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ABSTRACT 

The years of Joseph Krauskopf 1 s ministry were years 
of great transition in American life. Darwinism had 
shattered the old theology and religion was struggling 
to find its )DSition in contemporary life. Kr·auskopf 
immediately allied himself with the liberals and ac­
cepted in a modified form all of the implications of 
the evolution theory. His concept of God was the trad­
itionally theistic one that God is the First Cause, 
Lord of nature and history. Thoroughly consistent ln 
his philosoJhy of Judaism, Krauskopf held that prayer 
was aspirational in character and that im~ortality must 
be accepted, if on~y on psychological grounds. He 
was a stern critic of Orthodoxy and its authorit~rian. 
doctrines. Krauskopf declared th~t the mission of Is­
rael, for which Isra5l must keep its identity, was to 
px•otEst against the .,;.irssent evils of the ·world ••••• 
~ ectC..\r•ian.isrn, injus ticE.;, 9re judi ce, irTat i onalism, c hauv­
&ni sm. Israel had a universal ethic which it ~ust 
teach throughout the world in the ho~e that having ful­
filled its task of bringing about a universal religion 
and a united humanity, it could identify itself with 
the new world. This concept influenced his position on 
Zionism. The place of the Jew was not in Palestine but 
throughout the world spredding its fOspel of the brother­
hood of all men and the fatherhood of one God. 

Krauskopf was the sworn enemy of the laissez-faire doc­
trj_ne of economics. He fau:,ored, throughout h:i.s min1str·y, 
a modified form of capitalism. He was a powerful figurB 
in all agencies wor"'-ing toward the betterment of' the po­
sition of man. He personally established societies filr 
the imprcivement of homes, food, educ~tion~ and employment 
for the impoverished masses in the slum areas. His great 
lWpe was to sEttle indi2;ent irwnigra:ots on agr:i.cultu.ral 
colonieB. He estab.Llshed the National :F'arrn School for 
the specific pur,ose of moving the immigrant Jew out of 
the olty onto th0 l'arrn. He v'ias a bitter antagoni.at of 
the Spencerian-Sumner school of economics arrd was a lead­
er :i.n advocating the Ward-Rausche:nbusch ph:l).osophy of 
governillental und religious role in society~ His pro­
German sympathies involved him in many lecture series 
decrying the immoral position of the United States 1n 



breaking its neutrality pact with the belligerant 
nations. Krauskopf, though interested in society in 
general, felt th-t the individual must be improved be­
fore society could be bettered. He, therefore, devoted 
much of his preaching to individual morality and ethics. 

He was first and foremost the protector of the rights 
of the Jew and w~s a dominant figux·e in the rield of 
apologetics and polemics. He did not limit himself 
to the protection of the Jew but his philosophy of 
moral behaviour and humanitarianism involved the moral 
imperative in man's action to½ard his fellow-man. 
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IN11RODUCT ION: JOSEPH KRAUSKOfir AS PREAOHBJR 



J.oseph Krausko_pf I s dedicct.tect ministry spanned a period 

of almost four decades. From the year l885 to the year 

i923, his stirring v~ice, courageous message, and dar­

ing ~ream became part of the lives of thousands upon 

thousands of me·n, women, and ch:l.ldren, J'ewish and non­

Jewish. 

Biographical sketches and critical evaluations of 

Krauskopf's ministry are numerous. 1 He was known to 

the world as a courageous and brilliant preacher, as 

an untiring soc i61.l -workE:or, executive, organizer, and 

leader. His amazing success in everything he under­

took leti,d to the creation of the legend of "Kraus.k.o_pf 
I 

luck''. 2 But those who knew him intimately -were well 

aware of the enormous amount of energy and work he 

devoted to each of his many programs. 

In addition to the regular Sabbath services, Krau~kopf, 

upon accepting the call to serve Congregation Knesseth 

Israel in Philadelphia, established a Sunday service. 

It :is th.e Sunday Lecture Series that has be.en preserved. 

These Sunday Lectures in which Krauskopf ·ti:ook special 

pride embraced every conceivable subject. Writing pri­

marily in the fields of religion, ethics, and social 
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science,~ he never~heless preached vigorously con-

cerning the political scene; could delight and en­

lighten his congregation concerning extensive jour­

neys which he took through the Brient and the Middle­

East;4 would, at times, analyze the novel, the play, 

the poem of the moment, and the gre.s.,t classics of all 

time. 5 His was the ability to consume, ctigsst, pop­

ularize the most intricclte Of subject matter and 

through a spectacular memory use hts extensive :Know­

ledge in his preaching. 

Although Krauskopf had sound knowledge of the Bible 

and Rabbinic li teratl,1re, he seldom used ei the.1::' in h:ls 

Sunday Lecture Series. He was a-ware of the fact that 

very few of his oongregants were conversant with the 

Bible and therefore used the Bible rarely, and then 

only as illustrative material. On very rare occasion, 

Krauskopf would use a Biblical text and build hisser­

mon from what the text suggestea. 6 His forte was his­

tory, and he used 61s extensive knowledge of' t11story 

to great advantage in developing the many themes his 

preaching encompassed. 

Had Krauskopf' limited ells ministry to preaching, he 

-would stand with the immortals in the Refofm rabbin­

ate; but this man of supreme ability was also an in­

defatigable community works.r, organizer, and executive. 
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11 Dr. Krauf:l1rnpf' is the one man in the Amer­
ican Rabbinate who does not atop in his 
ministrations with the mere expression of 
a v1ish. He translates wish :Lnto ·will and 
an address into a call. His vi~orous per­
sonality is as inexhaustible in persuasive­
ness as i.t is in physical strength and. in­
genious resourcefulness. '17 

There were few movements for the improvement of society 

which were not blessed with Krauskopf's energy and dis­

cretion.8 He v1as a man of vision and faith, with the 

constructive genius to translate bis dreams into real­

ities and the power to enlist others to carry on his con-

9 structive work. 

KrausKo~f conceived of the synagogue as more than a house 

of' prayer. He envisioned it as an institutional center 

of education and social and ~hilanthropic activities. 

The synagogue itself must translate creed into deed, pi­

ety into righteousness, and spirituality into social ser­

vice. In accordance with th:l.s philoscphy, Krauskopf 

organized a society of 11 Knowledge-See1cers 11
, ostenstbly 

to study literature, history, and current topics, but in 

reality to draw the younger generation to the synagogue 

and ffif...,ke tbem feel that the temple should be part of 

their everyday life and thought. In 1888, lie was £ti: -'~,t.,,. 
. 

~·mental in ox•ganizing the Jewlsh Publieati&n Society of 

America; in 1892, he established the "Personal Interest 
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Society 11 wtiich did excellt:.mt work in personally visit­

ing the needy, in helping and advising them in their 

domestic problems, thus bringing the personal touch to 

social service and charitable endeavor; in 1893, he was 

responsible for the establishment of the Model Dwelling 

Association which aimed at providing decent homes for 

the working classes; in 1893-1894, the Model Dwelling 

Kitchen which provided food for those in immediate need; 

in 1894---1895, after visiting Russia and viewing a model 

farm operated near Odessa on which graduates of the Or­

phan Asylums were taught farming, he founded the Nation­

al Farm School.lo 

No flea.a of endeavor if it would better. the LlfE'.J of man 

was left untouched by Krauskopf. Be it soup kitchen, 

perEi onal sympathy for those :n.nding life particularly 

difficult, an opportunity to relieve men and women and 

children from the degradation of the slum, Krauskopf was 

invariably the driving force leading the crusade for a 

better and more noble life. 

Krauskopf had little use f'o:b the Rabbi who saw hls con­

gregation only on a rrr•iday night or a Sa.turday mor•nlng. 

He could not abide the rabbi who devoted htrnself to his 

favorite studies on the grounds that schofarship was the 

most irnporta:rrt function of the rabbt. 



11 I am far fr•orn objectin3 to people malting of 
the study of Hebrew or any other language a 
life-occupation. I honor their labor and 
prize the results of their researches .•••. 
providing they keep out of the pulpit. The 
pulpit of t octay cannot use 'bookworms, gram­
marians, lexicographers, encyclopedists. It 
must have live men, for it has live work to 
do. Home and school, factory and shop, cap­
ital and labor, civic and national govern­
ment, all turn to the pulpit of today for 
their most valuable aid. It must do the 
work. of wbich all are in need and speak the 
language all can understand. Instead of be­
ing a closet-student, the minister must be 
out in the world, must mingle with people, 
must know their virtues and vices, their 
wea.k.nes s es and failin6s, must know the cares 
which bes Et them, the temptations that lur•e 
them, he must know from personal diagnosis 
the sanities and insanities of society, be­
fore he can administer the medicine that 
shall effect the cure. 

Oh, the crimes of ~inisters, who shepherd 
themselves and suffer their flocks to stray 
in want of food! And oh the sin of people 
who belittle the ministrations of those Hab­
bis who, mindful of their divine calling, 
and obedient to its demands give it all their 
heart and soul and mind, all their time and 
all their labor, evf~n though that often 
means surrender of literary ambitions, sacri­
ficing of fond dreams of speci&l researches 
along special lines~ 

The pulpit is no longer a sin~ gure, where, 
in return for a o~::rta1.n salary"1

;···· the minis­
ter mumbles a few prayers a week, or repeats 
some inane phrases before empty benches, or 
performs some doctrinal or linguistic gym­
nastics, und then sin.Ks back into his closet 
to continue, for another weeK, the pµrsuit 
of his favorite studies. There is today no 
more responsible place than the pulpit. 
Words of fire must be spoken there ~oday; 
buruing trutl'.1s must tti.er•e be enunciated. Its 
creed must be the mess43e of deed; its deed 
a prophecy of the Messianic Age. 
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There, in the pulpit, is located the moral 
imperative of the Nation; th~re the public 
conscience of the people is made to stand 
guard. Thence must issue the living streams 
of domestic and social and national reform. 
There the powerful must be shown their duty, 
and the weak their privileges.'' 11 

These are the words of a man, who despite his zeal and 

great work in the social field was able to ·v1ri te a lit­

erary gem every week for his Sunday Lecture Series and 

turn out books such as: 'J1h~ Evolution s..:rid luda.Jomn, (1887), 

Society~ g_m _Its Mor_als, ( 1900) , A Ba.bbi '_f-l l.illll£..s§..filllll.§. .Q.f 

t_he pg_erammere.§!:11 l:'assion-1.:)1?-.Y., (1901), to llst only a few. 

In these few paragraphs we have seen in broad lines the 

scope of Krauskopf's ministry. It is the purpose of 

this work to examine eds preacning and thus SEHJ and 

understand. his influence in the society of his tlme. 



.... 

-9-

Notes to Chapter I 

OP ::: Q1!r. Pului t 

1. For bl ograpbical surveys see: 'J;1J1& ,Arneric9,n Jew 1.sh, 
Yearbook, vol.26, 1924-1925, pp. 420-447; Herbert 
D. Allman,£. !,Jni@Q. Institution, 1935, pp. 11-15; 
ThG Jewish ~ncyclopedia, vol. 7, 1904, pp. 570-571; 
The Columbia Encyclopedia, 1950, p. 1071; "Dr. 
Krauskopf' in the American Rabbinats 11

, OP, Series 
30, Nov. 4, 1917. 

