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The Stwatin in the
Shd arship

"Hl And @erdtges af Rifjgin(Jdmn Hpkars Uinersity Ress, 1993)
o Mewava, Te Inatin of Veid Riigars (B Unarsity
Hess, 2008)

Te dyazt o study diten nowis diffise, and strays into arenes nct
ntuitively assoated with “ tthics” in ar vemaadla:
(Pellengne the unnvarsality and nautrality of the saadla, sdhdars have

begn gpreaching refigion wsing a variety of nethoddogi tads:
Iiterature, philescy natenal auiture, eanony, efc
Wik ‘teligar’ mdt nt be astdble dyect as 1t ance wes, rdigan s a
vitrat and diffise area of study overlaping with the full gamit of
hnan cncarrs, the vary stge/mmdt honan life,

€cncalogics
of Religion
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(Bristian and Jewish (Mgns: Ftand enent

(Postiars dd ndt mitially identify s such, but rather ware framvanass Jewsh traditias who
ickrtified Jesus of Nzareth as the nessich

The sbsagat mdusion o the (artikes (@ teomifor non- Jewssh athers) wes the gand o
artention in eadiest Jess traditios. S, Al Qhir and Bay Reen A1, (@2 &S Milpe
afas adite Bth d te (@ Ofod Unasty Ress, 2018)

Pauls ue d the lngaee o ertile” (etfrm) 1s somewhet novd in Jewsh traditias,

Te catiest dyputes are o edficindusan thet hes to dowith the inhentanee of coarat
pranss, ad sothe ‘bondary nadas” are aranason, ddary restindiag ec
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(Bristian and Jewish (Mgns: Ftand enent

- Bt (Bstian and Jewsh comminities offen fdlloed naddls of assoostion coman in the
anaat wald Sreggeand Bkessabang ranes for dhar grad fans o assandly

- These fdlowad the prttem of giikds, track anisstios, religas adts) ar other soodl duksy
fomabans, ete See Jdn Koyerbog, Gt Asaoos @redrgad e n e
Auvar @y(de Unasty Ress 2019)




[anmiel Byarm: Juchism

Judaism

The Genealogy
of a Modern Notion

DANIEL BOYARIN

“ the nchion thet thare s a “feigan”
clad  Juchant-e better put, an
Hkdesa Smagm) dlied * Judasnt—is

apudxt d (nstien ssrantic ety
and prodcion, 1t thet E Jens”

[2nd Byamn, Judasm: Te (ancdagy
d aMidam Ntion (Rigrs Uinersity
Ress 218)



Smlarities

‘Wt 1s heteftl toyau dondt utodhas” Hid the Hdr (e F Q
“Wetever yau hete tohave dore toyay, ot dotoyar maghbar: 2R Anva (te B Q
‘Jess rdied Towe the Iad yar (ad with l your heat and with al yor sad ad with ll yor
mnd’ Ths is the firt comandhernt. Ad the ssond s ke i, Toe yor magbor as yosdf”
Al the lawand the prodhets heang an these two comandhants”” (apd o Mithew (e B O
"Hl the conmandharnts ae snmad ypn ths wad, Ioe yor maghbar & yoursat” Ioe does
mowagtoanadbar, thadag, loe s the fulfilnet o the law” Asostle Pul (ke F Q
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Surces a Atharity: @Gnans o Sripure (Jewish)

(Gnm daves framithe Giedknganng “hessunng’ ar “tuling ik’
Tre Rits spesk ™ insid” and “ bt " bods
(nstian counals idt ypurtil the 16 Care ddliberating upm canoniaty:

“Athotane sopturs” en be nare wsaul g age touse prar tothe first certury; whre
Joxhis (Jewsh histanmn) Iists acam d 2 bods. 4 Bra lits 24 bads:. This ewdne
spxsts santhine d'a ann o Hbrew Siptures m the first cartury
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Surces a Atharity: @nans o Sripgure ((Bristian)

(Pustian smptures begn toaradkte framabot 4(Ewith the vnting of Pal’s astle tothe
(@tas
(fher aal and vatten tradibas aradkete (Q°qudie; natendl) and are casdichted in the foms
d the gwpd maraves
In the seoond cartury ths natenal begirs to'be fimed wp mas use by athmiies mife

.
kdtion #adfrg tohand over: (labion prodices authonty produces tradition, prodces ditete

N



[dvd gyrent o Traditions: Re-Midieval

Thragh Rithine tradition the A At [Hhics df the Fthars| 1s producad. Atet which ditals pinopels of
cthica Iife daved franddbete over the mtaretation o Tieh (), and its trammssion

