Sand, Soil or Stars:
What Are We Meant to
Understand from These

Analogies?

Part I:

Together with your xninan, read and translate the sources found below, and answer the
questions.

Translation T':2D N'UXI

NY NN N2N] AKX N2 D"
7Y QYK 721 DM 113133 T
WY DX QYIT W 00 N9Y
"N

Translation 7”1

'TNNT? TAKRD 710271 22127 17 NI
Tn? XiIn (double) 79> 75 D N2
JaTn

1. What is the context of this n>1a? To whom was it given, and why at that particular
time?
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2. Given the context, what promise seems to be at the heart of this no1a?

3. According to 7”1, what is the straightforward reason as to why this n>1a
includes two analogies rather than just one of them?

Translation T':ND N'UNI]

0! Y9N YIND 192 T NI
72 72 19721 ;N2 MDY AT
" WM AT NN9YN

Translation "Nl 1NN

2132 2pY°% 712N’ oW PRAT VW N7 By
5337190 MY 9127 7O L9V WA 12 DY i
... DAWR

1. What is the context of this n>1a? To whom was it given, and why at that particular
time?

2. Given the context, what promise seems to be at the heart of this no>1a?

3. According to "na 11xan, what is the plain meaning of the analogy used in this
71097 What question are we still left with?
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Translation

1IN D"MT

DI'D DIN] DINX N2 DY'F7R N
".27%7 Dmyn 12703

Translation

YA

7227103 501 — 2IMWIT Y2212 217 A5
20777 INIR2 1 DAwn

o0 ,03 0337 — 2T AL N
.0°221021 732791 712 (existing)

. What is the context of this no>1a? To whom was it given, and why at that particular

time?

. What is w1 n'7'"kw on the words "o »wi 525195 0% 223~ ?

. What is w1 nawn?

Translation

X1 VVin

DNY7 MX YK DI D190 K71 TA!
"0 %-X 12 D)7 NN DRK Y N7
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Translation

TIT NTIXN

SR WK 077 2110 2RI 232 990 1 TIRMT 1A
(to measure) 71717 WK

DR YW T INRW 717 1IAK) L0790 2N
172 17251 ,I3 TOWR DR 79w 2P0 17 R 1R
J2IR2 0972007 PRIV DY 127 WK ' 010V 20 XOW

DInX

(to exchange them for another nation)

.07 7Y WR A i 1Y

What is the context of this n>1a? (See the previous 1o for information.)

Who made this statement? According to TIT nTixn, why did he suddenly change
course and say things that are the opposite of what he said earlier?

Once again, what is the general idea of comparing 7xw' 11 to sand?

Translation

720 N'WXI 7Y N D

=31 99727 2oMRT 92192

%W nX (compared) 7w DRYHH 11X
DYDY ,0°7 NOW YV W 7117 2onyeR ,0°22107
792 AT M’ (70 10 NPWRN2) R ,1ovo
10N TAT DY 37 993 09, POR

X3 anoxam (tranquility) mown i (1)
"W WD 1D 1T WD 0020152 awnn
,IRD MARIT 72X 7277 72 ,000K 1A 120
L9171

DR NIAIRAW AT 2V 37 K13 21001007 (2)
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oNY22% DR DY

0°237 W3 .00 1991 891 ,(to destroy them)
to) qw? X1 ¥x0 pRwinng (the waves)
2IT_2R WO WK M1 ,09Wwi 95 nR (wipe out
akailizalaly

21 0°970) MR M ,MmRa 19 .(they break)
,02 17977 XY 23R .12y oy 9 awn 90" (0
"Phawn’ aRP 797 ,102Wn 1901 oW 0

W LAt 2102 58w Yown: 197 .(‘breakers')
20 R)T 21779 ,2107 0K 21av7? 1991 ROW 07935

.ON1229 DRIWD NIMIRT 12910 KD 72 ,0°7 2123

MYows 11 HY 31 19v3 119n71 (3)