2. Abraham Feldman, 1rhe iLII!.§.riQ.fill ..Iewi,,§.h Yearbook, 
vol. 26, 1924-1925, p. 420. 

3. See notes to: Chapters I, II, III. 

4. "Egypt-Old anu New 11
, ,OP, vol. 28, nos. 15-27 ( 13 

sermons), 1915, pp. 122-236; 11 :Palestine-Old and 
lh;'w 11

, OP, vol. 30, nos. 1-11, 1916-1917, pp. 85-
202. 

5. Joseph Krauskopf, Olcl Truths 1-Jl li~ ~' 1901. 

6. 11 The Election and After", O:f, vol. 19, no. 2, 
· Nov. 2, 1905, p. 9; 11 Broken Treaties", QR, vol. 28, 
no. 14, Feb. 7, J.915; 11 1I1he Demands of tlle Age on 
the Churchn, OP, vol. 17, no. 1., Nov·. 1, 1903; ''The 
Simple Lif'e 11

, Qi., vol. 18, no. 1, Nov. 6, 1901.J.. 

7. Louis Grossman, 11 Dr. Kcaus.~opf' in tbe American Rab­
binate", OP., f.leries 30, Nov. LJ., 191'7. 

8. Jesse HolmeB, "Dr. Krauskopf .ln the American Rab­
bina te 11

, OP, Series 30, Nov. 4, 191'7. 

9. Isaac Landman, 11 Dr. Krauskopf I s Constructive 'vvord.:", 
QE, vol. 26, no. 15, J:i'eb. 16, 1913. 



-10-

10. Horace Stern, 11 Dr. K:r.•auskop.f in the Amerlcan Rab­
binate'', Qf, Series 3J, Nov. 4, 191'7. 

11. "'rurn Not Bac}r: 11
, QR, vol. 18, no. LJ., Nov. 27, 1904, 
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II 

r.rHEOLOGY and :PHILOSOJ?HY of JUDAISM 



I 

Upon entex•:Lng his ministr•y the young Krauskopf was con­

fronted with the explosive power of the theory of evolu­

tion, the Darwinian hypothesis which placed orthodox re­

ligion and theology in the most vulnerable position 

they had been in since the time of Copernicus' helio­

centric theory. 

The most important specific consequence of Darwinism was 

that it collided with the theory of special creation 

whicb. not only was explicitly taught by the Bible, but 

also had seemed harmonious with the available biologi­

cal data. Darwinism substituted a naturalistic view of 

man's origin and natur•e, holding that man is first cous­

in of the anthropoid apes, and that he is descended 

with them from a common ancestry through a process of 

natural evolution. Tnis conception, to many who ac­

cepted it, not only deprived man of nis distinctive 

dJ.gn:L ty as a special creation of God and pla.·ced his or-
-

igin and development under natural lawr bu~ also re-

moved one of the prime evidences for the reality of a 

supernatural Creator possessing the intellectual and 

ii ,, 
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moral qualities characteristic of man. As long as man 

had been viewed as the object of a special creative act 

and the highest product of divine power it seemed nec­

essary to attribute to his Author all the distinctive 

perfections which man at his best exhibits. But when 

his existence became intelligible as the outcome of 

purely natural forces, operating according to the same 

biological laws as the simpler creatures that constitute 

his ancestry, a wise and good Creator no longer appear­

ed needed to explain the facts. 1 

There were two reactlons to this revolutionary theory: 

that of the fundamentalists and that of the liberals. 

The fundamentalists found it impossible to reconcile 

the theory of evolution and its view of man with ortho­

dox doctrines which were essential to their point of 

view. The basic irreconcilability lay in the fact that 

a literal interprietation of the Bible ...•• which for th6 

fundamentalists constitutes the way to religious truth •. 

•.. could hardly fail to find in it the doctrine of the 

special creation of man. Furthermore, acceptance of 

the theory of evolution seemed to involve abandonment 

of the infallible revelation of divine truth·found in 

the Blble. 
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The liberals, however, found it possible to reconcile 

religion with the theory of evolution. The liberals 

had become persuaded that modern scientific methods of 

investigation are essentially valid. Thus, the two ma­

jor assumptions of the newer science •..•• that the world 

is an intelligible order and that the ultimate test of 

truth is detailed empirical verification .•••. seemed to 

them sound. Assuming thdt the major concern of scient­

ists wat1 not hostil:i.ty to religion, but rather devotion 

to truth, they felt that theolo5y was doomed if lt op­

posed either the results or methods of science. The 

liberals reasoned thdt though certain reaujustments 

would be necessary in accepting the theory of evolution, 

the facts and values that are really central in relig­

ious exper•ie:nce rema:i.n untouched by it and what must be 

surrendered never was religiously efrnir:mttal at all. We 

shall see that this is essentially the view which Kraus­

kopf took in his ap~roach to the problem. 

·F.::voluti on w1;.:is not :flatly inc ons isten't with belief 111 

God; for it was possible to propound a divine purpose 

guiding that long natural process c~lminating in man. 

It must be noted that :for many thinkf;::t•s, the· evolution­

ary interpretation of religious '.:tistory supnplied an an-
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swer to many of the d:LstressLng difflculties that the 

libe.r•als had always felt in the orthodox view. 

Considering the entire Bible as a revelation of the 

one true and eternal God, it was compelled to accept 

ffverything in i.t as expressing the di vine Will. This 

led to ,me ornfortable if' not irrec one Liable des cx•iptions 

of God .•••• on the one hand, a God of cruelty and ven­

geance, on the other, of .love and mercy. The liberals 

were led, by their acceptance of the basic truths of 

empirical science to an investigation of the Bible. 

They accepted the findings of the Higher Criticism of 

the Bible, and of tbe :::icientific studies of Comparative 
'') 

Rel:lgion. t.:.. 

The effect of' Darw:lnisrn on rel:Lgious thinking was, 

therefore, threefold. Firstly, the theory of organic 

ev-0lution came into direct conflict with the doctrine 

of special creation as expressed in the first chapter 

of' Genes is. Seconc1ly, Darwin 1 s hypothesis reduced the 

omnipotent, omniscient, omnipresent, personal God of 

the theological tradition to a remote First Cause, 

which set the universe in motion, then lef~_it severely 

alone. Finally, Darwinism, by bolstering ,the general 

evolutionary argument, cast serious doubts on the 

Ii .I 

II', ,. 



Scriptural accounts of creation and of miracles, on 

Biblical chronology, and on the position of man in the 
·7. 

world.:; 

II 

The founders of Reform Judaism were deeply affected by 

nineteenth century liberalism. Men of the caliber of 

Abraham Geiger, David JI:lnhorn, and Samuel Hirsch reveal 

their intimate acquaintance with the thought of Hegel 

and Schleiermacher. They applied the rationalism of 

thei~ teachers to the basic concepts of Judaism, and 

evolved a religious platform adapted to the intellectual 

climate of their day. 

To be sure, more conservative points of view found ex­

pression in tha Reform rabbinate, particularly under 

the leadership of Max Lilienthal and Isaac Mayer Wise. 

In thE:1 Cleveland .Rabbinical Conference of 1855 they 

were able to exert their influence in the adoption of a 

thoroughly conservative position with regard to revela­

tion. The Bible was held to be of immedia~e Divine or­

i3in and was to be expounded and practived:according to 

the Talmudic comments. Despite this op~ositlon, the 
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more radical element led by David Einhorn and Samuel 

Hirsch succeeded .in 1885 in having the estremist Pitts-

burg Platform adopted. The Pittsburg Platform was the 

most succinct expression 01' the theology of the Reform 

Movement ever to be published to that time, and its 

effect is still evident in our own day. 
l.f. 

The adoption of the Pittsburg Platform meant recogniz­

ing truths in every religion, while holding that Jud­

aism presented the highest conception of the God-idea 

as taught in the Bible and developed by the Jewish teach­

ers, 11 in ace or.dance ·w i tl-i the mor•al and philosophical 

progress of their respective ages''. The Bible was ac­

cepted as a historical record of the Jewish people and 

"its mission as th€ 1)riest of' the one God rt. It held 

that modern scientific discoveries were not antithetical 

to the doctrines of Judaism since the Bible reflected 

11 the primitive ideas of' its own age, at times clotb:i.ng 

its conception of divine Providence and Justice in mir­

aculous narratives'', It me~nt th~t Reform Judaism ac­

cepted as binding only the moral laws of' the Blble and 

maintained only such ceremony as was meaningful in mod­

ern civilization. It dispensed with dietary·1aws, 

priestly laws, and many if not most ceremonial observan-
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ces. It declared once and for all that the mission of 

Isr•ael was the establ.ishment 11 of the kingdom of truth, 

justice, and peace among all men 1
'. In effect this 

meant that Israel was no longer considered a nation, 

and naturally a return to Palestine, to sacrificial wor­

ship, or any of the laws concerning the J'ewish state 

were thereby abrogated. It put an end to speculation 

on separatism for it openly stated that all faiths could 

work together in.establishing the reign of' truth and 

righteousness among man. The soul was declared immort­

al; the concepts of bodily resurrection and of Hell and 

Paradise as abodes for punishment and reward were reject­

ed. F'inally, 11 in t be splri t of' Mosaic leg1s la ti on, 

which strives to r·egulate the relation between rich and 

poor, 11 they conceived it to iJe their duty 11 to partici­

pate in the great task of modern times, to solve, on the 

basis of justice and righteousness, the problems present­

ed by the contrasts and evils of the present organiza­

tion of society • 11 

In the light of the development of Reform Judaism, there­

fore, the problem of evolution was not so difficult as 

it was for many of the Protestant creeds. t·voluti on 

did not preclude cr•eation; lt implied it. r.r'he purpose 

and design 1.n lli'e was not eliminated, but .r•ather led to 
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a higher concept:Lon of God. Reform Jewish theology was 

not concerned to defend the belief in miracles based on 

a literal construction of Biblical passages. Quite to 

the contrary, the concept of evolution gave the more 

liberal rabbis a sound basis for defending their points 

of view. 

III 

In the winter of 1886-1887, Krauskopf delivered a ser­

ies of popular lectures at his temple under the gener­

al title, Evolut:Lon @9.. Juda.ism. In the preface Kr•aus­

kopf r:,xplicitly states thcit he has the 11 needs and cap­

aci t:Les of the LAY-MAN always i:n view." The purport of 

the SE)r•ies was to 11 help to enlarge the LA.Y.'M.AN' s know­

ledge, the.ceby 11 link1.ng him to a rational f'aith 11 and en­

abling L'1iH1 to "rea.112,e fully the obj eat of' religion. 11 

The bibliography gives us an insight into Krauskopf's 

tremendous intellectual ability for assimilating mat­

(-H'iaJ.s, for 1 t is a veritable 11 1ivho 's Who II of the &.1 c ien­

t if'ic E1-nd rellgious giants of b.is day. Matthew Arnold, 
-

H.W. Beecher, Charles Darwin, John Fiske, E~nest Haeck-

el, Thomas Huxley, Hermann Lotze, James McCosh, Moses 

S. Wine, Herbert Spencer, J'ohn '1:ynctall, Isaac Mayer 
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Wise, are only a few of the great minds represented in 

Krauskopf's search for an answer to the problem. 

