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Akateboarder is frozen midair, performing a one-
armed handstand on a ramp. He is not plastic,
but a real dead body, naked, with the skin

removed and his muscles and tissues revealed. Part of
the "Body Worlds" traveling exhibits of real human
corpses, the skateboarder and other bodies are preserved
using a process called plastination. Publicized as health
education, the exhibits have attracted nearly 25 million
viewers around the world and have grossed over $200
million. '''Body Worlds' will give [people] access to the
many miracles of the human body and help them
understand their physical selves;' says Dr. Stanley Korenman
of the UCLAMedical Center. Human rights activists, on the
other hand, see the exhibits as a violation of human dignity.
"The dead don't deserve to be treated like this;' saysAaron
Ginsburg, picketing outside an exhibit. "And the living are
demeaned by going to see lt,"
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EDUCATIONAL TOOL
The show displays a full array of bodies
and body parts in various poses and
varying states of health and illness in order
to teach visitors about the complexity of
the human body and the importance of
taking care of your health. There are glass
cases that contain cancerous lungs (with
bins nearby designated as cigarette drop-•off boxes for those inspired to quit) and a
case of cirrhotic livers designed to
encourage visitors not to drink. The bodies
posed in different positions-like the
skateboarder-are meant to educate the
general public about anatomy and how
our bodies function. "We believe that when
people understand more about how the
body works and how it can break down;'
say "Body Worlds" representatives, "they
are more likely to choose healthy and
sustainable lifestyles."
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VIOLATION OF
HUMAN DIGNITY
Despite the possible educational benefits,
controversy surrounds the exhibition.
Ethicists accuse Gunther von Hagens,
inventor of plastination and the show's
developer, of running a "freak show;' and
some have even dubbed him "Dr.
Frankenstein" for posing bodies in artistic
positions. One exhibit, for example,
recreates artist Salvador Dali's grotesque
painting "Burning Giraffe" of a woman
standing on stilts with drawers in her legs.
"Perhaps people are gaining
something ... when they see the exhibit,"
says Rabbi Yitzchok Adlerstein, professor
of Jewish law and ethics at Loyola Law
School. "But ... every time you use the
human body for something that is not
immediately connected with saving a
life... human life becomes cheaper and
cheaper."

THE JEWISH VIEW
We are not allowed to take our bodies for
granted. Rather, the Torah commands us to
protect our bodies and guard our health
(shmirat haguf, see Devarim 4:9). Taking care
of our bodies and living healthy lives is a
mitzvah, and if the exhibit succeeds in
promoting'more healthful living, it may be
valuable.

However, the Torah also commands us to
bury a corpse right away,and not to leave it
on display overnight (Devarim 21:23).
Because people are created in the image of
God, the human body has inherent sanctity.
God is dishonored in the dishonor of the
divine image associated with the human
bodies displayed in "Body Worlds" (see
Rashi on Devarim 21:23).

WHAT DO YOU THINK?
Is "Body Worlds" a valuable educational tool
or a violation of human dignity? Sound off
at babaganewz.com. 0
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that if we do not sell the land many will die cost them millions of dollars in lost income,
of starvation and the fledgling new Jewish but also could enrich Israel's Arab enemies,
settlement in the Land of Israel will be who would meet the demand for produce if
destroyed." Israeli farmers were prohibited from

planting.
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LOOPHOLE FOR SURVIVAL?
Maimoun and Danino's differences reflect a
religious controversy that has divided
modern Israel since the late 1800s.When
Jewish pioneers (I;alutzim) returned to Eretz
Yisrael, they were the first generation in
2,000 years to have the opportunity to
observe shemittah. For the most part,
thoulj,h, halutzim were secular Jews,
indifferent to religious practices. Instead of
welcoming the prospect of keeping
shemittah, many pioneers complained that it
threatened their survival. To ease their
burden, Rabbi Abraham Isaac Kook, who
became the first Chief Ashkenazi Rabbi of
Palestine (see page 1), permitted the heter
mekhirah loophole. "This is merely a
temporary measure:' he wrote in 1910. "God
forbid that one should consider annulling a
great and central mitzvah such as shemittah
unless it is a matter of life and death, such

LOVE OF THE LAND OF ISRAEL

LEGAL SHOWDOWN
Rabbi Kook's opinion established a firm
precedent, despite continuous objections
from ultra-Orthodox Jewswho argue that
Jewish law (Avodah Zarah 20a) forbids
selling land in Israel to non- Jews.Because
the "sale" is only temporary, the Chief
Rabbinate ignored the criticism and always
provided kashrut certificates for heter
mekhirah produce.

This year, however, the Chief Rabbinate
changed its ruling. While still approving the
lenient policy, they agreed that local rabbis
could decide for themselves whether to
certify as kosher produce from farms relying
on the heter mekhirah. In response, five
groups of farmers sued the Chief Rabbinate
in Israel's High Court of Justice. They

A JUST DECISION?
On October 24, 2007, Israel's High Court
ruled against the Chief Rabbinate, saying the
Rabbinate Council erred when it allowed
local rabbis to reject heter mekhirah produce.
Such a practice, said the judges, is unlawful
because "the Chief Rabbinate is not
authorized to expand and be more strict
than the halakhic policies it has employed in
the past:' especially if the new policy could
cause significant harm to the public at large.

WHAT DO YOU THINK?
Is Rabbi Kook's lenient approach to
shemittah applicable today? Sound off
at babaganewz.com. ~
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