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Introduction to the Kislev 5765 Edition 
 
Eugene Korn
 
Welcome to the Kislev 5765 edition of The Edah 

Journal. For the past four years The Edah Journal has 

enjoyed phenomenal success as an exclusively on-

line publication. Approximately 30,000 people access 

the journal on-line every month, making it one of 

the widely read journals in the world. Through this 

period we have received numerous requests from 

individuals and institutions for the journal to appear 

also in the more traditional paper format. We 

understand this need, and we now plan to begin 

publishing The Edah Journal in hard-copy form along 

side the online version. We will publish two volumes 

that will be available for sale at Edah’s biannual New 

York Conference in February 2005. The first volume 

will include the initial four editions (1:1-2:2) of The 

Edah Journal, while the second volume will include 

editions 3:1-4:2. Beginning with edition 5:1 in the 

spring of 2005, we will publish all editions 

concurrently both on-line and in paper format. 

Readers will be able to order the paper version on 

the Edah website (www.edah.org) or from the Edah 

office. 

 

A second exciting development has emerged from 

Edah’s continuing relationship with Modern 

Orthodox organizations in Israel and the success of 

our recent joint Jerusalem conference with Ne’emanei  

 

 

Torah va-Avodah on Hag ha-Sukkot.  We share many 

values, challenges, and principles with the 

membership of Ne’emanei Torah va-Avodah. As the 

brief statements of Rabbi Saul Berman and Moshe 

Tur-Paz found in this edition make clear, our 

dreams, ideals and world-view are remarkably similar 

despite the geographical distance of 5,000 miles and 

the problems unique to religious life in Israel. It was 

natural therefore for Edah and our Israeli spiritual 

counterparts to intensify on-going collaboration in 

order to share each other’s Torah, wisdom and 

thinking. As a result, Edah and Ne’emanei Torah va-

Avodah have agreed to publish articles found in each 

others journals. Beginning with this edition, The 

Edah Journal will translate and publish relevant 

articles from De`ot, the publication of with Ne’emanei 

Torah va-Avodah. Hagit Bartov’s penetrating article on 

the existential and spiritual condition of single Israeli 

religious women represents the first article of this 

joint venture. De`ot will also translate into Hebrew 

and publish articles from The Edah Journal. 

Additionally, each organization is exploring ways to 

make available to its membership the full editions of 

each other’s journals.  

 

In a further indication of the strengthening bonds 

we are forging with our Israeli counterparts, The  
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Edah Journal is working with Beit Morasha in 

Jerusalem to share scholarly articles between us. This 

edition’s interchange between R. Yoel Finkelman 

and Prof. Tamar Ross was originally commissioned 

by Aqdamot (Bet Morasha’s journal), where it will 

appear in the original Hebrew in the spring. Aqdamot 

has also published as a separate monograph the 

English translation of a critical article by R. 

Benjamin Lau on the subjects of saving gentile life 

on Shabbat and the relationship of halakhah and 

moral values.  That translation was done by Joel 

Linsider, The Edah Journal’s translator and text editor, 

and is scheduled to appear as the principal paper in a 

symposium in our journal in 2005. We look forward 

to hearing from you regarding these Israeli articles 

and encourage you to help us continue to stimulate 

deeper connections with Edah’s yedidei nefesh in 

Israel. 

 

The Kislev 5765 edition contains articles on a variety 

of subjects critical to Modern Orthodoxy. In a major 

study Professor Reuven Kimelman explores the 

sometimes cooperative-sometimes divergent 

positions of the two greatest Jewish theologians of 

the second half of the twentieth century, Rabbis 

Joseph B. Soloveitchik and Abraham Joshua 

Heschel, on the issue of Jewish-Christian relations. 

Often depicted as polar opposites—the Rav the 

quintessential Orthodox Lithuanian rationalist and 

R. Heschel the Conservative descendant of great 

Hasidic rebbes—Kimelman limns their parallel 

expertise in Western philosophy, their common 

experience in Berlin, their deep interest in Christian 

  

theology and above all, their passionate commitment 

to Jewish tradition and the Jewish people. He traces 

their cordial relation and initial collaboration in 

responding to the Vatican’s overture for Jewish-

Christian dialogue in the 1960’s before they parted 

ways. Heschel ultimately went to Rome and 

promoted theological dialogue, while Rav 

Soloveitchik decided that dialogue with Christian 

clergy on moral, social and political issues was 

“desirable even essential,” but theological dialogue 

should be avoided. Lastly, Kimelman begins to 

evaluate whether there was really a substantive 

difference in their respective “rules of engagement” 

with Christian churches and whether dialogue today 

would satisfy the ground rules that each laid down. 

 

The Iyar 5764 edition of The Edah Journal featured a 

lengthy essay by Prof. Alan Brill on the nature of 

Torah U-Madda, in which he called for a 

reconceptualization of that idea and consideration of 

differing formulations of Torah as embedded 

cultural products rather than understanding Torah as 

standing outside of non-Jewish culture. He also 

urged a conception Torah U-Madda that would better 

serve Modern Orthodox life in suburbia, where so 

many Modern Orthodox Jews live. In this edition, R. 

