The Witness,” “Twilight” (1980), and “Mahogany”
(1997). The authors placed their responses to the Holocaust in the context of
the Zionist ideology. However, their attitudes contradicted the prescriptions of
the canon. | examine these “misplaced” attitudes in terms of their “ideological
incorrectness,” and consider their gender signature. Written at the height of
the negation of the Diaspora, Goldberg’s play questions Israel as a safe
haven, and focuses on the severance from the European traditions. In the
post 1967 period, suffused both with existential precariousness and messianic
certitude, Almog’ novel rejects the notion of Israel as a loving home; rather, it
seeks to mend the family story, severed by the Holocaust. In contrast with the
post-1973 rejection of the “the negation of the Diaspora” and of the “new Jew,”
Hareven'’s stories seek to reaffirm Israel as home. It would be imprudent to
claim these responses as feminist, especially in view of the three writers’
opposition to the perception of their works as feminist. But following Kristeva, it
could be argued that these writers offer an alternative to the ideological
approach of exclusion. In contrast with the Zionist modus of the negation of the
past, these writers seek to accommodate, even struggle with the notion of the
past in the present. In this sense, their work represents the gender
differentiation, which acknowledges the silenced and marginalized approaches
to the Holocaust story at the time of writing.

Shiri Goren (New York University/Yale University (just yale on

nametag, both in progr bk))

Women’s Reactions to Political Crises: Contemporary Modes of
Women’s Reactions to Political Crises: Contemporary Modes of Engagement
The recurrent suicide bombings in civil areas, the constant low intensity
conflict with the Palestinians, and the Israeli occupation of the West Bank and
Gaza, appear in different forms and variations in a significant number of
novels published in Israel during the last decade. Though political writing has
always been an inherent component of Hebrew literature, this paper will argue
that recent prose fiction by women offers a unique mode of engagement with
Israeli societal and political crises. This new form of engagement does not
necessarily align itself with a specific political ideology or party, but rather
centers on the harsh consequences that brutality in the public sphere inflicts
upon personal spaces such as one’s home, family and intimate relations. My
presentation is designed to discuss these themes in three novels: Ronit
Matalon’s Bliss [Sarah Sarah, 2000]; Gabriela Avigur-Rotem’s Heat Wave and



Crazy Birds [Hamsin veziporim Meshugaot, 2001}]; and Orly Castel-Bloom’s
Human Parts [Halakim Enoshiyim, 2002]. Coming from diverse backgrounds,
these three major female authors, whose texts achieved both public visibility
and scholarly acclaim, can be viewed as representative of Israeli secular
society. Nevertheless there is yet to be an attempt to critically examine either
the interrelations among these authors’ novels or the intellectual trajectory
they offer to Israeli literature. My paper will demonstrate that while these
Israeli novels lend themselves to what Fredric Jameson describes as “national
allegory,” they in fact use their creative endeavor as a tool to deconstruct the
hegemonic national discourse. Indeed, the picture of Israeli society presented
in the novels includes individuals negotiating their identities, disoriented
families, and devastating violence that cuts across both domestic and public
spheres. Through the personal narratives, Matalon, Avigur-Rotem and
Castel-Boolm, are determined to underscore the brutal consequences of the
Israeli “war at home” as well as the ongoing occupation. Analyzed in relation
to one another, their novels offer a unique mode of engagement with the
political crises in contemporary Israel.

Respondent, Nehama Aschkenasy (University of Connecticut at
Session Number: 1.7

Session Modernity and German Jews: New Approaches

Session

Modernity and German Jews: New Approaches Between 1800 and 1933,
Germany underwent a massive transformation into a modern industrial, mass
society. Yet, for decades, scholarship on German Jews in this time period
conceived of modernity very narrowly in terms of religious and intellectual
history. Recent scholarship, by contrast, has been greatly broadened by the
influence of social, cultural, and gender history. This panel builds upon and
expands the newer research methods. Focusing, respectively, on
gender/family history, demography, and political culture, each paper utilizes
new kinds of sources to rethink the issue of the modernization of Jewish life in
Germany. Ben Baader’s analysis of diaries and letters from Jewish families in
the early part of the nineteenth century gives insight into the fabric of Jewish
life in this period of tremendous change, and shows how women and men - in
often surprising ways - strove for integration into German middle-class society
while they continued to practice Judaism and maintain Jewishness. Steve
Lowenstein likewise explores patterns of Jewish distinctiveness, as he inquires
into the causes and consequences of the demographic modernity of German
Jewry. He uses a rich yet hitherto neglected body of German statistical data to
show that at least demographically, Jews were modern Germans earlier than
their non-Jewish contemporaries. Ann Goldberg pioneers in an investigation
of defamation court cases in Imperial Germany, which allows her to present an
entirely new interpretation of how German Jews simultaneously laid claim to
Germanness and asserted Jewish difference. The concept of honor that
pervaded German culture, she claims, was fundamental to German Jews’ self-
image and instrumental in defining the boundaries of the Jewish community.



This panel on the topics of individual and communal responses to
antisemitism; decisions Jews made about marriage age and family size; and
Jewish women’s and men’s strategies of upward mobility, contributes to a
reevaluation of Jewish modernity in Germany.  When scheduling this
session, please note that the chair for this panel (Marion Kaplan) will also be
chairing another panel (Images of Eastern European Jews, submitted by Josh
Karlip), and please avoid scheduling these panels parallel to each other!

Chair, Marion Kaplan (New York University)

Benjamin Maria Baader (University of Manitoba)

Modernizing Jewish Life Worlds in the First Half of the Nineteenth

In this paper, | am setting out to reframe our understanding of the social and
cultural embourgeoisement of German Jewry in the first half of the nineteenth
century, as | investigate how Jewish women and men in the families of leading
modernizers pursued upward mobility, became Germans, and forged modern
ways of being Jewish. A close reading of family correspondence, diaries, and
other archival documents from the extended families of teachers at Jewish
Free schools, WISSENSCHAFT scholars, and the first generations of Reform
rabbis forms the basis of my research for this presentation. In the letters and
diaries that | analyze, Jewish men and women articulated their enthusiasm for
the bourgeois culture of BILDUNG (harmonious formation of the heart and the
intellect). Long before they had reached middle-class income levels, German
Jews practiced forms of bourgeois respectability and cultivated middle-class
sensitivities by engaging in letter-writing and diary-keeping in High German.
The gendered division of private and public realms formed a cornerstone of
the bourgeois value system they embraced. Yet, in these families, women
were active in family businesses and also engaged in independent commercial
activities. Spouses commonly held whatever property they had, separately
(no EHELICHE GUTERGEMEINSCHAFT) and pursued each individually as well
as together the economic and cultural improvement of their families.  All
family members expressed great devotion and tenderness towards each other
in the letters and diaries they composed, and fathers, brothers, and sons were
as caring as mothers, sisters, and daughters. In fact, fathers tended to be
particularly affectionate and seemed at times preoccupied with the physical
well-being and the health of their offspring. Mothers, on the other hand, could
be the confidants of their sons and guide them through the emotional labyrinth
of adolescence. By means of advice and example, both parents sought to
encourage loyalty to the Jewish community, the practice of a Judaism that
conformed to contemporary tastes, a German middle-class lifestyle, and most
of all economic upward mobility. These letters and diaries are carefully and
purposefully crafted texts that not only give insight into the fabric of Jewish
family life, but they were also tools in the nineteenth-century project of
modernizing German Jewish life worlds.

