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Rabbi Haim Hirschensohn (1857–1935) was born to a Polish family in Safed. Active in Jerusalem, and for almost a year Istanbul he eventually immigrated to Hoboken, New Jersey where he was invited to serve as the community’s rabbi. As a modern-Orthodox rabbi with a zionist ideology and a receptive attitude to secular education, and as the author of a unique halakhic and theological approach, this figure has drawn attention from both popular and academic circles 
in recent decades. His major work 
Malki ba-Kodesh (6 vols., 1919–1928) has attracted the most attention due to its attempt, in certain sections, to adumbrate the character of a modern Jewish state based on Halakhah. This work has contributed to both Jewish political theology (a field marked by its paucity of works) and Halakah, addressing questions of policy and statehood
. Rabbi Hirschensohn’s approach bears the mark of American democracy’s heavy influence, and Professor Eliezer Schweid has rightfully dubbed it “halakhic democracy.” 
However, Malki ba-Kodesh also contains a passage with a different, unmistakably elitistic tenor. In this passage, Rabbi Hirschenson argues that the easily swayed masses are not to be relied upon and that the right to vote and be elected to office should be limited to suitable people marked by wisdom and honesty. The passage, which is not phrased in the clearest fashion
, has troubled some scholars of Rabbi Hirschenson’s thought. They have found it difficult to reconcile it with his purely democratic pronouncements appearing elsewhere in this book. Most of these interpreters have sought to minimize the value or weight of this passage; others have ignored it entirely. 
In the proposed study, I wish to argue that this passage is neither a coincidence nor an aberration from the rest of Rabbi Hirschenson’s thought and his sources of influence. It is true that in the United States of America of the early twentieth century, discussions about curtailing the right to vote or be elected to office prevailed; the maxim of “one vote for one person” certainly did not go without saying. I, however, wish to focus instead on the modern-Jewish sources of Hirschensohn’s elitist discourse. I hope to find these in Rabbi Hirschenson’s three main sources of influence: Lithuanian “Misnagdism,” the Eastern European Haskala, and Zionism. 
A review of the writings of these three schools of thought reveals a lively elitistic discourse, which at least in some cases began to be translated into political theology: the thought of Rabbi Naftali Tzvi Yehuda Berlin (the Netziv, 1816–1893), the dean 
of Volozhin Yeshiva, includes the elitism of Torah scholars; the philosophy of the Haskalah includes a fair number of statements reflecting the maskilim’s perceived superiority over the ignorant masses; and the writings of Theodor Herzl (1860–1904) contain reservations about democracy and “parliamentary prattle,” and evince a preference for aristocratic government conforming to the “spirit of our nation.” 
The proposed study will analyze Hirschensohn’s thought in light of these sources, and will seek to determine to what extent they carried any significant weight in his writings. In addition, this study will examine a more general question: is it worth reevaluating the prevailing view that identifies the spirit of modern Judaism with a clear inclination for democracy? Perhaps another trend existed alongside this tendency: a more elitistic inclination, with no shortage of doubts and even reservations about the rule of the masses?
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