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sion on Guy Miron’s talk brought up the question
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rather reflect the different historical and political
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and
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which he used to implement his concept of mod‐
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ry of emancipation.
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Conservative Judaism gained influence like‐
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Conference Overview

with Wrocław University and is meant to lay the

Opening:

foundation for an international center for Jewish

Andreas Brämer (Hamburg)
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members of the Jewish community and the gen‐

Opening Lectures

tile Breslau population alike, creating a new space

Ismar Schorsch (New York): Bernhard Beer –
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Between Religious Reform and Positive-Historical
Judaism
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Panel I: Positive-Historical Judaism in Ger‐
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Chair: Frederek Musall (Heidelberg)
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cal Judaism in Silesia – A Success Story?
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Panel II: The Jewish Theological Seminary in

were no movements as such. In response, George
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logical Seminary of Breslau: The Pride of a Small
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Community

Whether the Conservative approach should

Irene Kajon (Rome) The Jewish Theological

be understood as another version of Reform or

Seminary of Breslau and the Rabbinical College of

constituted an independent movement, it is clear‐

Padua: A Comparison

ly based on particular concepts: The idea of a re‐

Panel III: Historical Research at the Jewish

vealed Torah remained unquestioned and only

Theological Seminary and Beyond

the Oral Law was historicized. As Ismar Schorsch
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Marcus Pyka (Lugano): Greatz, Hirsch, and

Guy Miron (Jerusalem): In Search of a Usable

the Dimension of Personality in the Emergence of

Past: On the German Roots of Conservative Ju‐
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Context

Panel VI: Contemporary Issues

Nils Roemer (Dallas): Secularism and Its Dis‐

Chair: Guy Miron (Jerusalem)

content: Jewish Historians between Revelation

Asaf Yedidya (Jerusalem): Ephraim Elimelech

and Reason

Urbach and the Movement for Torah’s Judaism

Chanan Gafni (Jerusalem): The Debate on

1966–1975. An Attempt to Re-Establish the Breslau

Oral Law in the 19th Century

School in Israel

Panel IV: Breslau Versions of the Wis‐

Michal Bojanowski ( Wrocław): History Re‐

senschaft des Judentums

claimed: Jewish Studies in Wrocław after World
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War II

Myriam Bienenstock (Tours): Between Bibli‐

Concluding Remarks and Final Discussion

cal Hermeneutics and Biblical Criticism: Manuel

Chair: Frederek Musall (Heidelberg)

Joel on Spinoza
George Kohler (Ramat Gan): “Scholasticism is
a Daughter of Judaism” – Breslau and the Discov‐
ery of Jewish Influence on Medieval Christian
Thought
Panel V: The Monatsschrift für Geschichte
und Wissenschaft des Judentums
Chair: Marcus Pyka (Lugano)
Christian Wiese (Frankfurt): Markus Brann
(1849–1920) and the Monatsschrift für Geschichte
und Wissenschaft des Judentums [cancelled on
short notice]
Kerstin von der Krone (Berlin): Crisis, New
Beginnings and a »Dignified End«: The Monatss‐
chrift für Geschichte und Wissenschaft des Juden‐
tums in the First World War and the Interwar Pe‐
riod
Panel VI: The Conservative Trend in Judaism
– Beyond Germany
Chair: George Y. Kohler (Ramat Gan)
Carsten Wilke (Budapest): Rabbi Wolf Meisel’s
Attempt to Establish a Midstream Judaism in Hun‐
gary, 1859–1867
Mirjam Thulin (Mainz): From Breslau to New
York: The Establishment of Rabbinical Training in
Conservative Judaism
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If there is additional discussion of this review, you may access it through the network, at
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