The first sermon dealt;with the two great forces con­

stantly at work in natur•e: the dynamic and the static. 

These two forces are also present in religion and have 

been operative in religion from its very beginning. 

111rheir power extends still farther. They 
rule not only Matter but also Sp1r1t; they 
control not only our physical nature but 
also our psychical modes. We need but 
trace the gradual unfolding of the relig­
tous conceptions of the human race, ...• 
which is the earliest of man's intellec­
tual strivings •••.• to prove the:1.r supreme 
sway over the spirit's domains. From the 
very dawn of time, when man first began to 
think, when he firat set his intellect to 
work to ferrf3t out tl:'"J~ origin of things, 
to peer through the v~il of mystery, to 
postulate an adequate theory of creation 
and its Cre~tor, and of man and his des­
tiny," to formulate beliefs and articles of 
creed, down to thi.s very day, the dynamic 
and static forces have ever been active in 
the domains of religion~ there have always 
b0en the progressives and retarding forces, 
the force pushing forward and onwar·d, and 
the force keeping in check, holding on, con­
servative, pulling bacK, impeding, develop­
ment. Each age has seen new beliefs and 
new theories and new solutions spring into 
life, which exePcised a spell over the in­
tellects and the hearts, broadened the con­
ceptions of men and impelLed the mor~ im­
petuou.s a.nd U1e more courageous forward and 
onward to still broader conceptions, and to 
st ill mor•e startline~ c onclu.s i. ons, and eacl:1 
age has had, simultaneously with its pro­
gressive spirit, the checking influence of 
the conserv~tive, the cautious, the circum-
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spect. Each succeeding age again, witness­
es a wonderful change, the dynamic force of 
the precedin~ cige becomes the static force 
of the succeeding, while the preceding stat­
ic force ceases altogether; in other words, 
the progressive belief of one age becomes 
the conservative doctrines of the next, 
while the conservative teacr1ing of the pre­
ceding generation is inadequate to the spir­
itual wants of the next generation.~ 

From the above quotation aLone, we can see that Kraus­

kopf had a definitely evolutionary philosophy of reli­

gion; but with one imJortant reservation: the need was 

for controlled change. Our civilization would ruin it­

self, man would be carried swU'tly back. to uis primit­

ive state, WE-1re there no s tc~ tic i' ore e to act as a'• bal­

ance against the dynamic, Beginning with the premise 

that men differ in intellect, he insists thut there be 

varying degrees of religious development, for religious 

ideas can only lead to ethical living when they are mean­

ingful to the believer. 

11 ReligiouEJ prE:)cepts mu.Bt be vividly realized 
to exercise a guiding influence upon con­
duct. Thinkable, but unknowable and unim­
aginable abstractions may satisfy the re­
ligious craving of the highly intellectual, 
but the untutored must have creeds which 
they can grasp and vividly picture to.them­
selves. And so each age, made up of the 
inte.Llectu.al and the untutored, has ·~xpon­
ents of the mental status of the past and 
of the comlng age. The one is in harmony 
½ith the Religion of the Past, and the o­
ther with the Religion of the Future. 

- ---- ---·--.. ' 
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While the one is eagerly pressing forward, 
the other applies the static break, it pre­
vents the :forward cour•se from being too rap1d, 
and the gap between the two from becoming 
too wide, and at the same time affords those 
still more behind, the opportunity for reach­
ing up. Where these two forces are eq~al in 
strength and equally active, rel1gion is in 
a very healthy state. Where the one s.oquires 
supremacy over the other, religion suf'fers. 11

6 

F'inally, Kraus.Kopf asserts that 11 pure J"udaisrn stanas un­

Bhaken by purie Evolution. 117 l1'or certainly evolution can 

only account f'or gradual succession; :Lt cannot aceount 

for Ori.gin. 

11 It (evolution) 1s forced to confess the ex­
istence of some Power behind matter and 
force, which has brought them into exist­
ence and hc1,s given them their eternal pro­
perties and laws, and that Power, Judaism 
names the Final, Cre&tlng, Inte111gent Cause, 
and worships as its God. Hence, there is 
nothing to be feared from evolution ••••••• it 
comes to ~urify and to strengthen, for a 
faith based upon fairly demonstrable scien­
tific facts will ever have greater validity 
than that wc1ich .i: ests wholly u.9on demonstra­
ble metapnysical a.bstract.i.ons • 11

8 

KrausKopf's acceptance of a modified evolution is clearly 

seen in his concept of God. 

11 We name hir Goc1. IUs _place is the l[nj_vers e. 
Hj_s essence perilleates its every atom, aead 
or living. We h~ve seen him under ~icros-



cope and through telescope and with the 
naked 0ye. We have seen Him wherever we 
saw law, order, reason, resign, purpose, 
forthought, adaptation, provision, lite, 
thought, emotion, aspiration •••••.• We have 
~.E; seen bim breathe into matter the pos­
sibility of progressive life, into brain 
the possibility of progressive thought, 
into heart the possibility of progressive· 
morality, into soul the possibility of 
worship. He is the Knowable and the Known. 
He is the Lawg:lver, He the Creator. 11

9 

Far from being antithetical, science has enabled man to 

know God. F'rom a Personal, lVIan-Iviagnified, God-concept, 

mannas passed to an Incorporeal, Unthinkable Ultimate 

who reveals Himself in the eternal and immutable laws 

of nature as the Creative Cause, an Intelligence, a 

. 10 Power-Supreme. 

Even in nis series of lectures on Evolution and Judaism, 

the young Krauskopf had difficulty in presenting a con­

sistent conception of God. At one moment in his think­

ing, God was a remote control, operating through the 

laws of nature which He had established; 11 at another 

Krau.s.Kopf states that natura,l law is not merely G·od­

created; it is God. 

11 
••••• this sum of Supreme Governtng ]?uv'ier, 

. aupr•eme W:i.11, Suprern0 Intelligence fs 
named by evolutionists 'Natural Law'; by 
theologians it, is called 'God''' 12 



Krauskopf had su.cceeded in making religion and science 

agree upon one God-concept. But in the process, Kraus­

kopf was developing not one but two concepts of God: as 

the creator of' natural law; and as natural law itself. 

His inconsistency was to be even greater. For despite 

his insistence on scientific analysis of the existence 

of God, Krauskopf could not be satisfied with a God 

found oiily in nature or in natural law. Ju.st as there 

is law in nature, so th.ere· ;Ls a moral la;w, and just as 

one suffers by transgressing the law of nature, so one 

suffers by transgressing the moral law. 13 As God has 
~ 

ins tilled man :w,,1:-th reason to Know that he must not 

touch fire, nor stand 1n the way of a bullet; so has He 

given man reason to know right from wrong and has given 

him the free will to choose between the two. Moreover, 

God has given man a conscience to draw him toward the 

right and from the wrong. 14 

Krauskopf's conception of G-0d may not have been philos­

ophically the most consistent but it was the honest 

searching of a br:\.lliant and devoted mind. Oaught in 

the dilemma of his age, Krauskopf struggled to bring 

the scientif'lc met nod 1.nto the study of theology, to 

find God. empirically, to quell the doubts ol· llis lib­

eral congregation and undoubtedly to quell his own 
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doubts. He found a way: God was the Origin, the Creat­

or of the universe, yet was also a personal force in the 

lives of the individual man. He had not been totally 

depersonalized, f'or within man ·was the sparlt of the d.1-

1r.:· 
vine. ::, 

In direct conjunction with his God-idea, Krauskopf faced 

the problem of theodicy. There is evil in the world, 

but it is not God.-cx•eated evil. Man is responsible for 

all the evils that face him in his world. God has im­

bued man with Reason and .F'ree Will, and. it is man's con­

stant failure to use these powers that leads to the evil 

present in our world. 11 There is not an evil in the world 

which man cannot contr•ol, if he would only ct10oso so to 

do. 1116 Krauskopf had OLltlined ln detctil the scope of 

God's work which wa~1, in effect, to assure that 11 the 

stars never left their course, the sun never ceased to 

shi.ne, nor the rain to descend 11 
•
17 1rhe evil in the world 

was not of God's doing; it was man's. It was when man 

violated the moral laws of the universe that evil en­

tered his life. 18 

11 Whi1e it is true: tbat the existence cff 
_evil brought man to God, it is no le~s 
true: that tb.e continued co:nce9tion crf 
God as an Evil-Dispenser, of a GDd, who 
delights in bu.man .mtsery, and makes use 



of suffering as one of his agencies to 
accomplish hls ends, has driven many a 
man from God. It was natural and even 
logical for primitive man to identify e­
vil with God, when he saw and enjoyed but 
little good on earth. It was absurd to 
continue associating evil with God wb.en 
the maturer mind has learned to trace 
some of' the evils to natural and conquer­
able origins, had learned to recognize 
beneficial influences in former hostile 
powers, had become conscious of the abun­
dant good that existed in this wor·ld and 
of the abunaance more within the reach 
of man, had grasped the idea that the 
purpose of' life was happiness and not 

i ti m sery, 19 

The views expressed by Krauskopf concerning his con­

ception of God and the problem of Theodicy naturally 

influenced his attitude toward prayer. He could not 

accept thE1 oo:nce_pt of prayer that turned God into a 

constant worker of miracles, making Hirn set aside the 

eternal and immutable laws of nature because of one's 

personal and special entreaty. 2° Kraus1rnpf violently 

denounced 11 tbe subst:ltution oi' prayer for medicine in 

cases of siokness 11 and deplored the use of' 11 loud-pray­

ing preachers instead of expert doctors ••••• reducing 

man to an idle beggar instead of making him a noble 

striver. 1121 

1l1t1e pr•ayers of form and fashion, of duty ar compulsion, 

of charm and talisman, prescribe6 by custom, by society, 
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"the unrevere:ntial and unmeaningfu.l and unnecessary 

prayers, the Political-Convention Prayer, the r~xh1b­

ition Prayer'', Kfauskopf opposed violently. 22 The con­

cept of prciyer thi;i t i:rri tated Krauskopf more than any 

other was the pr•ayer 11 trrnt makes men appear before God 

not only with their entreaties but also with their su­

perior knowledge which enables them to assure God: how 

much better they could manage this world than He does •• 

••• They tell God where and what the evil is and how He 

s IJ.all re:nove it. 1123 

Krauskopf saw prayer as the r•esu.lt of' xnan' s being over­

awed by the grandeur of the Universe and its Creator. 

