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Cohen of the -Jewish theo-
logical Seminary has point-
ed out. This rule new needs
re-evaluation, for the reali-
ties of today are as different
from yesterday's as mish-
naic times were from the
biblical age.

What the Reform rabbis
voted in 1983 was motivated
by high ideals rooted in
their perception of the role
of father and mother in the
raising of their child, as
well as the child's needs
and its opportunities to lead
a full and meaningful Jewish
life, but while I fully sup-
ported (and support) these
objectives 1 though then
(and think now) that pas-
sing the resolution was an
error. I though that we had
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Viovie "Snell SNOCK’  Jewish-style.”
metaphor for today

Shell Shock is the story | SHELL SHC
of a career officer and a IS VlTA.L, TIN

Enung soldier who share a IMPORTZ
ospital room, suffering the z
effect of the emotional
traumas resulting from their “AN IMPRI
battle experiences during the

1973 October War with the
Arabs.

The film deals with each
man's struggle to recover his
shattered identity. In a so-
ciety that for two genera-
tions has relied on military
or "macho” values, each
man tries to recover his for-
mer self, but now they must
find new ways to cope. This
story is, as director Sharon
says, "a metaphor for Israel
today.”

Shell Shock is based on
the personal experience of
the film-maker, Yoel Shar-
on, during the 1973 October
War. On the last day of the
War, Sharon led his para-
trooper platoon into the city
of Suez, where an Egyptian
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Reform, Conservatism Y nat W

building in Russia

MNEW YORK — Both the
Reform and the Conserva-
tive Movements are setting
EF activities in the Soviet

nion and establishing
landmark organizations.

The Union of American
Hebrew Congregations has
just published a 16-page

ussian-language pamphlet
entitled, "What is Reform
Judaism?. The pamphlet
provides an elementary in-
troduction to Reform [u-
daism.

At the same time,
Franklin D. Kreutzer, inter-
national president of the
United Synagogue
(Conservative) is in Russia
establishing a Conservative
presence in both Moscow and
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Gary Tobin of
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began with a o
Jewish Educatior
Jewish Adwvocate
Were concerni
grandchildren re
Eldridge, the pa
"a good Jewish
mean they don't
WU
Tobin said th
community of $:
Jewish educators
are not goyim."
Tobin has a sc
Link synagog
camps in an inf
trips to Israel. T
funding radical
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Sn 7 -
ago at the convention of the Rabbinical
Assembly (Conservative) at the Park
Synagogue in Cleveland when at one of the
sessions a hastily-scrawled sign was
attached to the door stati "executive
session.” Since nothing on program
indicated that it was other than a regular
part of the program, we protested, but in
vain. We left the convention and have
never covered a convention of the
Conservative rabbinate since then.

When Rabbi Winer told us to leave, we
resisted, suggesting that we discuss the
matter. He not only refused, but stated that
the executive vice president, Rabbi Joseph
Glaser, with whom we have up until now
had such a good relationship, had
confirmed that we were to be barred.

In cases like this, as an editor we could
have made provision so that our report
could have been viewed by Rabbi Winer and
a discussion between us might have
persuaded us to change some of the wording,
and even delete portions that could have
led readers to wrong conclusions. We do not
permit that kind of "censorship” with any
of our reporters but as the editor, we do
make that concession occasionally when
intricate matters are discussed.

So we left the room, but we could not
contain ourself and blurted out to the few
women rabbis in the room that this is the

N
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‘Gatekeeper’
Continued from page 2
pate in the program.

“The Gatekeeper Program
is a recent addition to Union
Electric’s ‘Energy Plus,” a
group of special community
service programs we support
to address individual needs
and respond to the
Company’s shared responsi-
bility for the customers and
communities it serves,” says

Kim  Homeyer, Union
Electric’s Gatekeeper Pro-
gram Coordinator.

“There are many people
we are not reaching,” says
Mary Schaefer, Mid-East's
Director of Planning and De-
velopment. “This is one way
to work with a local y
tofind people who might need
and benefit from our serv-
ices."”

Directors

more useful. |
tions emergin
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1) Printed =z
ual material m
cultural values
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an idealist and when [ look
vould have answered if you
the Essenees, and the Kach
ithereisadiversity in Jewish
.We always have had in our

iny, politics, the view of the

e, the chacham in the Bible.
fferent kinds of approach of
re | think the differences in
meaning of Torah.