Ann Goldberg (University of California, Riverside)



Honor, Politics, Law, and the Confrontation with Anti-Semitism in
Imperial Germany, 1871-1918

This paper investigates Jewish political culture in Germany at a time when
mass politics was both intensifying antisemitism and opening up new avenues
of protest and organization for disaffected and marginal groups. Based on
archival and published defamation court cases, it is about the modernization of
both German Jewish experiences of antisemitism and the tactics Jews used to
combat discrimination and hate speech. The multiple responses of Jews to the
rise of political antisemitism, from conversion and assimilation to Zionism, has
been explored at length in the scholarship. What has not been recognized is
the central role of honor in the thinking and tactics of Jewish defense
organizations (e.g. the C.V.) and of innumerable individual Jews in their daily
encounters with antisemitism. For both, fighting antisemitism meant, above all,
defending one's honor. In the Empire and far into the 20th century, one did
this, primarily, with the defamation lawsuit. Employing a language of honor and
rights, Jews used the courts to at once silence antisemitic speech and to
publicly challenge the legitimacy of that speech. In so doing, they were
appropriating and modernizing an old corporatist language of honor in order to
make democratic claims for the rights and equality of citizenship. This hybrid
culture of honor and rights, my paper argues, formed an important lense
through which Jews experienced antisemitism; it also shaped the tactics of
Jews as they forged organizational and personal responses to antisemitism in
the courts and in associational life. Finally, the focus on honor and defamation
suits provides a new avenue to explore the complex relationship between
German Jews and the wider society of Imperial Germany, itself suffused by a
culture of honor that was obsessively litigated in the courts.

Steven M. Lowenstein (University of Judaism)
Causes and Results of the Early Modernization of German Jewish
Family Patterns, 1850-1933

The extremely meticulous and detailed statistical data available about German
Jewry, makes it possible to ascertain that German Jews generally were a full
generation ahead of the rest of the German population in the transition from a
pre-modern to “modern” demographic pattern. Most contemporary societies in
industrialized countries today are marked by late marriage, low birth rates, low
death rates, lengthy life spans, high average age, and stagnating or falling
total population sizes. Infant mortality is much lower than it was 100 or 150
years ago. All of these traits became typical of German Jewry by the twentieth
century. Some patterns such as late marriage and (relatively) low infant
mortality were already common in the early nineteenth century. Others, such
as birth control and increased average age, developed as German Jewish
patterns in the last quarter of the nineteenth century and first decades of the
twentieth century. To analyze the reasons and results for these great
changes is much more difficult than just to describe them. This paper is a very
preliminary attempt at sorting out the various threads of the argument. Some
explanations of German Jewish demographic patterns have related them to



tradition (e.g. ritual hand washing and low infant mortality), legal restrictions
(late marriage), social control (low rates of illegitimacy) and bourgeois social
class (birth control and low death rates). Others have tried to connect them
with certain modern attitudes, said to have been typical of German Jews
(rationalism, individualism, overprotection of children, planning for the
economic welfare of children, nervousness). Sometimes it is hard to see what
was a cause and what an effect of the changes. Was the earlier use of birth
control by German Jews a result of their relative prosperity or a cause of it?
Were Jewish parents “overly” solicitous” of their children because they had
small families or were small families planned because of their concerns? In the
early twentieth century Jewish (and other) analysts of the German Jewish
patterns were very critical of the egoism and lack of communal spirit implicit in
the new family patterns. Today we know they are typical of modernity in the
industrialized world.

Respondent, Atina Grossmann (Cooper Union)

Session Number: 1.8
Session American Jewish Places

Session
Upcoming
Chair, Ava F. Kahn (California Studies Center)

Judith F. Rosen (CUNY Graduate Center)

Forest Hills, New York: A Jewish Golden Land

One hundred years ago, in 1905, the Long Island Railroad extended its train
routes to Queens. Taking immediate advantage of this in 1906, the developer,
Cord Meyer broke ground for a new housing subdivision in Whitepot adjacent
to the railroad line. Renaming the bucolic area Forest Hills, his advertisements
were designed to allure buyers to leave their over crowded city apartments
and move to the suburbs.* Three years later (1909) the Russell Sage
Foundation purchased from Cord Meyer 142 acres to be known as Forest Hills
Gardens adjacent to the Forest Hills section. Established in the years when
newly arrived immigrants flooded the neighborhoods of Manhattan the newly
founded neighborhoods in Forest Hills were a ticket to escape the teeming
streets of New York and to improve living conditions. In order to protect the
civility and integrity of the Forest Hills and Forest Hills Gardens communities
each set up deed restrictions which through a “gentleman’s agreement”
prevented Jews from buying homes in these locations. Although Jews were
initially restricted and discouraged from settling in Forest Hills, they began
arriving in the 1920’s and continued to do so as more apartment buildings
were built. They began to thrive and organize. The first religious institution to
be established in the area was the Forest Hills Jewish Center founded in 1931.
The Jewish community grew larger and stronger over the decades,
particularly after the war years. By 1957 the majority of the children and
teachers in PS 206 and other local elementary schools were Jewish. By the
1960’s the Forest Hills Jewish community was perhaps the most dynamic



