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sdid not, however, Pass Bos-

"= College academic stan-
dards. According to an article in
the Boston Globe on Sunday,
O’Brien had threatened to re-
sigm after hearing of thig rejec-
%on. However, whep asked by
2 Globe reporter if he even
Somsght aboyt resigning,
O'Brien sajq. “No, absolutely
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Jews and Christians myst
Stand together against a se
culture that is hostile to their
religious beliefs and values, ac-
cording to Rabbi Mayer
Schiller, who spoke at BC last
Thursday. He said that our cul-
ture wag essentially lost in the
cyes of religion, and that there-
fore all religious people must

“abjure the realm” and hold on
to their religion.
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said he had ever experienceq
it. He 8ave Christiang much
credit for having Tecognized and

Oovercome animosity toward
Jews, and lament,

ion 1999, a star Tecruit Iast
. 1s Currently op academic

ours.... Thejr decree
on. The €arliest Penp can

S are not the

ed that history
Own belief, «T don’t see how 4 makes it difficult for Jews to do
decrees that 5 believing Catho-  Jew €an approach 4 Christian the same. He saj
o the team i January lic, Protestant, or Jew can ever and Say to him
s Herren, another academic | accept.

d attempts o
‘you must not
me.’” By the

a Chn‘stian,

want to convert
Ppointment transferred to Rabbj Schiller’s talk wag
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Racial tensions develop;
Students discuss Issues

- - ng of this nature.”
By Ajay Sequeira ;

and

Woodwarg dents op Campug, Particularly
said that hjs incident Was not  white Students, are either apa-
LHE\OBSERVER isolated, “Iy’g Just that'T decided thetic, ambivalent or ignorant of
g do Something aboutmy jnc;. race issues. The incident thag
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with safety, white privilege, and Most students dg : alot of Students are shocked that
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yino came before us uho said
m 1776, “We hold these truths
w0 be self-evident, that all men

were created equal, that they are

dow fi by their creator with
cert=mn wnalienable rights, that
ammome these are life, liberty, and
e pursuit of happiness.”

or s the mmpetus a real hostility
“or Western culture, traditions,
and religions?

OsservER: A big watch word in
“oday s society is “tolerance.”
How does this fit into everything
meniioned already?
Kilpatrick It often seems to
me that tolerance is the only vir-
fus we have left. The problem
is. of course, that tolerance can
oe taken to an extreme. Do we
want to show tolerance for the
values of the Mafia, drug deal-
Srs. pimps, or pornographers? I
Zon't think we do. I think we
paralyze. our ability to make
moral judgments if we over-
siress tolerance. The other thing
1 s== is a one sided emphasis on
tolerance. Herbert Marcuse, one
of the gurus of the sixties radi-
=l Left once said that when we
tzlk of tolerance we, of course,
D ;" ' mean folerance for the Left
2nd no tolerance for the Right.
The ﬂerance being practiced
o many college campuses is a
very selective tolerance.

we played. It was right
where Merkert is now. It was a

_commuter school back then,

=y provincial. Now it’s an in-
onal school; it’s recog-
mized as one of the best schools
nally. Athletically, going to
2 bowl game was a dream back
hen. Not too many teams went
o wl game. I think basket-
. clearly the formation
e Big East conference has
changed e\'er}Ihing. We were
independent, playing an
dependent schedule, we were

And then,

stupefyingly, he concludes that

we must not continue the

| present course in America to-

ward multiculturalism, for this
would destroy our “Western”
identity: multiculturalism is,
you see, relativistic!

In short, Dr. Huntington
appeals to our reason even as he
subverts it. A mountain of de-
tail, a vision sweeping in its
grandeur, and all without a
base...

For a foreign policy that
demonstrated little attention and
less consistency over the last
four years than any Administra-
tion since Hoover’s, The Clash
of Civilizations is a virtual gift,
a vision from the gods. It spells
out most of the global trends
and their consequences, and not
just for the next American elec-

statesman, :omethmo more is
needed. Something that engages
the philosophical-theological
underpinnings to our actions,
something that understands us,
not merely as products consti-
tuted by Chinese or Islamic or
Western civilization, but also as
the constituting subjects of civi-
lization. Something that over-
comes determinism and its col-
lapse into relativism and then
into the triumph of the will, the
survival of the fittest.