Grateful for the many blessing lavished Ui)O.n i:1im, con­

templating their source, man could but turn to God in 

thanksgiving and in praise. 2'+ It was this prayer• that 

enabled man to lead a more noble life. 

11 I believe in the prayer that is the result­
ant of the mingling of the human soul with 
the soul divine, that after a complete ab­
sorbtion in the D1vin1ty of G·od, after an 
intelligent contemplation of His sacred at­
tribu~es, returns cleansed of worldliness, 
laden with spirituality, consclous of short­
co .. nings, prepared to see better, to tt1tnk 

.clearisr, to live nobler. 11
25 



IV 

One of the most cherished concepts in Krausk □pf 1 s the­

ology was his belief in Immortality. Being dedicated 

to scientific proof and empirical investigation, he had 

some difficulty with harmonizing the traditional belief 

of immortality with his own scientific point of view. 

Reform Judaism had rejected bodily resurrection as being 

a thought not central to Judaism. The Pittsburg Plat­

form did, however, assert the doctrine of immortality of 

the soul.. 

Krauskopf asserted that the Hereafter, Immortality, was 

a very difficult concept to understand, much more diff­

icult to prove. However, 11 to reach a conclusion that a 

Hereafter is an impossibility because reason is perfect­

ly silent 1s Lumatur•al. 1126 Though we know nothing o:f 

the hereafter or of the possibility of immortality, we 

are increasing our ~nowledge in all fielaa and the an­

swer to this perplexing problem will arise sooner or 

later. Already, science whispers: 11 Matter• may per•tsh 

27 but 11f e is lmmortal. 11 
- Knowledge of' imrnort,9.li ty was 

merely incomplete and no negative conclusionci•were to 

be drawn from this lack of informatlon. 

Krauskopf repeated time and time again that although 



philosophy had not bean &ble to furnish conclusive 

proof for a belief in immortal1ty,·neither had sci~nce 

disproved. i.t. On the contrary, science in its pr•obing 

in the realm of life and soul, was awed as it stood in 

front of the mystery of mysteries. EProm time immemor­

ial man haB dar•ed to believe II in tho d eathles snes s of' 

life, in life's elevation to a higher sphere for high­

er work 11
; 

28 and the scientists far from causing doubt 

have strengbhened this belief. There are those who 

doubt, but Krauskopf is not among them. 

"Believe it wbo wLLl, believe it who can, I 
.. will not, I cannot. God is, and he is ju.Bt 
and being just He will not build up so mag­
nificent a plece of wor.:k as man, endow him 
so actmir•ab.iy, breathe the highest aspira­
tions into his soul, stamp the impress of 
His divine origin upon his mind, and then 
puff hDn into nothingness as children do 
their soap-b~bbles. He will not create so 
marvelous, so infinite a universe as this 
only for the brute that cannot appreciate 
it nor its Maker, and for man, who the mo­
ment he catches the first faint glimpse of 
the all-pervading, over-awing majesty, has 
the l:lght extinguished bef'or·e him, never to 
be rekindled anymor•e. 

I am not unmindful of the difficulties that 
beset this belief. I know the mystery re­
mains the same as before. I know I have 
not offered ocul~r demonstration nor math­
ematical proof. I know that my argume:r1ts 
in favor of the Immortality-Doctrine are 
based on inference only, still though-in­
ference, they are reasonable, and quite as­
Sl..tring to me, and J: trur:it to you. 11

29 
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Above all, Krauskopf found reason to advocate the be-­

lief in immortality in the basic numan need for such 
'7.Q 

faith • .J As much as possible, he had attempted to put 

ImmortaJ.ity on a sound scient:Lfic basis; Uien on a phil­

osophical basis; finally upon a psychological basls. 

Science had not dis1n•oven Im,uortality, .rather it wou.ld 

in the future bring more and more proof to bear on the 

validity of our belief. Philosophy had not completely 

proven immortality, but by inference we could assume 

the validity of our belief. Psychology declared that 

immortality was a basic need of man providing him with 

hope and courage and that only "evil could come of un­

f3ettli:ng man's hope of immortality. 1131 

Krauskopf was the ~ortal foe of orthodoxy, whether Jew­

ish or Christian. For him, liberal Judaism was the one 

religion wriich had escaped the pitfalls which made o­

ther religions defective. It had, from its beginning, 

freed itself from mysticism, from authoritarianism, 

from µnrational behaviour. Reform Judaism hed discard­

ed the Shulchan A.ruch as bindlng and scor•ned Kabbali.sm 

as a -worl{ whicb bad 11 metamorphosed a once llving and 



productive religion into a c.tead and barren ceremon­

ialisrn. 1132 It "Viewed the 'l1almud as a 1.i terary product­

ion which had little application to modern life. A 

work which included the "most beautiful aphor:i.srns of 

truth and maxims of ethics; a veritable Moral Philos­

oohy1 11 but also 11 some of ·bhe most absur'd notions ever J, , 

conceived by numF.m brain. 1133 Liber•al. Judaism bad avoid­

ed dogma and creed and was concerned, as the Jewish 

Pro9hets had been, wj_ th t b.e c o:nduct of life in ace ord.­

ance v-1:lth the highest eth1cal and moral ideals. "Liber­

al Judaism 'l'ias not creed; it was deed 11 .31
1-

Krauskopf contended that Liberal Judaism, being an op­

tomistic religion, was the direct antithesis of Christ­

ianity. The Christian ha6 his doctrines of Original, 

Sin, Total Depravity, Vicarious Atonement, Hell and 

Damnat i o r1 to keep l1 trn in constant dread and alarm; he 

fled society, domestic happiness, and worldly vocation. 35 

Judaism had none of tt1eBe doctr.ines. Judaism had only 

one cen-bral doctrine: 11 0ne Ooarnrnn God, one Com11rnn G·ood, 

one Common Brothorhooa. 11 36 

Krauskopf, the strong advocate of Reform Juuaism was 

not loath to attack his Orthodox brethren. ,He referred 

to the advocates of Orthodoxy as reactionaries who 

wished to make mediaevalism, romanticism, and pseudo-
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mysticism take the place of good plain common American-
'7.7 

J ,'h :; ew1s. sense. As in nature, so too in religion, there 

were t'wo :fa.roes at play: the static, which was the re­

straining and cons Ervatlve element, and the dynami.c or• 

pr•ogrer.rni ve force. Krauskopf would not eve:m consider 

orthodoxy as a statll:c force. Orthodoxy was completely 

obsolete; a force attempting ·to push Judaism back into 
,:)_ 

11 a ghetto of formalism and meieva.lism, myI:itictsm and 

;omantlcism. 1138 

By the year 1904, the large iwmigrations of East-Eu­

ropean Jews had begun to m&ke their presence felt by an 

:1.nsistence on tl1e valldity of' their> orthodoxy and a 

conoommitant attack on libefal or Reform Judaism. Kraus­

kopf was merciless in his attack, 

11 With little achievements of its own, in its 
two-hundred year history in the United 
States, with little else back of it than 
failure and desertion, neglect and apathy, 
it has grown suddenly arrogant, and in 
cer•tain quarters, insolent, and largely 
because it obtained from a few well-mean­
ing people, who are far from orthodox, 
large means for operating a galvanic bat­
tery th?i· t shall give Amerlcan Orthodoxy 
a sembl nee of mediaeval ghetto-life. It 
would s 'ize wltbi.n it,s grasp the Jewish 
Publication Society, the Jewish Encyclo­
pedia, the Jewish press, though the sup­
porters of these are, for the most p~~t, 

1"• II re. ormers. 39 
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Krau~kopf continues by quoting Zangwill's vitriolic def­

inition of Orthodoxy: 

11 0rthodoxy is inextricably entangled with 
ritual observance; and ceremonial relig­
ion is of the ancient world, not of the 
modern .•••• it er-ea tes hypocrites and 
Pharisees •...• We must make broad our 
platform, not our phylacteriet1."1i.o 

In direct relation to his attack on orthodoxy, Kraus­

kopf' defended h:Ls .form of Judaism, Ref'orm Judaism, and 

in uefending Reform Judaism, honored the founder, Isaac 

Mayer Wise: 

"Wherever you see Judaism honored and the 
_ Jew proud of bis fa:l th and peor)le, where­
ever you see Judaism made att~active and 
intelligent not only to Jew but to Gen­
tile as well, wherever you see prejudice 
of J0w and G-enttle against each other 
slowly passing away by reason of a bet­
ter understanding and appreciation of each 
other ..••• there you see, for the most part, 
the work of Rev. Isaac Mayer Wise. 11

41 

True religion meant honestly living in accordance with 

the standards of the r~ligion and the only religion 

which made t~is possible for the American Jew ~as Lib­

eral Ju.dai srn. Lib er-al Judaism, said, Kraus,rnpi', would 

continue its growth and develo1Jment despite those :reac­

tionaries who belittled Reform Ju6aisrn and its Rabbis 



because they riave ace orn~)lished so much with "the aid 

of a language other• than Hebrew, with the assistance 

o:t' boolts, other than the Sc1ulcc.,a11 Aruch, and by means 

of forms and liturgies other than 

ancient orient or in the medieval 

1,,tft,. 
those in v og 1 n 

ghetto. uli•2 

the 

Krauskopf argued throughout his ministry that whGrever 

Jews were found discarding their Judaism, it was not 

because of an outside attraction, but a repulsion from 

within. However, where Judaism was :fostered in a rat:ton­

al form and in a liberal spirit, obedient to the modern 

tendency of reform and progress in all bings, then the 

same people who would have discarded lt, were found to 

be its most zealous advocates. 43 

With this conception of reform and progress came an acc­
J+L1. 

eptance of trie most radical of Bi.blical crltlcisms. 