Jewish community in the country. It boasted multi-Jewish denominational
institutions and organizations. It supported kosher butchers, restaurants, take-
outs,delicatessens, bagel stores, Jewish-style bakeries,appetizing stores, a
Jewish book store and Barton's candy stores. As the community grew in
stature its leaders began to play important roles in New York city-wide and
national Jewish organization and in local and national government, art,
education, law and industry. Changes in New York City approaches to
education and housing integration and new Jewish immmgration waves
challenged the equilibrium of Forest Hills over the decades. Yet, Jewish Forest
Hills continues to thrive. This paper will present the fascinating story of
the growth and evolution of the dynamic, heterogeneous Jewish Community of
Forest Hills * Susan Klaus, A Modern Arcadia, Boston, 2002, 44.
Joellyn Zollman (San Diego State University)
The Gifts of the Jews: Ideology and Material Culture in the American
Synagogue Gift Shop
The Gifts of the Jews: Ideology and Material Culture in the American
Synagogue Gift Shop “For Jewish occasions, let there be Jewish gifts,”
declared sisterhood member Althea Silverman in the pages of WOMEN'S
LEAGUE OUTLOOK magazine in 1936. What constituted a Jewish gift in
19367 Silverman suggested an engraved kiddush cup for the Bar Mitzvah boy,
a silver mezuzah for a housewarming, and a “Palestinian olive wood matzoh
holder” for the “Master of the House” to “proudly use and cherish as he
conducts the seder service for his children and grandchildren.” Silverman’s
suggestions are notable in that they contain a series of messages regarding
American Jewish culture during this period. Her specification that the mezuzah
should be silver and the kiddush cup engraved mark the gifts as decidedly
middle class, and thus appealing to the upwardly mobile American Jewish
community. Her inclusion of an object from Palestine suggests a commitment
to the Yishuv. And, finally, the link that she makes between the gifting of the
matzoh holder and the continued practice of Judaism over the next two
generations conveys the equation on which she and countless other
pioneering gift shop gurus based their program of synagogue shopping:
namely, attractive, middle class Jewish ritual item in the form of “gift” plus
educated Jewish recipient equals increased Jewish practice in the home.
Increased Jewish practice in the home leads to more committed Jews, which in
turn, support the healthy future of American Jewish life.  This paper
considers synagogue shops in their formative years, between 1945 and 1965,
as religious landscapes ripe with visual culture that embodies aspects of
postwar American Jewish ideology and culture. Just as Silverman’s gifts can be
read as texts of the interwar Jewish community, so too can the objects for sale
in the shops serve as legitimate, articulate sources for understanding features
of American Jewish life. Specifically, this paper examines the gifts as sources
for understanding American Jewish denominationalism, the intersection
between American consumerism and an emerging American Jewish aesthetic,
and the evolving relationship between American Jews and the state of Israel.
In the American synagogue gift shop, kiddush cups, mezuzzot, and matzoh



holders from “Palestine,” came packed with potential not just for decoration but
for education, cultural connection, and continuity.

Laurence D. Roth (Susquehanna University)
The Bookstore as a Space of Modern Jewish Literature
In her introduction to WHAT IS JEWISH LITERATURE?, Hana Wirth-Nesher
surveys various definitions of that puzzling subject, highlighting biography,
thematics, linguistics, religiosity, assimilationism, and tradition, but not the
book itself. In what ways might books as objects, as well as the spaces in which
those objects are kept, affect definitions of a modern Jewish literature? This
paper offers a provisional answer to that question by providing a quick
summary of Jewish bookselling in America in light of the larger history of
American publishing and bookselling, and then analyzing the space of J.
Roth/Bookseller of Fine and Scholarly Judaica, my father's bookstore in Los
Angeles which he operated between 1966 and 1994. My motive in this
paper is to theorize a different kind of relationship between memory and
modern Jewish literature, one that takes into account the material and
commercial aspects of that literature, both of which are amply on display in the
public space of a bookstore. A bookstore is both a retail business and a
“living library,” Walter Benjamin’s term for a book collection from “Unpacking
My Library.” Benjamin’s essay reminds us that though what is in stock in a
bookstore gives memory its texture, equally important is the physical
ownership and transmissibility of a store’s collection. As a space that enables
a certain kind of cultural and self-possession, Jewish bookstores offer
customers an opportunity to define and be defined by their own Jewish
collections. Thus Jewish literature ought to be understood as constituted not
only by authors and texts, but also through commerce and within social space.
Bookstores, however, also evidence the limits of transmissibility, the
insolvency of memory. Physical space is finite; literary canons must fit the
shelves. And bookstores, along with their memory collections and definitions of
a literature, go out of business. J. Roth/Bookseller, which retailed a wide
definition of Jewish literature, failed after the resurgence of Orthodox Judaism
and the rise of the corporate chain-bookstore during the late Eighties and
early Nineties, while Eichler’'s Judaica Superstore, which retails a narrower
definition, thrives today serving the more stringent tastes of its Boro Park

Session Number: 1.9

Session Redefining the State of the Nation: American Jewish
Political Thought, 1905-2005

Session

Modern Jewish historiography has generally focused on the United States as a
singularly open, liberal society in which religious tolerance and political
liberalism eliminated the need for the kind of Jewish nationalist politics that
developed in Europe over the course of the nineteenth and twentieth
centuries. Yet this conventional wisdom obscures the way in which modern



American Jewish thinkers have actively engaged with ideas of nationalism,
national identity, and liberal politics in the twentieth century. This panel seeks
to probe these issues by answering the following questions: How have
different American Jewish thinkers attempted to integrate Jews as a collective
entity into the political landscape of the United States? How does the
distinctive combination of American ethnic diversity and political liberalism
force reevaluations of European models of Jewish religious and national
identity? How have Jewish thinkers attempted to articulate novel conceptions
of the relationship between national minorities and the modern state? This
panel offers three chronological case studies that together suggest new ways
for understanding the history of American Jewish political thought. James
Loeffler examines the transatlantic transmission of ideas of Jewish nationalism
in the first half of the twentieth century. He argues that in translating the
nationalist vision of East European thinker Simon Dubnow into the American
context, many Jewish intellectuals redefined the nature of Jewish politics to
focus on ethnic solidarity, international philanthropy, and global Jewish political
advocacy in place of more conventional political and cultural nationalism. Lila
Corwin Berman examines the post-World War Il American context in which
Jews appropriated and created social scientific vocabulary to explain minority
identity. She argues that many rabbis ceded other vocabulary modes
(especially spiritual ones) to the efficacy and functionalism of social scientific
language, in the process redefining the relationship of Jews to the American
state. Noam Pianko explores the role of contemporary Jewish intellectuals in
constructing the theoretical groundwork for multiculturalism. He argues that
Jewish intellectuals turn to the scholarly realm of political thought as a strategy
to construct universal theories that legitimate the preservation of particularist
identities.