1at we're 11 years away from

it were more schismatic than
1e framework of democracy,

d meaning. No one tells you
he way to become a fulfilled

no authority in a democracy
religious assent, and I think
ings over say the past5or 10

itations, very very few.

because Palestine was overrun by the Ron
there were children brought into the wo
didn’talways know who the father was. £
identify a child. I don’t think they mean
nhognﬁonnfpnrllinenﬁty They just adc
usbecauseofthem
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Jewish father in the same conscientious v
family where there is anon-Jewish father,
GMC: What about a little concession

ﬁ&tdbﬂ symbolicconversion? If that cg

GOTTSCHALK: Symbolic conversior
what it is. You're either converted or yo
it.

GMC: Has that been discussed in Ref
GOTTSCHALK: No it's never been

ili witha numberof Orthodox

of hostile reaction. They objected to a nur
it. These  agree with them. That wedid n
view. We sprung it on the Jewish comr
happened that way. Because there had t
before this surfaced, and it surfaced
congregations where this phenomenon is
another aspect that I try to tell my Orthoc
We're trying to live in it the way you are.’
not permissive in our ways, wedon't wa
lose aur future cenerations anv mare th
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al problem is why aren‘t more

thundred years ago.
lves you status and so forth,

henl...I wasinStockholm about
ition of the Jewish Culture. The
erabbis in Europe. So | met with

vating.

:ame back from that trip 1 had a
e Mew York school. There were

7 we are that we have, and by

.. We probably should be able to
ld you place that many rabbis?
1, over time if you admit 100 and

1y pulpits would you say could

re even in large communities, in
* had the younger people-the
newly retired rabbis. At lunch
an half of them are 65 and over,
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to Israel more than once? Most of the
twice, three times, four times? Becaus
been there three, four times. So the o1
Jewish person who wants to devote t
become a rabbi or you remain a layma
it’s a new experience. The growth of 4
possible five years ago. Growth! It's

GMC: Zero in on the point you're

GOTTSCHALK: The Reform Mov

GMC: Fer instance, sending over 1

GMC: Are they obligated to spenc
COTTSCHALK: All of them, prac

~ GMC: You mean Bubis' people..

#

COTTSCHALK: Bubis’ people, Sa
Education in L.A. — our cantorial sch
with the musical academy in Israel, th
musical component. And we have a fi
University, Jewish Liturgic Arts, whe

GMC: Sothe new thingisexpandir
has that been in existence?

GOTTSCHALK: The cantorial s
working on our graduate program. H
Judaic Studies in the United States, cc
D.candidates. And we want to integra

GMC: How many of them are rab

GOTTSCHALK: Very few.

GMC: Many must not be Jewish.

COTTSCHALK: Some are Christii
lot of the people who graduate from t
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LaRouche and his band of
crazies.

Some years ago he began
writing about me in his maga-
zine. He kept referring to me
as Rabbi Mau-Mau Davisbut [
neverdid understand what he
wassaying. [tisalmostimpos-
sible to read two paragraphs
of his writing with a look of
intelligent comprehension on
your face.

I dismissed this nonsense

until a few years ago when it
all began to come home to me.

I was in bed one night (actu-
ally I wasill with pneumonia)
when the phone begantoring.
When | answered the

the caller said, “We know who
you are.” T did not think that

‘was surprising, since he was

the one who called me.

He then informed me that
he knew where [ lived. I tried
to find out what he was talk-
ing about, to no avail. As soon
aslhunguplreceived another
call. This one told me that he
knew what 1 was planning,

the Secret Service. Af
eral meetings it was
mined that | was prot
no immediate dan
seems that LaRouel
demanded police pre
for his trip to New Yc
had been denied. This
way of showing t
needed that protectior
nothing happened
Rouche on his trip t
York, then nothing
happen to me.

Of course.....if son
did happen to him, th
would immediately co

Mot very reassuring

My next brush wit
nuts came when 1
newspapers called to
about the forthcomin,
conference to be held
Temple. When 1 told
knew nothing about il
informed that it had b
ranged by National Ca
Labor Committees, a
LaRouche front.
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‘oblem of retroactivity.

:ngthy discussion ensued which cente
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:nt about "presumption'' made by Scha
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some of the attacks made both from
length, the consensus of the group
v profile with regard to them., Perh
1e we might be willing to review thi

that all items of this sort should
se to which, generally, most of the
vhich conflict may ensue, should be

that since the resolution was speci
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proved."

the term "presumption' thus undersi
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n'"/"establishment" language ...".
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It all turns on the definition, use
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.as Block avers, lists as possible u
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g until the contrary is proven."