11 As a wont of human hands it (the Bible) suffers 
from the limitations of all that is human. 
To look for perfection in a collection of 
writtngs of many different minds and. of many 
different times, that bas come down to us 
from the hoary past, largely by oral trad­
ition, that has suffered from mistransla-
tion and yet more from misinterpretation, 
of which much is patched and pieced, much 
fragmentary, mu.ch prehistoric, much anti-
da ting the birth of exact knowledge arid of 
empirical science, to expect to find perfec­
tion in a literature such as that ts absurd. 

f 
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It (the Bible) never i~tended to serve 
as a text-book on science. It never an­
ticipated that its attempted solutions of 
problems of the universe, prdblems of the 
origin and destiny of' man, problems of 
good and evil, problems of here and here­
after, would be accepted as axiomatic 
truths. It never anticipated that some 
of its allegorical, figurative, oriental 
poE:try would be translated into occidental 
px-•ose and accepted in a lfuteral sense" •4s 

Kraukopf''s attitude toward ritual and ceremoni.al was es­

sentially that of the most radical element in Reform 

Judaism. Elaborate ceremon1alis~ was repugnant to his 

nature. It ¼as not o~ly unessential to religion, but 

even a htndrance. In the powerful orator•y that typ­

ified Krauskopf 1s great pulpit ability, he said: 

"Relegate you.r systems fancl theor'ies and 
.. speculations to your lecture rooms, and 
your forms and ceremonies to your draw­
ing-rooms. They have no place in the 
Ohurch ..•.• Duty, Justice and Humanity, 
Love, Hope and Charity, these have their 
legitimate place there. See you not how 
these contentions about baptism with water 
or in water, about hats on. elu.rin;~ services 
or hati off, about shoes and wigs on or 
off, about with or without communion wine 
or prayer-scarf, are turning men's atten­
tion away from the real import of religion, 
are thinning and decimating the churches 
and. are making far too many oi' those thut 
remain mere repeaters of creeds, slav~s to 
forms, instead of performers of godlf 
deed~? Know ye not that thousaruis of forms 
and ceremonies, which, ut one time, were 

1.11,L 
.'I 
1, 



C't·-
re?c;,rd ed ~ndispensfble, 1_1c1.ve bE:o~n laid aside, 
and Religion, pure an0 a1m9le, instead of 
dying l:1us become all the more alive 1'or 
their removal? See you not, how this un-
due emphasis Q9on empty and meaningless 
forills and ceremonies separate people, mul­
tiply factional cnurches and interpose in­
surmountable obstacles to the brotherhood 
o.f man'? See you not .iow forms ;Ja:;.u.::: schisms 
and schisms make isms1 Let the people have 
humanity in their heart, justice in their 
tongue, love in their eye, charity in their 
hand, and they h[,t,VS the whole of religion; 
Gods, and sons of gods, saints and prophets, 
never had @ore; pietists and literalists, 
formalists and ceremonialists, never had 
as much. 11

46 

47 Krauskopf 1 s plea for more and more reform had left 

him with a problem. He had made religion an ethical 

regime but lie had to J:'ind a reason for· organized re­

ligion, for organized services and temple vrnrsl1ip. He 

did find a reason 1·O.r .for-rn8.J. WOl'Bbip and ceremonial, 

but in a peculiar manner. His belief that men nad dif­

ferent intellectual capacities and therefore different 

religious needs led him to the point of view that al­

thuugh cultured mtnds were sornetlmes 11 aroused to stammer 

worus of praise and thank:sgiving in the presence of over­

awing phenomena of nature, the masses needed the con­

secrated _places, tbe sacred env:lronrne.nts, the.accessor­

ies o:f' irn;iosing arc:hitecture, i:nspirln6 art, -~~u.plifting 

rnuri ic, picturesquG vestments, stately ceremonials. 1148 



Ceremonial was not in itself an evil; it was the sub­

stitution of ceremonial for religion that ~as the ev11.49 

L Krauskopf's insistence that religion must be 1.n accor1,; 

iL.ax,i,c.e w:1.tb the lives of' the people led Ldrn to instltute 

the Sunday Serv:Lce. It its not surprising to note that 

of all the reforms instituted by Krauskopf, this one met 

the greatest r•E'sistance not only from the rnore conser­

vative element in Judaism, but from his fellow Reform 

rabbis. In the conference of 1904, when Kraus~oyf spoke 

in favor of the Sun:1ay Service, the opposition voiced 

tne opinion that r:iis vrnrds had no validity because 

the success of his Sunday Service was due to his own 
r.:·o oratorical powers and personal m&gnetism.~ In 1911, 

in reviewing twenty-five years of Sunday Lectures, 

Krauskopf stated: 

11 The Sunday Servlce has not only strength­
ened our Saturday Service but it has al­
so greatly intensified our loyalty to Jud­
aism. It has enabled ti:10mmnds, who owing 
to business exactions, could not attend 
ttie Saturuay B:.:rv:lce, to come here on Sun­
duy to worf,1t1ip and be lnstructed. It has 
enabled non-(Jt:::ws to Gome here and learn 
what the Jew is, anu what Judaism standa 
for. It has necessitated the building.of 
this magnificent Temple •.... it has nee-
es s i tated the pubJ.is hing of in ore than,;a 
million copies oi' our Sunday uisoourseo 
which have clroulated far and •wide ln our 
country and abroad, and have brought to 
many a heart and 111:i.nd a different concep-



tion of Jews and Judaism than they had 
before. 11

51 

Amon6 the many .r.ef orms which Kraus.J.opf innovated and 

sponsored were the change of the day of confirmation 
(-2 

to Simchath Torah,~· the limitation of preaching to the 

English language, the shortening of the Yo{ll-Ki~ppur Day 

s~rvices, the abandomment of circumcision as a rel1-

g1ous rite, and the reinsti.tution of the Seder in the 

home. 53 

In 1888, Krauskopf' compiled a Service Ritual to supp-

lament e~isting prayer-boo~s with appropriate mater­

ials for his Sunday Service. It had thirty different 
I 

vv---··~ 
services to avoj.d monotony, and was entirely Engllsh 

,,1;' 
.,"",-# 

with the exception of a single H~brew sent~noe in each 

service to give it a peculiarly Jewish note. In place 

of the K~ddish, Krauskopf substituted Biblical verses of 

a consoling nature. 11he pr•ayers were largely orl3lnal; 

the hymns of' a uni ver::ialist lo natu.r•e, composed by the 

5/.j­
most renowned writers of. the day. 



VI 

One of the central doctrines in Krauskopf's philosophy 

of Judaism was the mission of Israel. He held that the 

m~rstery of the continued existence of the Jew throu!Zh J I,, 

his long and often f)ainfu.1 r1lstory could be ex.pla:lnecl 

only on the basis that 11 God had chosen the J:ew to spread 

abroad his moral law. For this task, He endowed nim 

with special intellectual and moral gifts. For it, he 
r::r:; 

preserved him, despite a wo.rld in arms against him. 11 :J:> 

1ror Krauskopf the ob,ject o:t' Judaism was the "continuous 

development of the highest and best within its follow-
c: 6 ers, until the God-like is :reached. 11 ::> The duty of tbe 

Israelite was to mingle freely with other people, to make 

his moral law that of all the world, his lofty God-con­

cept, that of every other faith and his form of worship 

intelligible and attractive to all peoples. The purpose 

of' religion was not, argued Krauskopf, to separate man, 

but rather to link man in a com,rion brotherhooa.5'7 

Krauskopf 1s belief that the mission of Israel was to 

promote brotherhood by mingling freely with other peo­

ples and rejecting all beliefs, customs and qbservan­

oes different from those of' the peo_ple 11 vine; around him 

greatly influenced his attitude toward Zionism. 58 

i' 
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Krauskopf hac3 traveled ti:1rough Rus~1ia and haJ seen the 

cruel destruction of the property of the Jews, and the 

wholesale slaughter of Jewish man, woman and children. 

A solution had to be found but it was not to be found 

In the doctrines of HerzplE?) or Noraau or Zangwill. Ra­

ther in the teachings of Geiger, Einhorn, and Wise would 

relief from oppression come. The Jew had to throw off 

the yoke of the Sb•: lchan Ar1Jc'q, free hj.mself from the 

religlous ceremonial and ritual that separated him from 

his fellow-man, wor•sl1.ip a.SJ he wished in hts By;nagogues 

but live and strive as other peo~le in the outside 

world. 

11 :cnstead of entreating Emperor or Cz,ar, Sultan 
.or Pope for the opening of the land of Pal­
estine on which both Christian and Moham­
edan have sacred claims, let him plead with 
them for a more cordial and fraternal re­
lationship of non-Jew toward Jew, even as 
he pleads with Jew for a more cordial and 
fraternal relationship towards non-Jew. 
Let him do this, and there will be no need 
of Zionism nor of' any other ism. 11

59 

The mission of Israel, Krauskopf preached, could not 

be limited to one people or one land no matter what the 

prevailing circumstances. 

i' 
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Throughout hls ministry, Krauskopf ascended the pulpit 

to hurl v:1.tr:l.olic statements in the face of' those r•e­

ligions and the proponents of those religions who claim-

ed to have found. the 11 true way to God 11
• .l\.ny denomlna-

tion that claimed to be the chosen of God, the sole de-

1,iository of God I s tr•utr.1, the only soul-saving, world­

redeeming doctrine; that held that all other doctrines 

were either false or sinful or both; that its Redeemer 

the only and true savior; that was pledged to go into 

t,he -wo:rild e.nd era.cl le ate, by argument or by force, all 

other religions was anathema to Krauskopr. 60 

The church had remalned medieval. It's concern was too 

much with the Hereafter, with abstractions, with illlr­

acles, with worship of God, with creed, and with pil­

pulistic speculations, rather than with the Here, the 

real, with service to man, with deed, with the solving 

of problems within reach in relation to the needs and 

welfare of society. 61 

Krauskopf held that all religions had the same purpose 

and goal; were, in essence, one. 

11 Str1,9ped of myth, the Old Testament becpmes 
tl'le hir.3tory that j_s d:lsting-g.:l.shed Jthe C-0de 
of Ethics that is sublime. Stri_p_ped of 
Myth, the New Testament becomes a history 
equally as distinguished and a code of 



ethics equally as sublime. Both tb.e Old 
and the New Testament stripped of their 
Myths, and tbe Sacred Literature of the 
Jews and Christians is one, one their 
history, one their God. Stripped of 
their Myths, a Jew and Christian are 
brethren and their religion •••.• the re­
ligion of' Humanity. 11 62 

Krauskopf, caught in the optimistic spirit of his age, 

saw the eventual merging of all religions into one great 

religion. 63 KrauskofJf I s term for a co-religionist is 

one that was accepted by the most radical of l:i.bex•als. 

For Kraus!iopf', a co-religionist was one 11 wbo had faith 

in God, believed in right, pu.1:•sumd it with all nis might, 

no matter• what his ancestry, no matter what o.is secter•­

ian creed, who his mediator, how long or short his con-

f j 1164 · ess .on. 

Krauskopf 1 s hope that in the near future all religions 

would merge, coupled with his deep antagonism for sec­

terianism, -was expressed most f'orcef'ully in a sermon 

delivered in 1895. This sermon is Krauskopf's ultimate 

declaration of universalism and his ultimate attempt to 

gu:lde religton, especially Judaism, in the path it must 

take to bring about this messianic goal. It is the ser­

mon of a young, impressionable rabbi and we can accept 

its message as a purely idealistic vision. -rn this mes­

sage we see an atte;r.pt at justifying the most radlc:al 

11 I 
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reforms of liberal Judaism. In effect it meant an al­

most complete decimation of all customs and ceremonies 

peculiar to cJudaism. Any festival, any rite, wi:lich was 

distinctively associated with the national aspect of 

Judaism must be eliminated. Restrictions on intermar­

riage must be aone away with for the common good: 

11 F1urthe.r•more, botn Israelite and Christ-
. lan must freely lend and take, one from 
the other. Each must complement the 
other's deficiencies, and each must ac­
cept the other's advantages. The Christ­
ian must accept and follow the religious 
and ethical precepts of the Old Testament, 
the Israelite those of the New Testament. 
The Christian must accf:)pt and observe the 
Sabbath of the Israelites; the Israelites 
must accept and observe the day which fou.r•­
hundred millions of Christians ha~e con­
secrated for its observance. The Christ­
ian must accept the Jewish ~ode of obser­
ving tne New Year; the Israelite must ac­
cept the day set for it by our modern cal­
endar. 11 6S 

In essence this was total capttulation to Christianity. 