Chair, David N. Myers (UCLA)

Noam F. Pianko (University of Washington)

Jewish Intellectuals and the Promise of Multicultural Citizenship

Should democracies value the preservation of particular cultural, religious, or
ethnic minority identities? If so, how should they adjudicate between
preserving collective identities and ensuring universal individual rights?
Debates exploring these questions regarding the limits of liberal citizenship
have exploded over the last decade. Contemporary scholars and public
intellectuals have formulated theories of multicultural citizenship that are more
sensitive to the collective claims of minority communities and support varying
levels of linguistic, cultural, religious, and ethnic recognition. Jews, however,
have been virtually absent from this discourse. At the same time, Jewish and
Israeli intellectuals such as Michael Walzer, Yael Tamir, Jeffrey Spinner, Amitai
Etzioni, Avishai Margalit, Amy Guttman, Joseph Raz, and Chaim Gans have
played leading roles in constructing the groundwork for theories of liberalism
and nationalism that promote the status and rights of minority cultures. This
paper explores this ostensible paradox between Jewish thinkers’
disproportionate involvement in the discourse of multicultural citizenship and



the Jewish communities’ absence from wider conversations about poly-ethnic
and minority rights. | argue that Jewish intellectuals turn to the scholarly realm
of political thought as part of a strategy to construct universal theories that
legitimate the preservation of particular cultural, religious, and national
identities. Writing primarily as scholars, not Jews, provides a more effective
platform for subverting the homogenizing demands of cultural conformity that
often accompanies liberal theories emphasis on securing individual rights.
These intellectuals often downplay any explicit connection to Jewish or Israeli
concerns in their scholarship; nevertheless, repeated references to Jews,
Judaism, and Israel legitimates an analysis of the significance that the Jewish
experience plays in their writings. Toward this end, | analyze these
intellectuals’ scholarly publications, ruminations addressed to the Jewish
community, and personal roles in Israeli or American Jewish life. The paper
contextualizes their writings as part of a larger trend among twentieth-century
Jewish intellectuals who challenge the terms of Jewish integration as scholars
and political theorists. | conclude by briefly addressing why Jews are so
frequently left out of the discourse that Jewish scholars have had, and
continue to have, such an important role in shaping and popularizing.

James Loeffler (University of Virginia)

Dubnow’s Disciples? Israel Friedlander, Oscar Janowsky, and the
Doctrine of Diaspora Nationalism in American Jewish Politics, 1905-1948
At the beginning of the twentieth century, the Russian Jewish thinker Simon
Dubnow formulated an influential theory of Jewish diaspora nationalism that
asserted the possibility of Jewish national autonomy without political
sovereignty. While Dubnow’s attempts to apply his nationalist vision to the
reality of modern Jewish politics fared poorly in Eastern Europe, he found a
receptive audience among a small but influential group of American Jewish
intellectuals and political activists in the first half of the twentieth century. Yet in
the journey across the ocean, Dubnow’s ideas underwent a dramatic
transformation as they entered the American political context.In this paper |
will examine the transatlantic transmission of Dubnow’s diaspora nationalism
through two second-generation Jewish intellectuals who played leading roles in
shaping Jewish communal life in the United States. Israel Friedlander (1876-
1920), a scholar, communal leader, and co-founder of several organizations
including the American Jewish Congress and the American Jewish Joint
Distribution Committee, championed Dubnow’s ideas as translator and
popularizer of his historical scholarship. Oscar Janowsky (1900-1993) played
an influential role in the interwar years as both the leading scholar of Jewish
diaspora nationalism and a public advocate of Jewish national autonomy and
minority rights in Europe. He did so through a trio of influential 1930s
academic publications and an active involvement in international politics,
including a stint as advisor on refugee affairs to the League of Nations.

Both Friedlander and Janowsky emphasized the continued relevance of
Dubnow’s theory of nationalism while at the same time reshaping it to fit the
communal priorities and political realities of Jewish life in American society. In



particular, they revised his notion of Jewish national autonomy to focus on
umbrella communal organizations that would work in partnership with the
American government and other new international organizations to extend
political representation and philanthropic relief to world Jewry. In doing so, they
replaced the European notion of Jewish national-cultural autonomy with more
pragmatic visions of communal and civic organizational life based on global
Lila Berman (Pennsylvania State University)

American Jews and Their Social Scientific Turn

By the middle of the twentieth century, social scientific language had
revolutionized the way Jews in the United States talked about being Jewish and
being American. This paper argues that social scientific explanations of
group identity and meaning rested at the crux of postwar American Judaism.
In the hands of some of the most prominent mid-century rabbis, Jewishness
was defined by its social utility and by the collective behaviors and patterns of
Jews. Drawing in particular on sociological models, rabbis placed their faith in
a vocabulary that saw Jewishness as a social phenomenon, something that
happened in groups and was not bound by precepts about God, belief, or
duty. Yet far from simply attempting to fit Jews into pre-existing social models,
rabbis attempted to rework these models and mold them according to Jewish
ideals. They reformulated theories of minority and ethnic identity to
explain—and legitimize—ongoing Jewish particularism and distinctiveness.
Perhaps because of their constant efforts to use putatively universal
vocabulary to anchor Jewish distinctiveness, these rabbis were often blamed
for anesthetizing religion. Intellectuals at the time and historians since have
depicted postwar Judaism as vapid and watered down, sensing the limitations
of the social scientific turn without naming or examining it. | conclude the
paper by discussing the seeds of a backlash against the social scientific turn.
Some rabbis who had once been exponents of a sociological conception of
Jewishness became disenchanted with its tendency to put the social before the
sacred. They also worried about what Jewishness would become if Jews’
social patterns increasingly marked them as similar—and not distinct
from—other Americans. Yet decry as they might the social scientific
categories of Jewishness, few found it possible to resist the sheer efficacy of a
language that corresponded to what people did and not what they should be
doing or believing.

Session Number: 1.10
Session Early Modern Jews and Christians: Conflict and Interaction

Session
Upcoming
Chair, Robert Chazan (New York University)

Rebekka Voss (University of Duesseldorf)
Beyond the Art of Polemics: Jewish Messianism and Christian
Apocalypticism in Reformation Germany

Jewish-Christian debate over the messiah is polemical in the sense of Arthur



Schopenhauer’s theory of “the art of disputing in such a way as to hold one’s
own, whether one is in the right or the wrong.” But the relationship of Jewish
messianism and Christian apocalypticism goes beyond the art of polemics; the
two phenomena are dialectical on various levels. They interact on both an
ideological and a social level. The paper will explore the highly interactive,
Jewish-Christian eschatological discourse in sixteenth-century Germany. While
the German lands were a hotbed of Radical-Reformation millenarianism, they
have, incorrectly, long been regarded as almost irrelevant to the study of
Jewish messianism. In fact, however, the 1520s witnessed a close connection
between Jewish and Christian expectations of the dawning end. Two largely
unknown cases exemplify the dynamics of this dialectical relationship. The first
example is the chiliastic theory of the restitution of Israel to the Holy Land,
which was posited in the 1520s as a prerequisite for the Last Judgement. This
strange Christian eschatological scenario seems to have been a theological
explanation for contemporary political events; it accounts for the support the
Jewish ambassador from the Lost Tribes, David Reuveni, initially received from
Christian rulers for his plan to recapture Israel. The second episode highlights
the dramatic outcome the meeting of Christian millenarism and Jewish
messianism could have. After the Swabian authorities discovered contacts
between Jews and a group of Anabaptists, which gathered around a prophet
expecting the imminent Second Coming, the region’s cities decided to take
measures against the revolutionary explosive force inherent in the events. In
1530, they arrested the Anabaptist leaders and prepared for the Jews’
expulsion. Josel of Rosheim successfully intervened on the Jews’ behalf, but
two years later he understandably begged Reuveni and his companion
Salomon Molkho not to appear before the Emperor because he knew of the
dangers active messianic movements bore for Jewish society. Focusing on
these two case studies, the paper will demonstrate the dialectical interaction of
Jewish and Christian eschatology in Reformation Germany and the ideological
and practical implications of that interaction.