', neither its 'simplest sense'" nor
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0 applaud us.
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0 children born out of wedloe

eal descent although generall
inued kn be questioned under

For example, there was a qu
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er of a-Persian king, were to
ents on an equal.level with ¢

discussion of this material
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status of a chiid, so thE chi
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en no conversion to Judaism.

now, however, that my call for
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ed colleagues and scholars, as
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eremony, I do not want Judaiswm
them and their children in th
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I would be most appreciative if you c
5 or corrections. Also, please note that t
icess are marked in the body of the text.

| you.
Warm regards,

W
Gershom Gorenberg

___--Deputy Comment and Opinic
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s, regardless of whether the Jewish pares
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neal descent was condemn certain ]
wish law and tradition. Today, about 80
ng some Orthodox, accept the principle.
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ened definition of who is a Jew does not
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at to all intents and purposes they
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i with all good wishes, I am
Sincerely,
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Alexander M. Schindler
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be pertinent and perpetuated.
process was always evident in Judai
rm. First the various books of the
. and the collections of Codes and R
5. The intent of our sages was to r
e dissonant with the tenor of the d
scarded, rather it was utilized in
es of that era. The 1iturgy replaci
nate replacing the priesthood is am

the early reformers, noting Orthod
| to be inspired rather than divine,
m and rejuvenated ather aspects of
ions unassociated with Jewish pract
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n as Rabbi Feldman contends. Rather
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d. Therefore, they insisted that ea
ie divinely bestowed gifts of intell
tionship with God.
wm analyzes ancient religious books
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y are verses dealing with the comma
n the eighth day and the prohibitio
e-Sinaitic, considered to be the pr
rthermore, if God gave the Torah as
es have a bearing on halacha?
states that "once a legal ruling i
- legitimate grounds." With this sta
movement, who approach halacha from
Tars and all scholars disagree abou
recent as the Shulhan Aruch is ambi
. very fact that valid religious pra
i adapt the Shulhan Aruch for Ashken
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determine: my goal here is w determine the or
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al paternity does not exist). The logic of paragi
atdifferent. '
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er men but not with this man. the offspring is a
her pr mupk entirely. In any case, the Mishnah
La woman [oF straving from the fold. A Jewish v
: fathers a gentileza Jewish woman wha is mar
[(ELR ) B

h Mishaah Qiddusin 3:12 and Mishnah Y
ous, but theirliterary contexts suggest that cach
ight of the Yavoean period (circa 80-120 CE).

S ARG YVITIONS 1l|||)|lcbl.hat thieir editor, at least, re
sevond dispute. I the case of Mishnah Qiddusin
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Biblical

biblical times the offspring of intermarriage w
Numierous Israelite heroes and kings married fo
le. Judah married a Canaanite, Joseph an Egypti
nd an Ethiopian, David x Philistine, and Solomo
sion. By her marriage with an Israclite man a fc
e clan, people. and religion of her hushand. 1t |
* in pre-exilic times to argue that such marriag
sat the foreign women must “convent” to Judaisy
ol the marriage were not Israclite il the women ¢
ircumstances biblical law and sociery did pay atte
v — the children of concubines and female slave
than the children.el wises — bt it never occu
»any legal or social disabilities on the childven of
milarly, ifan lsraelite woman was ‘married 1
ael, she thereby joined his Eamily and his people
sof Israel. The Bible pavs scanpattention o such
ant attention 1o lsraelive women generally, but ¢
fspring of Israclite women and foreign men we

i N e e et s 4 rrvecainarrileun] - thiat de an



ter returning to lsmael from Babyloma in 43
ted 1w expel from lht Jerusalem community aj
«d and thirteen foreign wives with their children |
s have argued that this episode proves that the ¢
introduced by Ezra. He attacked marriages bet
iod we can begin mmv“lwuh'}men and foreig
MSEGUETICES WETE SETios; like their mothers, the
In contrast, he could ignore (at least temporari
n Jewish women and foreign men because th
latively benign: like their mothers, the offspring ;
15 view H‘I'ﬂ‘}f be corrvect, blll. 1 is o I'I.l."ﬁl..‘iﬁdl‘ll\ %
re possible. Perhaps Ezra ignored the marriage
and foreign men because, as 1 have just ment
e generally ignored by biblical vexts. Ezra’s jur
the members of his peaple. and he could do nom
10 had married an Israclite woman. Even the aue
hildren of the foreign wives does not necessarily
rinciple. Perhaps Ezra introduced a bi-lateral req
viJewish identity requires two Jewish parents).
e likelihood thae Ezva (or a contemporary) int
» offsoring of a lewish father and a centile maot
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)iety was ever matrilineal, 1 leave for others
leged relics of that alleged society collected by