But one must keep in rHind that Krauskopf was speaking to 

Jews who were almost totally assimilated into the Amer­

ican way of life, Jews who were closer to their Christ­

ian neighbors than to their Orthodox brethren, Jews 

thr·eatened by the mass immigration of F~ast-:H::u,ropean J.ews 

kho were flooding their cities and settling.in impover­

ished ghettoes, thus threatening the social security of 
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the well-established, well-integrated, Americanized 

J"ews. 

V:II 

DC;rnpi.te the inspired attempts by scholars like :B,iske66 

to reconcile religion to the theory of evolution, the 

man,y dif'f'iculties involved led inevitabl,r to the bank­

ruptcy of theology. Although theology and theological 

speculations were on the decline, religion was enjoying 

a very prosperous era. Religion and rellgionistE1 had 

turned their attention from theology to sociology. The 

new 11 raison d 1 etre 11 for religion was social ,justice. 

The fundamentalists concentrated on such obvious social 

problems as intemperance and vice; the more J.i be.ral. 

church~rn raised a:wkward questions concerning tbe ul tlm-

a te res ;)Ons 1bi.l i t;y for tl1e maintenance of these and o­

ther immoral institutions. So liberal religion turned 

lts attention to the slums, political corruption, the 

labor question, the responsibilities of wealth, the evils 

of the cartel and cor,i;.ioration. 

Liber•al Judaism was not loath to follow its Christian 

neighbors in trlis social trend. Henry Ber1r:f~1tz, an ass­

ociate of Krauskopf' spoke of "the corning reli3ion 11
: a 

l 
I 
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relig:Lon manisfested in the removal of tr1e emphasis f.r.om 

theology to sociology. 'rhe chief concern of 11 the com­

ing religion will be the development of character, the 

ett;blement of life, the equitable aJ Justment of hurn1:m 

relationships, the conquest of disease, poverty, and 

vice. 11 67 

Krauskopf maintained the function of religion to be no 

longer the dogmatic spokesman of theological concepts; 

it was to be a vibrant force in the moral and ethical 

life of the oommunity. 68 The need for religion was 

great. The founding fathers had been successful in 

their struggles to e~tablish a new land because of their 

great reverence for religion and of their moral behav­

iour wnich followed from this faith. Washington believ­

ed, preached Kraus~opf, that of all things tributary to 

political prosperity and to public and private happin­

ess, religion is of the foremost iillportanca; for without 

religion patriotism, honest citizensnip, awe of law, re­

gard fo:r sacredness of' the oath, ju~itice and .right, are 

impossibilities. The social vices, awl the corruption 

of society in ais day, argued Krauskopf, was caused by 
. 

a lack of r•e1igi ou.s com.mittment. Unless people once a-

gain realized the inwortance of the church, ·the evils of 

society were bound to grow worse until human lire would 

,, ' 
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be held i-J □ rthless and a decent soul wo,J.J.d not da.re to 

69 walk the streets of the city. 

11 Hel:Lgion has become a tabooed subject in 
thou.sands of ou.r households. Gr•ace at 
meals is not thou~ht of; children's night 
prayer is ceasing ...•• prc1,yerbook prayers 
to be offered by the minister at the be­
quest of betrothed or newly-wedded cou­
ples, for newly born children are never 
asked for ..••• only in time of dire 111-
ness •••.. then is there a recognition of 
God. 

Even in our pulpits, the presencie of God 
is made unwelcome. Preachers knowLng of 
the unpopularity of' religlous subjects 
are fast replacing them by catcicy, racy, 
spicy, sensational themes. 

The consequences are plain enough. Rog­
uery festers openly and uncontrolled on 
the very surface of political and comm­
ercial life. Vice has entree into the 
bou~oire of even our so-called best soc­
eity. Divorce courts have never been so 
busy; penitentiaries have never been so 
full; insane asylums, never so cx•owded. 11

70 

Krauskopf held that religion had often failed to do its 

duty. It had failed in France when it had not come to 

the defense of :Ziola; in Germany, by bless1ng the army 

going to China; in Russia, by not condemning the Ki~1he­

neff massacre ••••. this ~as the failure of religion ••••• 

this and no more.71 
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l◄'or Krauskopf' the "raison d' etre 11 for r•eligion was to 

make men adhere to the ethical standard. This des­

cribed the need society- and its individuals had for 

religion. Tnis the reason for faith •••.• happiness, 

peace, safety and progress. Refute religion and you 

invlte revolutiona.ry ideologies and the rule of power 

over the rule of right.72 
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III 

HIS SOC I.AL J.V'JF.:SSAGE~ 



I 

Jbseph Krauskopf 1B thirty-eight years in the active 

rabbinate, from 1885 to 1923 wer•e a period of intense 

change in American life. A new America was being form­

ed. F'irrnly established institutions, deepl,y cherished 

conceptions, an entire way of life waned and disappear­

ed under the powerful impact of new social forces and 

revolut1.o:nary intellectual discoveries. An America in 

repose was becoming an America in transition. 

11 Bigger and Ii'aste1" 11 was the new watch-word of tne day. 

ICxi.Jloite1,t1on of natural resou.rces: forest, mineral range 

and farm land, by larger and larger cor;)O!'f;~~ions; the 

transfer of political and economic control from country 

to ciity; the concentr'ation of manu:t'acture, communication, 

transportation, and bank.ing :Ln trusts, monopolies, a,:nd 

cartels; the conoommitant emergence of labor troubles, 

agricultural problems, slums, corruption in politics and 

business, the maldistribution of wealth invoiving class 

conflict, and the fashioning of new legal and political 

weaJons gave the impression th~t America was undergoing 
' ~ 

a perio~ of utter bewilderment and distraction rather 
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than a period of great prosperity. The vast display of 

economic, political and intellectual energy was creat­

ing as much discontent as satisfaction. This should 

have b0en an age of self-confidence for the past was 

r•easBuring ana the future limitless, yet the mood of 

optimism, which haa for so long inspired the conduct 

and stimulated the energies of the men of America, was 

succeeded by a mood of' skeptj_cism which inspired con­

:f'us i.on and stimulated doubt. 1 

During the latter half of the nineteenth century, in­

dustrialism had advanced with mighty stri6es in the 

United States. The Rockefellers, the Carnegies, the 

Morgans, the Vanderbilts found justification for the 

creation of their ii:mGens e hus ines s empires in II social 

Dar·winisrn. 11 '.f.1t1e overwhelming effect which Darwinian 

thought had had in science and r·eligio:n found its coun­

terpart in economics. Herbert Spencer had. cot11bined the 

doc~trlnes of laissez-faire wltt1 the Darwdi.nian conce9t­

:Lon of 11 sur·vival of ti:1e f:Lttest 11 
c;J,Dd r1is thlnklng was ao-

cepted as a rationale for the operations of the indus­

trial titans. Spencerlanism condemned socialism and 

trade-unionism on the score that such aberrations clasp­

ed rigid fetters on the natural process of:economic life. 

The greatest advocate of Spencex•ianmmm -was Wi.llia.m Grs .... 

---------, ' ' 
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ham Sumner, an Episcopalian rector turned sociologist. 

11 He elevated laissez fiare into a social and economic 

law and assigned it the same standing as tl1e law of 

gravity. 112 Sumner profJOsed an entil'.'ely new moral sys­

tem in which competit:Lon became a v•ir•tue and regula:tion 

a vice. rrhus were all restraints on individual ,:)Ower 

and greed removed leaving society and man in the hands 

of evolution. It is not difficult to imagine what this 

doctrine of laissez-flire-survival of the fittest meant 

in terms of the lives of the people. 

On one side of t,he tracks lived "society": the Vander­

bilts with a nome of 110 rooms, 45 baths, and a garage 

capable of L1.olding 100 au.to.mobiles; the Morgans -with a 

steam yacht capable of crossing any ocean; the Rock~­

fellers with a home for each season of the year; the Mar­

tins with their #369,200 (rougi:11.y equivelent to one mil­

lion dollars today) ball given du.ring the grievous de­

pression of 1897. The life of the society girl was not 

a strenuous one: riding, tennis, in the morning; lunch 

on a magnificent. yacht; polo in the afternoon; dinner­

parties; perhaps a ball in the evening. The wealthy 

found no expense too great to satisfy their 11·artistic 11 

~ 

longings . .Artisans were bvought from Chinaf India, and 

Europe, to construct s_pecial nouses; servants might num-
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bar fifty or sixty; and life was conducted as though 

the world had been created for the amusement of those 

who could af'f ord it. Social climbing became ·the nat­

ional sport if not the religious desire of the nouveau~ 

!:l.Q.h.Q. 3 Admission to one of Mrs. Astor's dinner par­

ties was more desirable than admisston to He13iV'en and 

much more difficult to obtain. 

On the other side of the tracks lived a people who lab­

ored over machines twelve to fourteen hours a day for 

three to four dollars a week. Children of twelve were 

required. to work from five in the morning to eight in the 

evening with barely enough time tff to gobble some mis­

erable scrap of bread twice a day. This life went on 

for si~ days a week, in ill-lighted, ill-ventilated fac­

tories. These people did not know the meaning of recre­

ation or education; even sunlight was a rare event in 

their lives. These individuals were doomed to their po­

sition in life. 

The vision that there was gold around the corner, the 

Horatio Alger success stories, had become blurred. There 

was no more weet to run to when labor conditlons became 

intolerable. There was little hope of raising wages 

for throughout the century America had been importing 
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cheap labor from Europe. First the Irish, the ditch 

d:Lg6ers, levee-builders, mill workers who would and did 

labor• eighty-four hours a week for inadequate wages. 

Then as the Irish impvoved their conaition, the Ital­

ians arrived. 11hen the Jews and Slavs f nJrn Eastern Eu­

rope poured into the country. 

What of governmental interference? Spencer and Sum­

ner had taken care of that. Laissez-faire, the sur­

vival of' the fittest, social darwinisrn , 11 a man I s bus­

iness is his own, these, coupled with the power and 

wealth of a Morgan whose wealth was almost supporting 

the government, was enough to k.eep government inter­

ference at a very low ebb. 