Jowsh tradition speds of Fdkah(ddete over law), and Axadh(oon kgl eegsis, sonetines homiketic)
(Pustian traditios engaee 1n similar foms o reflection an the nava precpts of Jesus and the qpotkes, dlfen

refiacting Hbrewtraditiors thrapgh those, See, for instance, (legry o Nssa's e i€ afMes These dlfen
tde the fomd ssmarg, o nord tradts fdlowng n the namer o ancert Rnan and o Gisdk authonties,

Sve see asyrthesis of hetreward andert philescphic tections in Chritiznity







Mdieval Jewish Tradition

Inpotat agan toranender the encounter with
Kam patiadady Ine n bena, Tives with s
Imgstically and auiturally; Tk peddia, vse o

safton a B-/ A (s m H-Ioad)

Minunids dias an mtapetaion o Astite,

and n tum mivences Thonas Aqnes,




(Bristian Mdieval Traditions

\itie (@efd in Asstatle hinges on the devdgmernt of heht
(fs) directing 1s tovard aur proper end (faks)
Thedogc virtues are developed i the dhief (Bristin
threr o the mdde ages, S. Thonas Aquines. These

isly a returd lawtradition begins todevelop n
\ﬂldnﬁuesathedtmadﬂngnihtreqnesﬂf:
ad d gae. Ths devdgps a tradition stemming from
Agstire dHpo(" 0
‘G&ifsaﬂbargaeledlygeme Snna Tedpa

k5

Thomas
Aquinasg

THE ORIGINAL
DEEP FAT FRIAR




eshdd o
Midernity

The refomation m Krgpe and the bredap of
Hpre
o maomgmvhich is artinelly a
prcblemifr Jevish populations
“The bodk of the wald 1s wtten in

nathenatical sopt.” (@lilleo Tre redativiztion

of letin, of et lawtraditions, and the

antrae o “hitay” & a clegyy agnizng
philosqrhy and thedogy:
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Dty

Inmand kat daves ethics fromdity, framthe ctegricl
mnpaane. ‘At aadng to thet naxmvherdby yamen  the
s tine will thet 1t shauld beone a unasdl law’”

"Ths naxaimis undarstiood by Kart to be the gond o atarny,
"This hes radts n ddkr foms o ethics n Thonas Apines. Te
‘Irstunental case’; effactine inthe difice of the iest, bt
grerdizbe n the pddend “ tifices”

The prdblemd duty extendk tothe prddemadt doedience n N
(amany e hidnamian deferse. “T wes et dogying andars™




(ntra-kant: IF-Thou
)/

20 Clewish ' '
; .ﬁﬂ@qilya;tgnsllmmﬂmsm
mﬁgmmwﬁggmm
Banples of this induce Matin Bber's £
BEmand levires’ %@Méfﬂm
s tradition 1 in grAmcenggnet with non
Jewsh ' i i Iat ad
philosqhical traditios I.mﬂaiﬂiy




The Sadow o
nuocernity

Hireh Aend: “Jutice is a natter of judeenernt.” Adnam in
Jensgan(\king Ress, 1965).

“Tre trauble with Hdhnam was preascly thet sonany vere like
hin and thet the nany were netther perverted nor sadistic; thet they
wvere, and il are, temibly and temifyindy nomal.”
Arend’s artroversial text raises the problemdf the alsarmedd
thoudt, and so the dsance of uggenar undar aonditias in which
aeis adradtoat.

Mha cosaasess beones then, an diligtion to thirk




The shadow of
nuocernity

(Gthdic Sooal "Badhing and the “hreferertid gtion for
ﬂEIn]:,’
"The energnee of post- cdanial retion states and the
ivdhenart of figres of liberation n strugdle, e.g, Qcar
Rneo

e cHiggtion tosee, jucke, and act (Grcirel Joserh
Gcijn), an eerdie of the irtellecturl virtue of prockrce




(ndusin

ity o ki ¢ vttty of gk
Hurdity s axstiftned these tradtias, and hes ben there dll dang;

Fieh Aend, ‘Buraity 1s the honan condition such thet each honan beng is honan preasdy
isdar & they are ot idntical with anyone whohes exsted exdts, o will exst”’ I this s the

gand d nra actian, then 1t 1s deedy bound yp with wihet Aendt clls “Shamng the eath” Te
‘feflsd toshare the cathy), the acusstion nack aganet hidnam, 1s the sypane naal {aling
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