1ost part. trivial or debatable, Furthermore, re
tested in the Bible and post-Biblical Jewish liter
siraculously in rabbinic texts a millenium or two.
rigins — these are remarkable relics indeed. Perl
aphisticated study of rabbinic family law and kin
races of 1 matrilincal society, butin the absence
er's suggestion is unconvincing.

tape and [niermarriage

It has been suggested that many Jewish
toman soldiers durmg the wars of 66-70 and
abhis, out of pity for their plight. declared the s
ewish. not gentile. The guality of this suggestio
ts origins. hecause. acgarding 1o the Mishnah (s
of a Jewish mother and a gentile fatlver is a mam=
unate woman who has been raped that she is a
mly slightly more consolatory than telling her
rentile. In some respects i0is less consolatory: a gy



wked above. the rabbis restricted the matrilinea
termarriage, but paternity is no more unceriaiy
it is in unions between Jews. Second, the ral
ire marriage hevween the father and the mother
rit the father or receive his status. 1f an unmari
“and declares that the father of her child is a pri
liezer say that she is to be believed: if a woman b
esultof rape, the offspring is presumed 10 have t
srity of the people where the rape occurred
10). In these cases paternity is very uncertain, b
e the of fspring matrilineally.

Instead of emphasizing the uncertainty ol pater
ed that the maurilinieal principle is the result of 1
veen mother and child. The offspring of a genti
father is a gentile begause the intimate connectic
her child makes it certain that she will influence

he ways of ‘the gentiles. This suggestion 100 i
ients. both Jewish and gentile, recognize
herhood, but they did not draw any legal infer
-v. Indeed, it was not unul the nineteenth ceni
s of Europe began to recognize the legal rights o



TUCL W ILTRARURL G0 OS540 AFE Arrcams wommarems mmrss | oo
its mother. Consequently,if a Roman citizen ma
. the children are non-citizens, 1{ a Roman citize
Jave woman, the children are slaves. According v
nan matron marries a non-citizen, the childrena
o Lex Minicia, a law probably enacted during the |
.d that the children of such unions follow the par
that is. the children follow the father. Similarly
} matron by a slave ought to be, according to th
ke their mother. except that a law, enacted
ed that they are slaves.” .
he conceptual similarity between the Roman an
¢ striking. Marriages between citizens produce ¢
determined patrilincally. Marriages between
s producegl children whose status. in theory at b
ineally; but both legal systems tried 1o equalize
ile and female citizens who stray from the fold.
gnated by a non-citizen or a slave bears a non-cil
17 a Jewish woman impregnated, by a gentile
o, a citizen of impaired status.

dthough it is generally very difficult 1o prove tk
ceetem unon another, here the evidence is v
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answer |

1, and wha 1o Hal:
yrecedents history. |
are auton h with s
ions, and g—:mls a cani the j

5 followi 1 which dec
onsider h?.;lm:l provided by the historian, the
st, the polit elea. is the jurist who mal
rakes his decision in mtiantf\mh his own lega
wetition of the Constitution the Supreme Court
wl by, the original meaning ‘of the document in
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" and not the mother, one can only

imagine the hue and ery of the
Reform movement for equality of
the sexes, and their push for
recognition of the mother and for

‘maltrilineal descent...lronic, is it

not,. that ‘in the area where
halachah gives predominance to
the woman, Reform leaps in and
tries to take her legal rights away

!

from her. = e

The press is not the place to
argue Jewish law, but in fairness to
your readers, they should know
that Jewish law is crystal clear on
mairilineal descent, The Mishnah
in Kiddushin 3:12 clearly states the
fact that the child follows—the

relivinn af the mather the Talmod



dler, president of the Union of Pmei
wrican Jewish Congress symposium (Ja
pts "to contain" the decline in Jew

‘ intermarriage "and, if possible,

eal descent policy set forth last M
‘erence of American Rabbis -- a Refor
another speaker at the symposium, R
i who is president of the National .
m movement's decision to reverse tri

i1 Asarent amial weioht was a "trium



i branches of Judaism.

iy Rabbi Schindler said that the mat:
ewish history. "Quite the contrary
rilineal principle was dominant, whe
i1ly because their fathers were Jewi:
inted out.