Hanna Wegrzynek (Jewish Historical Institute)

Jews and Agriculture in Poland, Sixteenth through the Eighteenth

The historiography of Jews in Central and Eastern Europe focuses mainly on
commercial and craft activities, and tends to disregard agriculture. Recent
research suggests the need to introduce some changes in this domain. Jews
were engaged in agriculture already in the middle ages. As recently
demonstrated by J. Heyde, in the 14th century, when Jewish settlement
developed on Red Ruthenia, newly conquered by Poland, Jews were
prominent within the group of colonists who set up new hamlets (zasad?ca).
Jewish town dwellers were also familiar with agricultural activities. Medieval and
early modern towns possessed grazing lands and gardens where necessary
foodstuffs were produced. Suburban gardens and farms, such as in Przemy?|
(platea infra San), Bochnia (Solna Gora) and O?wi?cim were at disposal of
local Jews. The 16th century was the turning point in the formation of the
Jewish occupational structure. Vast Ruthenian territories, Podole and Kiev



region, were now attached to the Crown of Poland, intensifying the settlement
in this part of country. Jews were involved in this process and collaborated with
noblemen. They leased vast landed properties belonging to nobility. Such
Jews were involved in the sale of agricultural and forest products. In this
period the number of Jewish innkeepers was growing. The proportion of inns
run by Jews is estimated at 25 %. Most of those leased inns (arendas)
possessed fields. Innkeepers had to be self-sufficient and produce foodstuffs
for their family and the inn. From mid-17th century, the right to produce
alcohol was often leased together with the inn. This right concerned beer and
vodka sold in the inn, which were produced from the cereals and hops
cultivated by innkeepers. | have discovered numerous contracts proving that
the arrendators (leaseholders) were given land to be cultivated, and had at
their disposal Christian serfs who worked there and produced drinks in
brasseries and distilleries. During the second half of the 17th century, urban
economic activity collapsed due to the state’s severe economics problems.
This was accompanied by the agrarianization of towns, especially small ones.
Reports by foreign travelers show that 18th century Polish towns were more
like country villages and had lost their urban character. Most of their
population in the Southeastern part of the country was Jewish. These changes
influenced the occupational structure of Jews living on these territories.
Agriculture was not their main source of income, but was a common endeavor.
This situation lasted until the 19th century, when these territories were

Session Number: 1.11
Session Sephardi/Mizrahi Literature and Culture

Session
Upcoming
Chair, Ori Kritz (University of Oklahoma)

Julie Strongson (University of Maryland)
Negotiating a Comfortable Space in the Works of Myriam Ben and
Héléne Cixous

Well-known Tunisian-born Jewish writer Albert Memmi, in his first novel La
statue de sel (1955), describes himself as “a native in a colonized country, a
Jew in an anti-Semitic universe, an African in a world in which Europe
triumphs.”  This notion of what he calls a “painful trichotomy” of identity
perfectly characterizes the complex position occupied by many North African
Jews in Memmi’s situation. Their experience of a “triple alienation”-- cultural,
ethnic, and social, as Memmi puts it — is explored in much of their writing,
which reflects years of attempting to define where they truly belong. Working
off of Memmi’s concept of a “trichotomy” of identity, | look at Algerian writer
Myriam Ben'’s childhood memoir entitled Quand les cartes sont truquées
(1999), and Algerian-born critic and author Hélene Cixous’s autobiographical
short story entitled “Pieds nus” (1999). The history of Jews in Algeria is a
complex and multi-layered one. Much of this can be attributed to a decree in
1870 that declared Algerian Jews French citizens, in contrast to their Muslim



neighbors, and thus access to social, economic, and political privilege denied
other Algerians. Both Ben and Cixous therefore tell of their experiences in this
“privileged” position, as well as the subsequent repeal of this decree during
World War Two and the implications of this repeal. Throughout their
narratives, Ben and Cixous’s narrators are forced to question their identity
when their being Jewish becomes a source of ridicule, discrimination, and
hatred among their peers. Placed in a simultaneously inferior and superior
positioning, both of them must eventually come to terms with the guilt, shame
and betrayal they feel in their interactions with their Muslim neighbors, and
spend much of the narrative trying to negotiate a comfortable space for
themselves within this contentious identity.

Johann Sadock (MIT)

The Invisibility of Contemporary Francophone Sephardic Literature

| propose to explore the causes of the invisibility of contemporary Sephardic
Francophone literature in France as well as in the academic field of
Francophone Studies. In today’s “société du spectacle,” contemporary
Sephardic Francophone writers of fiction and memoirs do not seem to be as
visible as Sephardic actors, directors, playwrights, and journalists. It is as
though the challenge of conveying some of the verbal and non-verbal ways of
communicating —a certain liveliness often tied up with an “accent” and/or
certain gestures—cannot be overcome on the page. In the United States, this
relative invisibility of Sephardic Francophone writers is compounded by very
few translations of their works. Without ignoring or dwelling on the very
different styles of influential writers such as Albert Cohen, Albert Memmi and
Edmond Jabés, | first intend to outline the main characteristics of
contemporary Sephardic Francophone literature. In the writings of the
eighties, Sephardic Francophone writers’ representations of their countries of
origin and adoption are often repetitive in their expression of nostalgia. Since
then, this literature has not yet completely engaged with society at large and
seems limited (at the levels both of production and reception) by comparisons
with the literature of the holocaust on one hand and the literatures of more
marginalized immigrant populations on the other hand. | will therefore examine
the various factors that can explain the invisibility of this literature from the
narrowness and repetitiveness of its themes to the status and condition of
Sephardic Jews in France today. Precisely because the diverse
accomplishments of Sephardic Jews in various fields (artistic and non artistic)
are striking, one has to wonder what could be hampering a lucid and
uncompromising exploration of oneself and one’s group -- a precondition for
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Henry Abramson (Touro College South)
Entering the Mind of the Rebbe: New Research Based on Manuscript
Emendations in the Warsaw Ghetto Writings of the Piaseczno Rebbe

Esh Kodesh is one of the most unusual documents to emerge from the
devastated Warsaw Ghetto: the record of nearly 100 sermons delivered
between 1939 and 1943 by one of the most prominent Hasidic leaders of the
time, Rabbi Kalonymus Kalmish Shapiro, before his deportation and eventual
murder by the Nazis in November 1943. Discovered by a construction worker
clearing the rubble of the ghetto and eventually published in the early 60s, the
print version has been studied by a number of scholars. Unfortunately, the
version published by the followers of the Rebbe was not a critical edition,
reflecting the thousands of emendations made by the Rebbe. A closer look at
the original manuscript reveals an entirely new dimension of the text: repeated
strikeouts, later additions, and even the handwriting of multiple scribes speak
volumes regarding the author’s mindset during the increasingly oppressive
conditions of the Nazi occupation. This paper will examine these manuscript
changes and discuss their implications from historical, literary and theological
perspectives.