Between the wealthy and the poverty-stricken was a vast 

populace xnown as the middle class. These ~eople lived 

comfortably, accepting the d:i.ctates of 11 society 11
, admir­

ing the tycoons on Wall Street, ancl scorning the work .... 

inz; classes. These were the 9eople who attended chur­

ches faithfully, saved their money, had fewer servants 

than the eatremely wealthy but tre&ted them in the same 

way, and were perfectly content with the .§.j:,a:~11§ .. m,.1.0. 

rr1his was the 11 backbone of Ame.r.ica. 11
• 
4 

But these 11 dog-eat-dog'1
, 

11 surn.rival-of-the-fittest" doc-



trines which bad lead to poverty, slum areas, class con,.. 

flicts , and maldistribution of wealth were not to go 

u:nchallenged. Lester .F'rank iva.rd led tbe new opposition 

to Social Darwinism. LaL:;sez faire, Ward argued, was in­

coherent, insincere, not at all consistent with the law 

of man. He i.mderstood that laissez faire was a ration­

aliz~tioh for big business. His attachment to the govern­

ment made it impossible for him to accept the curious 

theory that a peculiar iniquity attached to government~ 

al activities from we1ich the comp1.:trable activities of 

corporations were miraculously fr&e. Bi5 business claim­

ed that s~rvival of the fitt&st, free competition was the 

natural law of _Life; yet t.he Rockafellers, the J.viorgans, 

were doing ail within their power to eliminate compe­

tition and install rn6nopoly. 

Ward was one of the .t'iPat advocates of social regulation. 

He believed that true liberty could flourish only where 

the st&te undertook: to establish equality of opportun­

ity and of bcirga1ning power, to insure economic security, 

and to U .. f't up the general level of i:ntE1lligence. Thj,s, 

he argue6 could be done only tnrough wise legislation. 

The work of Ward, the writings of Bellamy, the depres­

sion of 1897 with its traumatic effect on t&e middle­

class thinking and security, the subsequent ri.se of the 



Populist party, the advent of a Bryan who declared that 

democracy could not endure if the livelihood of the 

vast mass of people continued to be controlled by the 

moneyed element: these, and the gradual rise of a more 

powerful government, were the elements which were to 

bring f'urther change to a changing America. 

Rsligion was in the process of transition. Seculari­

zation was the dominant force in lib~ral religion. The 

church recognized its social duties and obligations. It 

began to examine the f)roblems of labor, slums, predatory 

wealth, political corruption, and the power of the 

corporation. There arose a young Christian clergyman 

who was to have a Qeoided effect on the role that reli­

gion was to play in soc1ety. Walter RauEiche.nbusoh wrote 

in 1907, Christiani,iy_ a.r19. _th~ Social Crlsis. This was 

a powerful indictment of capitalism not merely as anti­

social but as anti-Christian. Rauschenbusch ac~used cap­

italism of stunting the physical growth of men and wom­

en and of corrupting social and political life. He call­

ed boldly f' or a revolut1. on 1:n economy as well as i:n mor­

als. He held that no 11 ism 11 which would r,eplace capital­

ism could ca~se more injustice, physical suff0ring, or 

heartache than the process by which capitalism had come 

to pow~r. Liberal religion rallied around this social 



reformer. Nn longer were liberals ready to ~ait for 

the Messianic A3e .•••• they would hasten lts arrival! 

Rauschenbusch and his thoue)rt had been anticipated by 

the Reform rabbinate. In 1885, the Pittsburg Elatform 

was drawn up. Polnt Eie;J:1t of ·tc1e decla,ration stated: 

"We deem it oux' duty to partic:ipate in the great task 

of modern tirnes, to solve, on the ba,sis of' justice and 

righteousness, the problems presented by the contrasts 

c1,nd evils o.f thE~ present or•ganization of society. 11 The 

vice•-.1.Jr·csident. o.f th(-c conference and one of the men most 2 
responsible J:'or the drawing up of the Pittsi:.mrg pla.t .... 

form was Jor:rnpf Krauskopf'. Hf Wb,£1 thE;l one man in the 

Reform rabbinate wt10 vvas to carry out this social program 

to its fruition. Although the prosperous professional 

and business men who dominated most Reform synagogues 

rnanag8d to keep Point Elght de-emphasized, they did not 

entirely succeed. As early as 1905, the central body of 

Reform Judaism had an inrluential committee which, under 

a succession o:r nc,.nes, continued to define tl1e m:Lssion 

of Jud.alsrn in a uay basically simlLtr to Rauschenbusch 1s 

conce_pt of' Prot0starrtism. 5., 

1I1he mora,l life oi' America had been f¼rea:tly af'I'ected by 

the profound changes taKin8 place in religibn and society. 

"! 



1rhe l'abu.lously wealtl:i.y li.ved 1:-i.moral lives. Drinking, 

promiscuity, gambling, thoughtless marriage were the or­

der cf the day. In the slum ar6as, a driven people 

lived a similar life on a wuct1 lower economic level. 

The divorce courts were filled with the cases of those 

who went to the trouble of formally ending marriage; for 

others, des crtion was the answa-er to unworka.ble marriage. 

The home had lost all sanctity; life any semblance of 

morallty. OnJ._y in the middle class were the conventions 

of the p,:;wt adhered to. 1J~he rniddlei ipiss merchants and 
g ,, 

professional men faced life as hey had feed it berore 

the great transition in America. 6 

It was with these social problems that a young Krauskopf 

had to cope. These problems made up the bulk of his 

preaching; and of his active duty in the ranks of the. 

social reformers. Krauskopf' was influence~.,.~. nd ln turn ,··t 
influenced a Rauschenbu.sch, a Far.·r;:er, a Phill:i.ps ••••. as ,, 

liberal Christianity began to sea its mission as one to 

humanize society rather than insure salvation in the 

world to come: 

11 we cannot join economic tnequali ty ana pol­
l ti cal equallty, 1 .RaL1schenbusch c .. rgi..l.~d, ,Duch 
in tt1e manner of Henry ·3-eorge. 1 l:>rogress 
slackens when a single glass appropriates 
the soolal resu.J:ts of the common labor, and 

I 

i ! 
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fortifies its evil rights by unfair laws~ • 
.•• such was the oonaition of America and 
it had been sanctified by dogmatizing the 
laws of God into su~port of 'an unre3en­
erata economic system.' The truth was 
tha.t Christianity af:f'lrmed no unchanging 
ec onornic system, 11£:canslate the evolu­
tionary themes into religiou.s faith, and 
you h~ve the doctrine of the Kingdom of 
God,' Raw-Jcbenbush decJ.,s,r•ed in a sentence 
that was quoted and paraphrased across 
'.Protestant· America. 11 7 

As Christianity began to address itself to the problems 

of society; so did Reform Judaism turn to a similar mis­

s ion. 

With the growth of slu.ms, poverty, insecurity, the long 

hours, the low pay, the misery and hopelessness came an 

intoler~noe. Im~igrants became suspect because they 

meant lon½er hours and less ~ay. For the riret time in 

America the cry of "i'oreigner11 became common. There had 

always bsen x•ivalry among men o:f d:l.ff'er0,nt or1.gi:ns but 

with the turn of tr1e centur,y wodis like "\'lop'1 and 11 kike 11 

permanently entered the Amer:Lcan languB ... ~:e. :I?eople be­

gan to trace their ancestry and took great pride in ea­

tablishlng that a progenitor hau p:lloted the Mayflower. 

'.I.1he wealth of an individual or his poverty were not the 

only lines to div.ide men soci.ally ••••• there were wealthy 

Americans, and poor Americanr;1 and wealthy foreigners and 
'WI 

poor .foreigners. An arrti-iinmigrant fe/ling swept the 



country. F.:ven the progr•essive elefnent could not en­

tirely disavow an anti-immigrant policy. 

"'rhe progr•est.d.ves did not entj;_rely drop 
l'opulism I s anti-irnmlgrant fe:f11ng. One 
of the country's best-known £rogressive 
spokesmen, the sociologist, Edwa.rd A. 
Ross, publicly denounced, 11I1he lower 
class of Jews of Eastern Europe (who► 
reach he~• moral cripples, their souls 
warped and dwarfed. 1 Many of these c:J"ews 
Ross went on, had a 'monstrous and re­
puls1ve love of gain •..•• The East Europ­
ean Hebrews feel no reverence for law 
as sc1ch and are willing to break any 
or·dinanee they .t':lnd ln their way. '"s 

One of the most urgent and difficult _problems :i.'actng 

Krauskopf was to explain the Jew to the Jew and to the 

Gentile-American. .America was unde.r•going the 11 big 

change". Educatton was fast becomlng the hope of the 

liberal in impvovlng general conditions and thus edu­

cation became a political and religious football. The 

most liberal ministers, led by men like Krauskopf, fought 

desperately to improve the educational facilities of the 

nation and to keep sectarianism out of the schools. Wo-

man was coming into her own. In social welfare agencies 
'.~ 

she would so on bt c orne indls1,)ens fble. Tl1i s was the Amer-

ica in transl tion wnich confronted Jose_ph Kra.uskopf' 

u_,Jon ord inat ion from the Hebrew Un1 on 0olle~e. ~rhis was 

the America in transition over which Krauskopf was to 
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ponder, speak ~nd act. 

II 

The Jews had entered America in successive waves of 

i111rni3ration. Krauskopf I s Philad0lpl1ia congregatio.n was 

comJosed of American-Jews of Gsrman immigration who had 

E:imigra.ted to America in the 1840 's. 1rhe congregation he 

faced, therefore, was made up of Jews Who had been suc­

cessfully assimilated into American culture: Jews who 

were Amari.can in dress, speecc1, and hl1.bi t. 1rhey had 

been extremely successfu~, for the ~ost part, economic­

ally, and since ther•e were very f'cw Jews in Amer•ica the 

sting of anti-Semitism was not AD □wn to them. They were 

acceptab~e in society not as Jews, but as successful 

Americans of the Mosaic faith. 

With the oom'in.':'..'. of the East European Jc;ws in the 80 's 

and 90 1 s, however, the position of the Jew in America 

changed radically. Having been driven from Europe by 

the :nost horrible cr\;l,elty known to man in his history, 

East-European Jews came to America impoverish~d, often 

1:1hysically i ~l, and with a vision of lim:Ltl~as poss1b­

ility and grandeur before their eyes. 
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Beh1nc1 them 1n Europe lay the Kisheneff massacres, the 

Dreyfus cases, poverty, misery, oppression and death. 

In America they were to find the slums, the sweatshop!B, 

a milder form of anti-Semitism stemming both from Gen­

tile and German-Jewish sources. Having known the in­

secu.ri ty of poverty, they worked and struggled a.rw fought 

for ec onornic security in the 11 land of fr•e edc,m'1 • So 

frenzied were their efforts that they incurred the dis­

trust and hatred of' their fellow worker•s and tenement 

neighbors; and when fortunate enough to be successful, 

they WE,re confronted by the snobblshness not. only of the 

wealthy Genti.le but of the radically different, .Amer­

ican-born Je-w. 

One of the major outgrowths of anti-Semitism in Europa 

was the birth of political Zionism. Disheartened by his 

failure to be accepted in the countries of Europe, the 

Jew had turned nis nope on Palestine the land of his 

origin. Tl1e issue of Zionism split Amer:Lcan Jewry into 

two violently opposed camps. The East-E~ropean Jew en­

thu.s:i.astically embraced Zionism; the thoroughly Amer­

icanized, Reform Jew of German descent violently opposed 

Zionism. 

