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aw individual specinlty and identity,

et these two facets of nutionalism, Gins-
berg's focus on ational idenfity awd Emer-
son’s Feous on the mcdividual thersin, can
confleel. What happens when the natienal iden-
ity 15 jeopardized by some ol s conshiuents?
O alternatively, what happens when the nation
suppresses the uniqueness of the individual?
Hevw dy e deal witls the condlict between in-
divadual and the nation?

Im et the above Bacets croats a parndox.
A nadien 15 0 conglomeration of umeue indi-
viduals; without the individuals eontributing
ihir o specialties, the nation would cease
tovesist. AL the same tinee, o pation has o main-
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fain ks own ideniing it has iis pasi o draw
upon, and s future te look forward o, Wihat s
the sedubion to this problem?

Wiz onn bormow a bemsi el imnge wsed by
Maimaonides in g similar conbext o explain our
puzzle, Baimonides stabes thal sometimes it is
neceasary 1o spcrifies a par of the law o se-
cure the nest of 1. He then gives an analogy g
dermnonsrate the loge of this decismon: some-
timses o limvh mst b2 ampatated 1o save the rest
af the arganism, "™ This image works well with
Herder™s national mesdel, coupled with Gins-
berg's ad Enwerson’s: sach isdividual coin-
prases o lmab of the natienal body., A person
does whatever he con b avoud amputaimg a
limby; without at, he is icomplete. However,
somnetimes it is necesaary (o sacrifice o pont for
il whale, Thus, any individual whe threatens
ihe national goals must be sacnfced for the
aoal of the nation, Thaugh at 15 difficult & as-
cortain exactly when a person must be ex-
cludded Troan the nntion, ane thing 15 clenr;, just
as nn amputes 15 no longer whale withoot hes
fesstering linub, sotoo. atter exeluding ome frem
ihe group. however necessary it meay be, the
maticn i= never whole agaiin,

Wi live o gereraisn of divessonizm and
sectnnamsm, where hvpechamdnocs domanale
the national terrnin, seeing every difference as
a eause [or ampudation. A the root of this sec-
tariania is a mnsunderstanding of the dyismic
af natiene, bult on the erronesus Belied that a
mation 15 defimed by a person’s own mche of
compairiats Ful a nation 15 not o menolonous
voice being echesd incessantly by others; it s
a eaeophony of sounds combining in svim-
phony, various isdividual paris of the body
cormbiniieg to Foam a whaole, We must learnn i
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appreciate each unique nate in the greater na-
tional meledy

Thus, the wiston of Ahad ha-fom amd
Emerson combine ke eneate o beautafully eveli-
cal nelationship. & natien s an orgamism made
by n conglomerntion of orgnmisms. & notion is
singular, has its cwn identity, and warks o ae-
tealize and fulfill ifs vniguensss, just as the in-
divedual s who comprise thw: mation do, Bt the
e e aestricably ted o cach olber. a nation
15 umigues enly inselar as s conslilvenls ane
umicquee, and an dividual 15 umgue only inse-
far g b comin butes something singular o the
muticn, Char eommon greand therefore lies nof
i the suppression of slf for the whole: rathes,

it lies in b we collectively uiilize amd exiol
aur ditferences i the comtext of our common
past and bulure. We hecame ane only insator
s we preserve aur distinchveness. And 11 s
anly as o that e can progress towards our
conmamen fukure
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Mrs. Prime-Minister

BY: Yossi Steinberger

Eleetion season amd fresh faces abound
In Acmerien and [sragl, Sarah Palin and Teippy
Livid bave sensaticnalized the elestions by
dernonsirating that wonen can nse L ths very
highest level of politics. In lsrae] the appoant-
meend ol Taappy Livmn rmises holakhie imberest
oy Drdesesd il Gty venrs since the dec-
tictn of Godda heir, there has been vigorous ha-
lakhic discussion  amengsl  postiee aied
acabemics concerning the dection of o female
prome-rmanister. This arisele presents o survey
of the relevant issues, which melude determnim-
ingg the extent of women's exelusion from lesd-
ership and comparing biblical sermeek o
contem porary communal leadership.

Ray Solovatchik soemungly acquiesosd e
il seloction of Cralda Ber. In a conversation
with students, Enblba Brovender descnbsed the
By s perspective on chaosing o prime minis-
ier. Fahbi Brovemder said. “It was onee said
that people werg bothering Rav Soloveitchik
about Golda Meir, the Prime Miniater of the
Siate  of lsmel MHow  what  did  Eabhbi
Raloveiichik say, (I didn’™t heor lam soy this bt
he suppasedly soud), “and Ben=Gunon ean be
ihez Prime Kinister of the Sate of lsmel 7™ The
By, then, teok a practical stasee. understand-
i the imgerfect sature of [eraeli govenimsin.