Judith Gerson (Rutgers University)

Between Immigration and the Shoah: Comparative Writing in the
Memoirs of German Jewish Refugees

Evidence for this paper comes from a larger, ongoing project on German
Jewish refugees who fled Germany between 1933 and 1941, and resettled in
New York City before the war’s end. The people who are the subjects of my
inquiry escaped Europe before the Nazis began the mass deportations and
implemented the Final Solution. Although many public domain definitions of
“Holocaust survivor” include these refugees under their rubric, often they
refuse the term “survivor” and prefer instead to think of themselves as
immigrants. | analyze 164 largely unpublished memoirs archived at the Leo
Baeck Institute/CJH and the U.S. Holocaust Memorial Museum, and read the
relevant entries for two essay contests—one sponsored by YIVO, the other by
Harvard. These narratives emphasize themes of diaspora, exile and
resettlement juxtaposed with Holocaust memory. | focus on when and how
memoir writers compare their experiences and when they refuse comparison
when narrating their exile, resettlement and the Holocaust. Cognizant and
respectful of the ongoing and vexed debates about the appropriateness and
consequences of comparing the Holocaust with other genocides, instead |
argue for an empirical approach that interprets if and how memoir writers rely
on notions of comparison when describing their experiences of the Holocaust
and diaspora, and conversely when they avoid comparison or alternately
assert the uniqueness of their knowledge. Using ideas of comparison as an
analytic tool to read these narratives enables insight into the topics the writers
assert with certainty and those they erase, repress or avoid. Drawing on my
findings, | conclude with a discussion of my research for collective memory
patterns of the Shoah and this wave of immigration and resettlement
specifically, and its implications for studying genocide and diaspora more



Diane Wolf (University of California, Davis)

Children’s Memories and Family Memory: Hidden Children and

Postwar Families

This paper will focus on the use of former hidden children’s memories about
family life and what such memories can and cannot tell us about the past.
Although historians have critically questioned the use of adult survivor
testimony, hidden children’s memories of the Shoah have been discounted by
their parents, the society in which they lived, other survivors, and to a great
extent, academia as well. | would like to critically analyze what we can gain
from such memories about family life and what we miss from such accounts,
based on my research with 70 former hidden children in the Netherlands. | will
use an interdisciplinary approach to the study of childhood in order to
examine what these testimonies of hidden children can contribute to the field
and how the field of childhood studies might inform research on the Shoah.

Leah Wolfson (Emory University)

Opening the Wound: Resistance as National Narrative in France and

In reference to the history and memory of World War Il in France, historian
Henry Rousso speaks of the danger of writing “history with an agenda.” He
says: “One does not write history with the goal of defending a particular set of
values. The writing of history, a free and critical writing that restores the
breadth and complexity of the past, is a value in itself and merits defending.”
Thus, one cannot create a history to fulfill an already established image;
rather, history helps to shape (and at times, break) that very national
narrative. This paper endeavors to analyze the formation of such monumental
narratives of two somewhat unlikely but surprisingly similar bedfellows: France
and Israel. Both countries utilized two very different facets of resistance as a
foundation for their post-war identity. In the case of France, this occurs in the
form of resistance as a means of denial on multiple levels. Through the
selective memory and outright falsehood of all French men and women as
resistance fighters, French national history managed to at best minimize, at
worst completely deny their role as a collaborator in numerous Nazi actions
against the Jews. This identity was punctured by a confrontation with the
historiography of the 1970s: a narrative that revives Emile Zola’s famous
“accuse” for a new, more violent time. For Israel, a country that only found
complete independence post-war, it is Jewish resistance that takes on near
mythic importance. Those who were not a part of the relatively small number
of partisan or ghetto fighters initially had little place in the national narrative of
the “new Jew.” It will take the unique legal event of the Eichmann trial to open
up, for the first time, the possibility for the “mere survivor” to speak. Thus,
when viewed side-by-side, these two nations’ uses of resistance reveals not
only the pitfalls of creating one all-encompassing national story. They also
force us to confront the ways in which this history defies easy categorization.
In the end, the extremity of the Holocaust challenges the very possibility of a
simple narrative of heroism or redemption.

Respondent, Caryn Aviv (University of Denver)
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Session The Future of Jewish Philosophy: Challenges and

Session

Session will include a discussion by prominent members of the field of Jewish
Philosophy on the contemporary state of the field. Discussions will include
favored methods and suggestions for further work.

Chair, Zachary J. Braiterman (Syracuse University)
Steven D. Kepnes (Colgate University)

Hava Tirosh Samuelson (Arizona State University)

In the beginning of the 21st century Jewish philosophy finds itself at a new
cross-road as several post-World Il initiatives have either reached a certain
maturation or even exhausted themselves: post-holocaust theology, feminist
theology, Jewish political theory, and Jewish-Christian dialogue. If Jewish
philosophy is to grow both as an academic inquiry and as an existential
reflection, it must enlarge its scope and pose new questions. As an inquiry
into the history of Jewish thought, the discipline of Jewish philosophy should
direct its attention once again to the Hellenistic world and to its revival in the
early modern periods. A new examination of the connection between Wisdom
literature and apocalyptic literature could bring into the fold of Jewish
philosophy material that has been studied by and inspired the history of
Christian philosophy. Similarly Jewish philosophy from the 14th to the 17th
centuries invites new studies in light of the accumulated research into the
revival of various Hellenistic philosophical schools in the Renaissance,
especially Stoicism. As a thematic inquiry, Jewish philosophy could become
more relevant if it engages contemporary discourses in which the Jews have
been rather marginal: environmental philosophy, ethics in light of the life
sciences and the cognitive sciences, and the dialogue of science and religion.
For the past three decades these discourses have developed their canonic
literature, distinct analytic tools, and thematic concerns, but the Jewish voice
has been largely missing from these conversations. The future of Jewish
philosophy could be brighter if Jewish philosophers engage these fields on the
basis of the Jewish tradition, both philosophical and non-philosophical. The
paper will map out these issues with the intention of charting a new path for
the discipline of Jewish philosophy.