Yitchak Blau mounts a passionate refutation of 

Brill’s conception, finding it overly dependent on 

post-modern—and therefore temporal—thinkers. 

Brill responds that Blau’s rebuttal misses the mark 

and fails to address the principle thesis of his original 

paper. 
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In a perceptive non-academic paper, Hagit Bartov of 

Israel reflects on the condition of single religious 

women in Israel and why religious society regards 

them as “a problem.” She argues that when the 

religious establishment views them as such, it 

frequently ignores their personal interests and 

concerns itself exclusively with preserving social 

stability and the status quo. And what is a single 

religious woman who realizes that her bachelorhood 

is not merely a “temporary status” between living 

with her parents and with her husband to do 

regarding mitsvot related to the home, like lighting 

Hanukah candles or reciting Kiddush? When she 

views her non-temporary single status as an 

existential home, can it also constitute a “halakhic 

home”?  

 

Rabbi Ross Singer examines the halakhic opinions 

and considerations regarding whether a woman can 

qualify as a scribe for writing a Scroll of Esther 

(Megillat Esther) that is used for ritual purposes. 

Singer makes clear at the outset that his study is for 

theoretical purposes only, and that he is not 

advocating the practical implementation of women 

scribing megillot for the community. Such a step 

would require consideration of empirical communal 

conditions that transcend the analysis of technical 

and theoretical halakhic issues. To date, most 

halakhic discussion regarding women and Megillat 

Esther has centered on whether a woman can 

function as a reader of the megillah for other women 

and for the community. Singer’s study focusing on 

qualifications for a halakhically valid scribe thus  

 

opens up a new area of inquiry regarding women’s 

participation in ritual, one that may have 

implications for their scribing of other sacred texts. 

 

The challenge of feminism with its demand to grant 

women full voice and place in religious life is 

perhaps the most critical flashpoint in Orthodoxy 

today. It is the place at which Modern Orthodoxy 

comes to full confrontation with modernity and its 

values. Prof. Tamar Ross, a member of the editorial 

Board of The Edah Journal, has written a far-reaching 

book on the implications of feminist thought for 

Torah and halakhah. In many ways it challenges the 

foundations of current Orthodox practices and 

theology. R. Yoel Finkelman critiques Ross’s ideas, 

finding them radical and ultimately unsuited to 

Orthodox tradition. Ross responds at length to 

Finkelman’s concerns, arguing for a wider 

understanding of Orthodox theology, halakhah and 

methodology. This interchange encapsulates the 

divide between Orthodox traditionalists and Modern 

Orthodox feminists. It will likely prove to be a prime 

catalyst for further in-depth discussions on this 

searing issue. 

 

No specific problem vexes modern halakhah more 

than that of the tragic agunah—the woman forbidden 

to marry because her husband refuses or fails to 

grant her a religious bill of divorce (get). Recently the 

Israeli press reported the sad tale of a woman who 

had to wait eleven years before the Rabbinical High 

Court could allow her to remarry, since her husband 

had refused to give her a religious divorce for five  
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years and after attempting suicide he remained brain 

dead for six years thereafter. Either because of the 

interpretation or the current administration of get 

law, this woman suffered eleven years of loneliness 

and humiliation. Variants of this tragedy are 

multiplied a thousand-fold among religious women 

in Israel and America. Many consider the current 

adjudication of gitten fundamentally unjust and argue 

that the halakhic system cannot recapture its moral 

credibility until it solves this painful human problem. 

 

One attempt to solve this problem is being made by 

R. Emmanuel Rackman, whose beit din utilizes the 

concept of kiddushei ta`ut (mistaken betrothals) to 

annul marriages in which the husbands obstinately 

refused to give their wives religious divorces. This 

technique has been largely rejected by religious 

authorities, yet a certain amount of mystery surrounds 

the Rackman beit din, since it has previously not 

opened its decisions and legal reasoning to public 

review. R. Michael J. Broyde critiques a new book, The 

Tears of the Oppressed, by Rabbi Prof. Aviad Hacohen 

that attempts to supply just such an explanation. In a 

lengthy and detailed analysis, R. Broyde finds R. 

Hacohen’s justification of the technique employed by 

R. Rackman’s beit din to be fundamentally flawed and 

halakhically unsound.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

R. Broyde is not content to argue solely against an 

attempted solution, and outlines a possible approach 

he considers valid. 

 

The popular success of the documentary film, 

“Trembling Before God,” put the issue of 

homosexuality into the public discourse of the 

Orthodox community. One of the central figures in 

that film was Steve Greenberg, an ordained 

Orthodox rabbi. Rabbi Greenberg has now written 

Wrestling With God and Men, a book that argues for a 

re-evaluation and ultimately Orthodox license for 

homosexual unions built on monogamy and fidelity. 

Rabbi Asher Lopatin reviews this book, evaluating 

whether Greenberg’s arguments conform to classic 

halakhic protocol and logic and whether the book 

can ever find its way into the Orthodox library, even 

as one that espouses a rejected minority opinion.  

 

We invite you join the conversation by sending us 

your thoughtful responses to the material in this 

edition. You may reach The Edah Journal at 

journal@edah.org. 

 

b’verakhah, 

Eugene 
 

 

 

 

 