Jewishness automatically has heen cx
Judaism's new guideline "genealogy i
s cannot only be presumed but "must

involvement in Jewish life and the v



ina nupr “address fo his
Hebrew Congregations
assumption by Reform of
cry came from his heart, t
:iw?nnn on the
L t mosk
tinuing accommodat

atbmdmca today. at. an

anywhere in America w

now m:upiu as mndl ar
as {ts absence a
, opposite. When Hebrew.
in the Reform service, Re
was to walidate its pc
Judalsm. That need not o
the extremes to which Re
a few large temples w
gervices in favor of Sund
been recognized as inimic
In Indianapolis, which
member of the ¢
Reconstructionist congreg
at home at services at t
Congregation, which is
with only minimal critic
throughout the service.
There are valid concel






38) and certainly not from the Torah as
God given, even if it was given in a series
of inspirations instead of a single revela-
tion, see the midrash as poetic inter-
pretation.

In other words, the disagreement
between Orthodox and non-Orthodox
rabbis is not over *Who is a Jew,” or
which interpretation is correct. Rather,
the disagreement is over the source of the
interpretation of Torah.

No one can live by the agricultural
social laws of 3,000 or 4,000 years ago. |
do not “seethe the kid in its mother®
milk,” because I don’t have goais or kids,
Instead, 1 keep kosher, which is the rab-
binic interpretation of the meaning of the
threefold repetition of this Torah
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our information, the enclosed Resol
d to the Resolutions Committee for :
ference at its forthcoming Grossing
‘e any camments, please let me have *

'esach to you.






)verage ana pernaps to dispute
mificance of the Report withi

mference of American Rabbis r
' the Conference

‘he effect of the adoptibn of
ween the Reform movement and -
wish world;

he impact of this Report on R
ion of a committee to study
act of the Report

sibility of modifications, cl:
ion: of the Report.



all deal first with the quest
L descent. Subsequently we sl
ive "acts of identification."
tar that for the last two thot
t of a ﬁhild has been determir
ther words, the child of a Jes
‘tive of the father (Deut 7.3,
'eb 16b, 23a, &ba: 45b; A. Z.
J. Kid 3.12 (64d); Yad Issure

mudie discussion and that of



omewhat similar to ours. We

meet new problems expressed

reasons cited in the introdue
ose stated above and others,
i patrilienal descent in the |
y of a child of a mixed marri;
18 turn to the section of t@e
sitive acts of identification,

| modern reasomns for requiring
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genealogies makes this clear.
rnal deé:ent was likewise dec

~1”veit avotam); the line of

ile the line of the mother wa

ahah, mishpahat em enah keruy

b; Yad, Mahalot 1:6; etc.).

11d also recﬁgnize that later
to the matrilineal line wher

‘herefore, the rabbiniec tradit

in the descent of the priesthe



ting the formative .;.rears accod
few modern scholars felt that
waed the Roman Paulus (Digest
'nity was always known while p
iy, however, could be extended
= Shaye C€Cohen has also sugge
re abhored this type of mixtuz
itively toward mixtures of ani
full discussiun of this and ;

itowtizer”s "Spuren des Matris
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i the changes remained in eff«
lous cited material has dealt
rent from those which have ar!
1alf. Unions between Jews ant
repmained rare. Furthermore, |
slationship with the people ar
h the freedom and equality wl
rld now enjoy.

e 20th century have been face:
ber of mixed marriages, with .

he family, and with the devel:



| through the paternal line (1}

tiah 12.15; Shulhan Arukh, Eve

valid, but originally forbid
: kmother or father) determine
lezer 4.18). The same rule af
'dlock if both parents were kn
s considered significant, esp
d and long genealegical lines
e in the time of Ezra and, su

lines of descent and precise
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t 23.4); they indicated that

o nalea.- not to females (Yeb |
ishnah (Yadayim 4.4) claimed
had been so intermingled by tI
at none of the prohibitions aj
ng people remained valid. In
to them, we are dealing with
ich have been revised by the

have followed these examplﬁs



of status for purposes of 17a
f the uﬁtionality of immigran
nder the Law of Return. Such
ure and do not bind the Israe

yet they have far reaching i
the Brother Daniel case of 19

to be Jewish although he had
428). The court decided that
her religion would not be con

scent from a Jewish mother,



ich any official body the Sta
ter. It remained law until ¢
replaced it. There have bee
hich have dealt with this mat
errent law passed in 1970 aft,
the question of "Who is a Je:
this law, Jew means a person |
+tho has become converted to I
r of another religion™ ("Law «

farch, 1970 #4b; M. D. CGoldmar



ie Central Conference of Ameri
-he child of one Jewish parent
Jewish descent. This presumg
yf the offspring of any mixed
rough appropriate and timely §
fication with the Jewish faittl
these mitzvot serves to commi
them, both parents and child,
':nding on circumstances, m

exclusive Jewish identity wil
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RABBI ALEXANDER