David Novak (University of Toronto)
Session Number: 2.2

Session New Strains, New Directions: The Politics of Israel among
American Jews

Session
Since the collapse of the Oslo process at Camp David, political disputes
among American Jews over Israel’s policies toward Palestinians and on issues



of religion and state have largely slipped from public view. But make no
mistake about it: American Jews remain deeply divided in their attitudes over
specific Israeli policies. Moreover, Israel has become increasingly
controversial in a number of institutional settings -- including most prominently
on university campuses -- and claims leveled against the “Israel lobby” for
harming the American national interest have penetrated the mainstream.
What are the implication of persistent policy disagreements and an
increasingly tumultuous external environment for how American Jews relate to
Israel? This panel consists of a number of papers examining the changing

Chair, Leonard Saxe (Brandeis University)

Charles Kadushin (Brandeis University)

Israel and United States Jews: Recent Quantitative Analyses

[Co-authors: Ben Phillips, Graham Wright, Len Saxe]

In the United States we have the expression “My country, right or wrong, my
country.” Many supporters of Israel had adopted this view and supported the
State of Israel even when they were uncomfortable about its policies. This
seems to be especially true for Boston Jews. Specifically, attitudes regarding
the future of West Bank settlements are unrelated to identification with Israel.
Support for settlements is related to general political conservatism and to
identification with Orthodoxy as a denomination. While Orthodox Jews and
those who are more ritually observant also tend to identify with Israel, general
political liberalism or conservatism is not related to identification with Israel.
Travel to Israel and having social and personal connections with Israel is
associated with identification with Israel, but connections are not related to
support for the West Bank. In short, identification with Israel and support for
Israel government West Bank policies are two different matters and have
different bases in the Boston Jewish community.

1. As commonly used. Originally, a toast by Stephen Decator (1719-1820) in
1816: “Our country! In her intercourse with foreign nations, may she always be
right, but our country, right or wrong!” [.(The Oxford dictionary of quotations
1979), p. 173

Bethamie Horowitz (Mandel Foundation)

The Teaching of Israel in American Jewish Schools

In this paper | examine how the teaching of Israel is conceptualized in
American Jewish schools. Based on key informant interviews (by phone and by
email) with principals and senior educators in liberal Jewish day and
supplemental schools in the United States, | have learned that many schools
are rethinking the goals they have for teaching about Israel. | investigate how
Israel has been taught in the past and the reasons why changes are now
being made. Recently, many observers have begun to posit a paradigm shift in
Israel-Diaspora relations — from a “support Israel irrespective of and under all
circumstances” to a more “transnational citizenship model” where consensus
about Israel isn’t expected to be lock-step and uniform. By examining how
schools -- institutions grounded with a decidedly local context-- decide to teach
about Israel to their children, this paper will provide a window into how
American Jews frame their hopes, commitments, worries and concerns about



Israel in relation to their own children.

Theodore Sasson (Brandeis University/Middlebury College)

From “Mobilization” to “Transnational Citizenship”: Narrating Masada

to American Jewish Young Adults

[Co-author: Shaul Kelner]

For generations of Israeli and American Jews, Masada has signified the
imperative of global Jewish solidarity in the face of enemies who might seek to
destroy the Jewish state. The battle cry from the summit has long been,
“Masada Shall Not Fall Twice!” Field research conducted on a dozen birthright
israel tours during the Summer of 2005, however, suggests that a new
narrative has taken its place alongside — and sometimes in place of — the
heroic account. According to this version, the defenders of Masada were in
fact Jewish extremists who sparked a hopeless war against Rome,
assassinated fellow Jews, and brought destruction upon themselves and the
Jewish state. The contemporary moral of the story is as obvious as the one it
seeks to replace: The greatest danger facing the Jewish state comes not from
its external enemies but from its own extremist and radical elements. Masada
has thus become polysemic — an icon with multiple potential meanings. The
paper argues that the case of Masada reflects a broader diversification of
Jewish narratives about Israel, a process opening new pathways of connection
for American Jews.

Session Number: 2.3

Session Contested Loyalties: Jewish Citizens and the East Central
European State

Session

The questioning of Jewish loyalties by the modern European state runs like a
red thread through the history of European Jewry, examples of which span
from the Dreyfus Affair to accusations of dual loyalties following the
establishment of the state of Israel. This panel frames loyalty as an innovative
mode of transnational inquiry particularly well-suited to the study of Jewish
history. Examining the challenges of Jewish relations to the modern European
state through the lens of loyalty helps us to find the thematic continuity among
a variety of seemingly disparate cases that facilitates comparative study. It
opens up an effective means of usefully contributing to both Jewish and
general historiography. This panel places the loyalty issue in the context of
east central Europe, considering it from the perspective of the Jewish
populations of the Kingdom of Hungary, post-World War One Yugoslavia,
Czechoslovakia, and Romania. Each paper seeks to examine the intersection
between Jewish citizenship and the negotiation of the relationship of the Jewish
population to the state. In all cases, the challenges faced by the Jewish
population stemmed from rapid and significant demographic change central to
the development of the state: especially mass immigration and the integration
of disparate territories. Our panel is chaired by Jeffrey Veidlinger and consists
of four papers. In her paper, Kati Voros discusses the reactions of Hungarian
Jews to the Tiszaeszlar blood libel affair (1882-1883), which they saw as a



contestation of Hungarian Jewish political equality and social position. Emil
Kerenji explores the uses of Zionist rhetoric by a group of Croatian Zionists in
the process of forging of a "Yugoslav" Jewry out of the Jewish populations of
former Ottoman and Habsburg provinces. Rebekah Klein-PejSova asserts that
the Jews of Slovakia, suspect as potential accomplices to the irredentist
ambitions of the Interwar Hungarian regime, used Jewish national politics as a
means of demonstrating separation from the Magyars. And Dmitry Tartakovsky
explores the confrontation between Jewish leaders and the Romanian secret
police over the contested status of the Jews in Bessarabia, who were
suspected of anti-Romanian activities and collaboration with Soviet-inspired
and directed communism.

Chair, Jeffrey Veidlinger (Indiana University)

Kati Voros (University of Chicago)

Blood Libel and Jewish Politics: Hungarian Jews at the Time of the
Tiszaeszlar “Ritual Murder” Affair, 1880-1886

The paper discusses the politics of Hungarian Jewry vis-a-vis the Hungarian
state at the time of the Tiszaeszlar “ritual murder” affair. The paper contends
that the Tiszaeszlar blood libel affair (1882-83) was a transforming event not
only in the development of the Hungarian liberal state, but in the history of
Hungarian Jewry as well. The paper situates the affair in a wider temporal
framework in order to reveal its causes and demonstrate its consequences for
Hungarian Jews. The affair occurred at a time that can be described as the
first Hungarian Kulturkampf, when the liberal state attempted to complete its
political modernization program, which coincided with the appearance of
modern political antisemitism. The affair was not only an almost two-year long
investigation and trial but a major political controversy and a modern media
event as well. It induced a passionate public debate about the “Jewish
question” and culminated in recurring street violence against Jews. In a way,
the first major crisis of the post-Ausgleich Hungarian state was played out
through a blood libel affair. The focus of the paper is not so much on the
liberal state and antisemitism, but on the reactions of Hungarian Jews to what
they saw as a major challenge to their political equality and social position in
Hungary. The paper discusses the views and actions of the Jewish
defendants, Jewish politicians and Jewish organizations facing the accusations
and living through the affair. The sources for the paper are the Jewish and
non-Jewish press, pamphlets, the fragmented surviving documents of the Pest
Jewish community and the Neolog and Orthodox national organizations, the
speeches of individual Jewish politicians in the Hungarian parliament and
governmental documents pertaining to the trial. The paper has two
major—interrelated—contentions. 1. The Tiszaeszlar ritual murder affair was a
formative event in the life of Hungarian Jews that changed the course of
Hungarian Jewish politics. 2. The received wisdom about Hungarian Jewry as
unconditionally identifying with the Magyar state and nation and the most
assimilationist in Central Europe needs to be revised.