Imagine if Dr. Huntington,
having now described every
chess piece on the global board
and its next move as no one has
ever done, should turn and treat
those pieces as flesh and blood,
embodied souls, true subjects.
Imagine if he should reject that
succession of ever lower view-
points, inject that hyper-realism

animosity, because as he
pointed out, both religions
worship the same God. There-
fore, Jews and Christians,

other is no error, can believe

that the subjectwe faith and/’
practices of the other are wel-

comed by God and that his

mercy extends to those ac-

 tions, making them valid and
holy expressions of faith.
___ Rabbi Schiller descnbed

his political and intellectual
development from his origins

as a non-practicing Jew in
Brooklyn. He told of having

seen a powerful Christmas

"epxsade of the TV show “Bo-

_nanza” when he was young

that affected him tremen-
dously. He recounted the epi-

sode of atouching story of the
Christmas spirit at some
length. Even though as a Jew
he did not believe in Christ-

_mas, he was touched by the
beauty and power of the holi-
day, and said he never under—
stood how Jews could feel
threatened by thls practme of
Christian faith.

As a youth, Rabbi Schiller
became involved in conserva-

Rabbi Schiller:

Continued from pg 1

while maintaining that the

tive politics, both as an intellec-
tual and as an activist. His read-

ings of early American conser-

vatism, he said, exposed him to
the power of America’s Chris-
tian heritage and need
serve it, and these th
caused him to rethink ~his own

re‘hgmn, It was at this pamt he
said, that he embraced Ortho- .
dox Judaism and began to prac-

tice and study his religion more

‘ careﬂﬁiy .
Rabbi Schxller strongly _'

criticized What he called the
“kvetch and retreat” Strategy of
Amergcan conservatives, Ac-

_ cording to him, the right has
_ never won a significant battle in

American politics or culture.

» Conservanves, he said, merely
throw up a fuss, and then sur-
render gmund to take up a po-
sition further back. They’ve
 gone back so far, he said, that
they canght up with old-line lib-
eral Democrats who became the

“neo-conservatives.” He said he

had been influenced by the

1970°s conservative political

 journal Triumph, run by Brent

Bozell. Bozell criticized his

_uncle William Buckley, godfa-
ther of American conservatism,

for treating the Catholic critique

of culture too lightly, and smd_

111L WE IC ...i_t,iu
ated to ourselves the sense of
the “40s, that the Second World
War, the fight for the four free-
doms, was the good fight, a
fight for all, a fight that must
needs be taken up to higher lev-
els today. Impossible?

Only if we deny the intrin-
sic workings of the mind, the
desires of the subject, the struc-
ture of the good. But such de-
nial is self-defeat: no strategy at
all! Beyond The Clash of Civi-
lizations must lie a better book,
and a better world: not just “the
sum of all our fears,” but a pe-
rennially renewed constitution
of faith, hope, and love. For in-
asmuch as we are given to un-
derstand it, the desire for the

-good is not only rational, but

universal.

that this ultimately stole the
heart from the arguments of
American conservatism.
Rabbi Schiller pointed to the
change in tone in the flagship
conservative magazine Ne-

““tional Review from its early

days. “Read National Review
today and experience a faee- |
less, soulless magazine, and
then read National Review and

 William Buckley of fifty years

ago and compare it to the me-
andenng chit-chat one en-
counters in his articles today.”
Rabbi Schiller said ex-
plicitly several times that he
did not mean to sound gloomy.
He said that this was a great
opportumty for rehgmus
people, and said not to be too

upset over the cultural change

that has resulted in hostility
toward religion. He: said that |

it is the nature of ciwhzatlons

to rise and fall, and that by

“abjuring the realm,” religious
 people can avmd the pam that-_

comes with it. . .
In a display of coopera-;
t;on between secular, Jewish,

_and Christian forces, the event

was co-sponsored by UGBC,
the Jewish Students Associa-
tion, and the St. Thomas More

Society.