9097
8, IN 46202

n't want to engage in a public
. It seems unseemly to me and
my position and in understandi
al level and not for publicati
let me make the following poin

neality is not as consequentia
ew than is Reform's decision m
ot to require Teligious divorc
through a halachiec conversion
irremediable since its consequ
rds, patrilianality is only on
made over the decades which w
be accepted by the Orthodox,
is men and women sitting ctoget
the Torah, which halacha can
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hem. In fact, there is a good
the movements tham there is &
e Satmer and Lubavitch cutting

it was infinitely worse, not
tween Hassidism and Misnagdisn
her put into jail, denounced e
and what not and still the Je

oblems of Jewish unity have th
about the steps that Israel o
and the conflict in Israel ha
Orthodox and Reform.

» all this is for your private

ersonal -regards, T am

Sincerely,
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&, However, they should not
that their opinlons as are un
iwe =-- just because they thems
‘one who disagrees with them -
i@ prove to the contrary. Ind
seem to prove on the strength
only to those people about th
ho share his opinlon. %Woula
» only speak to those who agre
t deeper and sadder guesilon r
t this: For somecne who is so
fold s¢ many of other people’
1? oy, does his own opinion
do not share his views would
¢ before recognizing their exi
thelr views?

Egon Mayer,

Prafecanr of



mt. IXours is a very impressive, in
problem and the solution being adva
1111 prove a most valuable contribut
beautifully and which bids fair to !
(1igent discusgion of the issue.

mt you have expressed an interest i
of JUDAISM available to members of °
ily the Rabbinical Assembly ordered :
| of the issue containing the zympos:
distributed to the entire membershi)
* of coples of the new symposium isst
in advance, so that arrangements ca:

ur offer to discuss with me the pos:
| among your leadership. I wmay add t)
g habits of American rabbis disclos:
1l periodicals including COMMENTARY,
e list. We would, of course, be de!
lership.
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April 26, 1984

PATRILINEAL COMMITTEE

RABBI HERMAN E. SCHAALMAN

he mistake of not adding the name o
-ecently proposed resolution. It is

you have already indicated that you
on is either premature or redundant
wendation will be made to have that
red to our Cormittee for dispositic

<eep you informed of any developments.



aswish Synagogue
Wood Road
i England

2eman:

ir letter in England just pric
i when I returned to the State
letters and other matters to L
2. Before long, I had to be ¢
ar journeys.

1is note merely to assure you

t ignored. I read it with a ¢
ank you for the information wk

will have a chance to meet wi
s not too distant future.

Cordiallvw.
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£ you to write and share your
gard to patrilineal descent.

to vou and know that you will

2 patrilineal principle has be
alone within the Reform Jewis
2 sectors of Conservative Jud:
nist community. Some very fir
e in regard to this matter.

thanks and every good wish, !

Sincerely,_

Alexander M. Schir
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ust have received a copy of my
ernight mail when we talked la

my original letter which you
escribed without identifying m
A,B,C and D are cogent, but ch
u want to make some editorial
and the English is not as eleg
1 free to do and vou certainlv

ndler
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 make scme cogent points th=t shoul
said and recognized.

1sequently, since I'll be publishing
; respenses I've received, let me ad
irs without identifying it. In this
r, certain greound will be covered th
far has not been recornized, since
ir presentation dces so »ell,

sent wru the taped interview with Gc
i you're sending me the text of wvour
MMOT -

rrv, I wen't be covering the CCAR cc
a1tirns from now on.

Pest rega ds

/7,.--1 //7.
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n advance for your attenti

Very truly yours

(o b Pl

Barbara C, Roser









ds you in good health.
self-explanatory.

like to have a response from y
ticle, but a page or so, typew
action. On the other hand,if
e, we'd be very happy to publi

Sincerely,

7 Il

Gabriel Cochen
Publisher






pond to the Schulweis paper so quick
as the spirit of your letter. In 2
e same, there are certainly times wh
opinion in representing our constit

ndler family -- spread out around th
I can only assume 100% A.0.K. I ha
ist this week and have been given pe
that pleases me very much.

s from Rhea, too.

Sincerely,

Alexander M. Schindler
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in replying?

Sincerely,
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