Rebekah Klein-Pejsova (Columbia University)

"Abandon Your Role as Exponents of the Magyars": Jewish Nationality



and the Jews in Interwar Slovakia

Czechoslovakia stood in marked contrast to its East Central European
neighbors for its renunciation of anti-Semitism, its support of Zionism and
Jewish national rights. Nevertheless, significant challenges to Jewish/State
relations existed within Czechoslovakia as well. This was particularly true in
Slovakia, where Jews were suspect as potential accomplices to the irredentist
ambitions of the Interwar Hungarian regime due their history of alignment with
the Magyar government. According to Vavro Srobar, the governmental
minister in charge of the administration of Slovakia, the Jews in Slovakia had
been willing tools of the Magyar government in carrying out its policy of
magyarization before the war, they had been informants and spies during the
war, and they had worked as Magyar agitators against the newly founded
Czechoslovak Republic after the war. President Tomas Garrigue Masaryk
himself urged the Jews in Slovakia to "return to the world-view of [their]
forefathers, be Jews, and abandon [their] role as exponents of the Magyars."
This paper examines Jewish nationality, a new category of national affiliation
created after the First World War, as a significant means by which the Jewish
population of Slovakia attempted to negotiate their contested loyalty to the
Czechoslovak state. Jewish nationality was directly tied to larger conceptions
of nationality and nationhood in Czechoslovakia. The most important of these
was an innovative definition of nationality that introduced "internal conviction”
as its basis rather than language. Jewish nationality, understood as an
authentic anti-assimilationist expression of Jewish national belonging that
offered statistical benefits to the dominant ‘Czechoslovak’ nation, looked like a
good way to demonstrate separation from alignment with the Magyars. The
majority of Jews in Slovakia welcomed the opportunity to pursue their own
national politics whether they spoke Magyar, German, Yiddish, Czech, Slovak,
or any combination of these. This, combined with a generally comfortable
standard of living, contributed to the opinion that life was better for them in
Czechoslovakia than it was in post-Trianon Hungary. They publicly expressed
their loyalty to the state on the basis of its democratic political system, their
ability to thrive in it as Jews, and their high regard for Masaryk.

Dmitry Tartakovsky (University of lllinois at Urbana-Champaign)
Bessarabian Jews in Greater Romania: Soviet Sympathizers and
Enemies of the Romanian Nation?

Following the occupation and incorporation of Bessarabia into the territory of
Greater Romania in 1918, Bucharest administrators faced the difficulty of
establishing Romanian bureaucratic control and government legitimacy over a
province that was economically and politically different from the Old Kingdom,
and where the educated, urban classes where ethnically non-Moldovan and
significantly Russified. As viewed from Bucharest, if the province’s residents
would become loyal Romanian citizens they would need to be “Romanianized.”
Most Romanian political leaders saw resistance to this cultural and political
program as disloyalty in all the newly acquired territories, including in
Bessarabia, where Russian cultural influence remained strong (and suspect),
and Soviet efforts to undermine Romanian rule only intensified into the 1920s



and 30s. Bessarabian Jews, who for numerous reasons had an ambiguous
relationship with Bucharest’s Romanianizing project, were most suspect by
Bucharest leaders as Soviet collaborators and perceived as being determined
to undermine the Romanian nation. The trope of Jew as communist became a
notable addition to traditional Romanian Judeo-phobia, and was used as an
important political justification to de facto undermine Jewish civic equality in
interwar Romania that had been guaranteed to all minorities by the Versailles
Treaty. Jewish political and cultural organizations in Bessarabia, even when
Zionist or religious Orthodox in character, were suspected of anti-Romanian
activities and of collaborating with Soviet-inspired and directed communism.
This paper will delve in the battles over Jewish culture between Jewish leaders
and organizations and the Romanian secret police, the Siguran?a, which most
clearly embodied the enforcement of Romanian ethno-unitary cultural policies
that for many Bessarabian Jews was the core of their experience with a
modern nation-state. It will look at treatment of the primary Yiddishist
organization in interwar Bessarabia, the Jewish Cultural League, as well as at
Jewish participation in the communist movement. The project goal will be to
examine how such geo-political interests, as well as preconceived ideas about
Jews, poisoned the possibility of understanding and co-existence in the
interwar period.

Emil Kerenji (University of Michigan)

Forging (Yugoslav) Jewish Unity: South Slav Zionism, the
Ashkenazi/Sephardi Split, and the Question of Yugoslavia, 1896-1941

This paper traces the process of the forging of the Yugoslav Jewry in the
period from the late nineteenth century until World War Il. A collection of
disparate Jewish populations from the various Ottoman and Habsburg Balkan
provinces for most of the nineteenth century, the Jews of the Slavic Balkan
areas were imagined by a group of Vienna-educated Zionists from Croatia and
Bosnia-Hercegovina to constitute a single political community with significant
Zionist potential. In the process of forging the community, the Zionists faced
and addressed major problems on the ground: cultural and political hostility of
Sephardi organizations to Ashkenazi bourgeois Zionism; the question of
language; and the heated and widely debated issues of Serbo-Croatian
politics. Pursuing their own interests, the Zionists situated their political project
in a wider political arena. This paper locates some key debates and political
developments that had influenced the outlook of the newly-forged Yugoslav
Jewish community on the eve of World War Il. In order to do so, the paper
examines the first Jewish academic societies in Vienna founded by students
from the Balkans; the new phenomenon of Zionist press in Serbo-Croatian,
both before and after World War I; the so-called “Sarajevo dispute,” which
expanded into a major confrontation between Croatian Zionists and Bosnian
Sephardists; and the importance of the rhetoric about Hebrew culture and the
colonization of Palestine in the process of forging a Yugoslav Jewish
community. The context of forming of a multinational Yugoslav state in
1918—with years of debates and political deliberations both preceding and
following the actual event—is an excellent point of departure for addressing



the wider questions of Jewish politics in the region and t