Zimilarly, Ray Moshe Feinstem assorts
that it contronted with n chadoe between a nons
ahservant mole ard on ohservomt female as o
menareh, ome should cheose the female, He
wiiles, “anvone lacking fisar of heaven, though
hig wisdoim be great. we do not appoint him for
any posation.” Rather, “eertainly i 15 nequired
fo mid in the apparmtment of the worlby
womin,”™ Like the BEav, Env Meshe has o ubl-
itarian stance,

In the Insi few weeks, K. Ovadiah Yosel

has declared that one must elect the candidate
whie most supports Lorah valuees. B Ovadeah
bultressad bis declaraton with the aforemen-
tiened statement of B Moshe, Thuos, B, Cva-
dinh too somedimes allows for electing a
WOMAN prime-minister,”

I the current imperficst society, then, a
womman may cerlamly be prime-nainister. I an
adeal waorld, thowgh, tlse halakhah becomes
mexre complex, Thene 1s dound i halokbae [ii-
erature o prescriplion against wemen helding a
posifion of seravraly, or authority, Ome musd st
ascertain precissly from which forms of see
arah wonsn are excluded. amd then evalusie
whether the alfice of prirme mamsber qualifies
lar the privhabitan,

Assuming that the aflice of prime-mins-
ter does invalve serarnl, Rambam's positien,
reporded in ik Meliobdiior 1:4-5, presents
ihe principhs lalakhik consideration for pre-
verliag @ woasan lrom election as prims-min-
1ster, Adber isting pombions from which noger s
excheled, Bambam wnites thai a woman, boa,
iy not be appointed 1o those positions of au-
therity. In Halakhah 4. the Rambam writes,

“We da not appoimd o king frem amongst
gering, . and ned manarchy alore, bud nl=a oll
serareeyd in [srael, Mot as an officer of the army,
he it [the appeimtment | over S0 or 10, or even
appoamed ever the water chanisl from which
15 chstimbuted water 10 the Gelds.” Rambam
continwss in Halakhal 5. “A woman may not
he established as monarch ns 115 said Y[ Yo
shall sed] over yvau a king.” but not o queen
Similarly with regard toall aoffices in [srael,
anly a mean may b appointed o them.” Bam-
bam thus excludes women from all positions
of leaderslap.

A passage in Sfed {Dewtoronomy 17:15)
aceording be many commentaries serves a8
Rambsim's source, Fav Moshe demonstrates
ileat it i a weak proof, however, The Sifey de-
rives from the phrase “a King,” that not a
quicen ared also relates the law that gerior ane
exclxled nat anlyv from kingshap bat from oll
positiens of authority as well, The Talnsd
{ Yewapread 45b) derives the law reparding gering
fraem the phease = from among vour bretlwen
alwall you set & King over you, vou canist put
aver vou a foreign man who 15 e vour
brather.”™ Hecouse both phroses, concermng
women amd gerdw, come from the snme pasut,
hgrefiore, explains Ray Moshe, Rambam musi
have equated the loos of a ger with those of a
wioinan and therefore, like gesim. excluded
woman fram all forms of autbenty, However,
Rav Bloshe points ouf, the exclusion of o ger
trom all pesitions of nuthonty eomes Froom the
repetitien of “sobr fesfes” o1 “place, vou shall
place.” and a pleonasm regarding gewinr dogs
mof logically extend towomen. Moreover, Bay
Mashe cites the may halakhot of authornty
thiat gerdw and women do nel shore, and anes
thiat thew dios share but only due oo specinl ders
ivalion.

With the exception of Ritva, it canned be
anid with certainty that other major Rishonim
apres wilh Kambam. That Eamban and Rash-
bt both question the penmissibilony of Deva-
rah’s berure ns slafs From the S0%ei™s ™8 king”
and niest & quesen,” may indicate that they were
coneerned with Devorah®s helding any posi-
tion, However, Kav Moshe asserts that s
Thiad e statues of kines.™ Thos, the pesaion of
Famban amd Bashiba regarding ciber fomms of
lendershap cannol be inferred fram that discus-
i,

Moreover, Bav Mashe states that Teanfor™
and Bosh® certainly dizapres with Rambain's
ruling that women ane exeluded from all posi-
tons of authorty, Tesafol and  Bosh ask how
Ievorah could hove been a pdge. They bath
answer that “they sccepted her upon them-
selven hecnuse of the Shelivmal Qv ali in
Raalia,™ A uiderstood by Ray Boshe, Tos-
fors and Boah ane refarring s the Mishnaly, Sor-
fiearin 24a, which allsws libgants o chose a
nulge that would atheraise be invalid {e.g. n
clnse relative) il they bodh agree. Al omy mte,
ihe amswer of Tesafiol and Eosh indicates that
Drevorah had an officeal post as & judge. TEtlen