J0172 W72 190 Paow 112 0 L(lowliness)
to be trod upon at the lowest) annnn
they will) 13791 naxn Sown 1o awn ,(level
12 NPWXN2) 200w 113 .M 237 (burst forth
31,0971 810 N¥I9Y ARG 19v0 Wt Y’ (7
71, wo1 19vh anw 02" (30 1 2°90) 230w
°99 ,927 2w vy NIk anary iR’ ,a0na 20nd
1272 X °3 ,0227 992 "0 IR DOWNT IR PRY
.M2ows (at the ultimate) %02 oaw
AT NINITE B 90T 1T

1.

Briefly sum up the 2j7* *70’s interpretation of how each of the three metaphors
used to describe the future of 7xw* 12 refers to a different kind of era in our

existence as a nation.
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2. How is the "n'n now 7y 7In~ time different than the ~yaxn 1oy~ time? Please give
an example from your knowledge of Jewish history that seems to fit in each
category and explain why.

3. What do you think the ' "5 is telling us about how we should think and act in
times of extreme antisemitic oppression, |7x7 xinn1? Do you believe that the last
word in his commentary--inT--is still true today?

Part Ii:
Read the following passages from the writings of Rabbi Lord Jonathan Sacks, 7"x1, and

consider their implications.

“Antisemitism is a deadly doctrine. It endangers Jews. But it also ultimately destroys
antisemitic societies themselves. The reason should be obvious. When you blame
others and define yourself as a victim, you abdicate responsibility for solving your own
problems. That is why medieval Christendom, Nazi Germany, Czarist Russia and the
Soviet Union — massive powers in their day — died from internal decay. You cannot

build a viable religion, society or identity on prejudice. Hate endangers the hated but

it destroys the hater.”

-Letter 16: Antisemitism in Letters to the Next Generation, pp. 57-58

Which metaphor explained by the ' *75 bears similarity to this idea? How?

Mrs. Liora Wittlin
6



First, Jews must fight antisemitism but never internalise it. That is easier said than
done. If you are hated, it is natural to believe that you are hateful, that the defect lies

in you. It rarely does. Hate exists in the mind of the hater, not in the person of the
hated...

Internalised, antisemitism gives rise to either self-righteousness or self-hatred, neither
of which is a constructive attitude. Jews are the objects of antisemitism, not its cause.
There has been an almost endless set of speculations about what the cause of
antisemitism actually is....

But the roots of antisemitism belong within the mind of the antisemite, not among
Jews. The response must be to fight it, but never to internalise it or accept it on its
own terms. Racial antisemitism eventually cost the lives of six million Jews. But it left

another, less visible scar. One of the mistakes made by good, honourable and
reflective Jews was to believe that since Jews were hated because they were different,

they should try as far as possible not to be different.

So, some converted. Others assimilated. Yet others reformulated Judaism to eliminate
as far as possible all that made Jews and Judaism distinctive. When these things
failed—as they did, not only in nineteenth-century Germany and Austria but also in
fifteenth century Spain—some internalised the failure. Thus was born the tortured
psychology known as Jewish self-hatred: the result of Jews ceasing to define
themselves as a nation loved by God and instead seeing themselves as the people
hated by Gentiles. It was a tragic error. Antisemitism is not caused by Jews; they are
merely its targets. There can be antisemitism in countries where there are no Jews at
all. Hatred is something that can happen to us, but it is not who we are. It can never be

the basis of an identity.

-Future Tense, pp. 106-108

Rabbi Sacks asserts strongly that antisemitism is not the fault of Jews. Is this in
contrast to the V' *725’s final point? How might these two very different perspectives on
antisemitic hatred and oppression actually go hand in hand? Together with your
XNNan, role play a hypothetical conversation between the 2y7' *75 (also known as Rav
Shlomo Ephraim Luntschitz of Poland, 1550-1619) and Rabbi Sacks (England,
1948-2020).
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