~ 

This, in short was the general scene that Kr.::iu.sKopf con-

fronted in his ministry. His work was cut out for him 



and he set upon it with a decisivness th~t was char­

acteristic of his entire ministry. 

III 

Joseph Krauskopf entered his ministry at a time when 

the great industrialization of America under a 11 1aissez­

fairelf economy was bearing its most bitter fruits. He 

was a bitter opponent of the economic doctrines which 

were being advocated by Spencer·and his prophet, Sumner. 

Throughout his ministry he attacked the evils which this 

11 fr•eedornn had brought to American society •9 

"Political corrd.pt1on is a serious evil, 
but it ls not the only one for which the 
laJ.ssE:JZ faire sp:Lr1t of the .American peo-­
ple is responsible. 

Because of thfus apathy we suffer pollut­
ed drinking w1:iter to enter our homes, 
diseaBed meats and milk to be sold as 
food, all manners of adulterated food 
to poison our system. Dally we read 
the harrowing accounts of the slaughter 
of the innocent, through preventable 
diseases, avoidable accidents, collis­
ions, explosions, fraudulent architec­
ture, i~proper exits, unprovided fire­
escapes, ex_9osed electrical wires, and 
other•s. 

There is apathy concer~ing the social 
evils. Despite the vastness of ou~ 
area, and the abundance of our produce, 



the cry for bread, f'or shelter, for wor·k, 
is loud in our land, and the spectacle of 
the misery in the wretched filthy, over­
crowded poor-quarters of our larger cities 
is fast rivaling in horribleness any which 
much poorer and much more crowded Europe 
can display. 11

10 

Krauskopf was no str~nger in the tenewent districts of 

Philadelphia. He was not a man to stand in the pulpit 

and mGrely exhort his congregants to pour funds into 

various charities. He saw the inequities of his soc­

.iety firsthand. Sweatshops, slums, and the vice and 

crime of these areas aroused his anger. He proposed 

to 11 make sweatshops unlawful, and child-labor criminal; 

to emancipa,te the working woman fvom the thraldom of 

slavery, and free her :flrom the temptattons thut beset 

her; to lnorease the lrnurs o:f' rest, and add to the m11n­

·ber of the working' man I a bolidays. 1111 

Thus in 1892, he organized the Personal Interest Soc­

iety, a prototype of the social service agencies which 
1f'1t~t~d·· 

have become prev~ent since bis dy. In 1893, he was in-
/ 

strumental in eitablishing the Model Dwelling Associa-

tion in an effort to rid hls city of the tenement dis­

tricts. 

~ 

Krauskopf' s social tttiniring was in consonance with that 

of Ward, Henry George and Walter Hauschenbusch. He could 



not abide the injuBtice o.L equality in politics but not 

in labor. The disp~rity between the very poor and the 

very rich was not L:tnavoidable. '.L1he goVJrnrnent and the 

church had a duty to perform: 

At no time 1n the paet (Hd either the govern­
ment or church look UJon poverty as a pre­
ventable and curable disease, and set :itself 
to wo:rk to effect its extermination. At no 
time in the ~ast did either the one or the 
other seek to trace the origin of the sco­
urge to any other source than divine dis­
pensation. Had they dDne sq, they ¼ould 
have stumbled upon base, grasping conscien­
celess greed as the source of nine-tenths 
of all our pov·erties. "12 

Krauskopf firmly believed and unflinchingly stated that 

selfishness and greed were the sole reasons for poverty 

and misery in America. There were those to wr10m the lab­

oring man was but a t:mman rnacbine, a slave, existing for 

the sole purJose of having all the labor of which he was 

capable pressed out of hlm at the lowest possible wage 

and for the longest possible hours. When no longer able 

to produce, this sl.~e was flung aside to become a vie­

time of starvation, or an inmate of a charitable instit­

ution. The ~ossessors of ~ealth ~ere for the most part 

unscrupulous men who by corru;,:iting politics, briblng leg­

islators, and manj_pulating stock, debauched everything 

their hands touched. All thl s solely f'or the .i.JUX')OS e of 



obtaining more wealth. 13 

But Kraus~opf was not a hot-headed radical who could see 

only the evils of the wealthy classes. He viewed with 

a jaundiced eye the violent attempts of labor to equal­

ize matters. The early attemJts of labor to unionize 

were met wj_th the practiced hand o:r. professional thugs 

hired by the manufacturers and owners. ~I1he early strikes 

were always accompanied by violence and bloodshed. The 

demands of 

muc:;a as he 

) 

the union were exiorbitant. 
I ' 

disliked the tactics of the 

Kr.auskD.91', as 

wealthy, could 

not side -wl th the revolut:ionary u.nion organizers. He 

did not 11 ap,s;:irove of thi:7 o..ttempt by the labor·ine; olass to 

unionize completely a,nd wln control o:t' the national e­

oonorny .1114 TherE ~vas a solution to the J')r'obleJ11 of the 

inequ:tty between management and labor: 

11 If' Dernoerb.cy means anytbi,ng 1t means the 
.right of the ~&boring peuple to unionize 
their foro~s, the right to decent wages, 
the ri~ht to decent hours and places of 
labor, the right to a decent hearing when 
diffic~lties arise between them and their 
employers, the right to an equit~ble ad­
justment of these difficulties. And it 
also means the right of the employer to 
employ whom he pleases, when he pleases, 
for how loug he pleases, at a wage in· 
consonance with the la-ws of justice, ~1th 
the condit:1.ons of the market, and wltrh 
the laborers uesert, the riEht to demand 
that a contract entered into between i:11m-



l 

self and his employee shall be regarded as 
binding upon the latter as it is u9on him­
self.1115 

This was not his only solution. There were much more 

practical measures that must be taken immediately. Kraus­

opf was not a man to tal..t'i. in vague g"-ne.r·ali ties. He 

studied the conditionB o.f the society and then turned to 

past history /::\,l1d cur·rEmt E',vents in other nations to t'ind 

a solution that woulJ be equitable. He began to advo­

cate industrial insurance for sickness, accident, old 

age. He UJ.'.\:':ed tl1.a t the 11 E.LLienfeld Sycitern'' be atternpteu 

in Arner•lca. Ttds syatej11, used success1\1ll.y in Eur,:;_p(➔, 

proposed that a city be divided on an economic basis in­

to philanthropic districts, wards, sna precincts just as 

they ¼ere divided ror political purposes. Committees 

c omiJo sec! of' respected and capable c :l.t i zens would inves­

tigate the social problems of the city, find Jobe for the 

unemployed, afford immed:l.ate relief to the destitute, 

and most of all, staillp out ill will. Relief stations 

and home shelters to provide food and clothing, for short 

periods of time, to tnoae in need would be established 

.. t 1 ' . 16 under ~:overnrnen a su.perv 1s1 on. This proposal by Kraus-

~opf meant gove~nmental intrusion into econo~ic life; 

and his action, which ~as not an isol~ted one, meant the 

, I' 

' 
•·.··Ii 



test 11 school of' economics. 

The evils of society and the reforms necesaciry w~re leg­

ion. Early in nis ministry KrausAopf turned ols atten­

tion to the ~roble~s of the individual rather than to 

society as a whole. He believed that a great moral 

~ovement could ~rooeed on1y irom the individual, and 

through the ind i vid ua.1 to the mass . 17 Man had to begin 

to feel responsible for his fellow if society was to 

:lmprove. 

11 0ur penal and corr·ective and eleemosynary 
institutions are full to bursting with our 
criminal .:;md defected and diseaaed classes; 
for them who direct~y or indirectly are res­
ponsible for it, we have palaces and distinc­
tions and smiles. And so it will continue 
until school and church and public opinion 
will be honest enough and independent enough 
to create a conscience, and sufficiently 
strong to bring tbe wron:Eed and wrong-doer 
face to .race as crlminal a,nd j u.ror, and ask 
the guJ.ltless to ca.st the first stone."18 

Society could not continue to exist:mnder tbe present con­

ditions. Krausko~f was incensed with the selfishness of 

the wealthy. He could not abide the egoism of the i'or­

tunate and bis voice vJas often raised in vitriolic de­

nunciation of their conduct. He fearlessly _attacked 
~ 

ever:-y posltlon in soe:Lety and under the cold logic of his 
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analysis many a congregant stirred uneasily. He viv­

idly portrayed soci~ty as it was, omitting none of its 

sordldness. His pet hatred was the 11 so-called .F1ash­

lonable11 society. His disdain of the men and women, 

sound of mind and body, empowered by nature and edu­

cation to assist in the uplift of the ~uman family, who 

wasted the.tr time ln bed, on dreas, entertainment, and 
-1' •. 

e~travaga.nce, while otbers worked endless houra in att-
1. 

ic rooms and sweatshops, struggling to sustain a family 

on a crust of breaa, was made evident from the pulpit.19 

The utter callousness of the men and women of' 11 fash:i.on­

abJ.e society 11 was intolerable to :Krauskopf. '.rheir im-//1 .~~'~'"'" ' 
ili--~:'.\~~~:tY. meant t,he certain death of socj_ety. The home 

was beginning to lose its sanctity; ~arriage was losing 

its meaning. The wel1-to-do man was partially guilty 

for he ¼as beginning to make the ol~b his major interest. 

His wife was equally guilty f'or her love f'or independence 

and self-direction were leading her to many pursuits and 

driving hEr from the art of homemaking. The woman 11 who 

finds domest:l.c la.bor irJ..rnome and degradlng, who is in­

terei::ited only 1:n pe. sonal cl iS;;-)lay and self-indulgence, 

running from extravagance to extravagance, from dissi-
~ 

pation to disslpation, from recklessness to~recklessness 



-75-

until marr•1age spells for her and her husband fl:n­

ancial and physical and moral ruin1120 were ana.tb.ema 

to Krauskopf. 

Kraus~opf began a series of lectures on the homely vir­

tues of the individual, 21 He extolLed and praised sim-
.,......--,.,.,,,,,,,~-- ._ .... _. ..... ~.-·~ 

ple living. It was time for hJ.s eongregants to denounce 

the extravagant luxuries about them, to turn to their 

duties as parent, husband and moral citizen in their 

commµnity. The tyranny of society was that it held man 
t,j'.:i 

:j.:·tr·~ts grasp despite h'.Ls own conscience. The fops, par-

asites, the nHCJrely -wealthy could not exist without the 

labor of 11 the common man 11
, yet it was they who set the 

22 standards of beh~viouD, dress, and culture. The elite 

11 four-rrnndred '1 were r·es.9onsible for a decJ.ine of' intell­

ectual interest, a total surrender to physical pleasure, 

and the corroding of society. It was the society woman 

who made sport of religion, who classed the Bible with 

juv•nile literature. She confined herself to the light 

novel and magazine of' the day, nev0r holding a deep 

thought or oarrylng on an intellectual discussion. For 

her, and through her, 11 shallowness _passed aa vi.rtue, un­

belief as wisdom, frivolity as esprit, and extravagance 

23 as good. taste. 11 
• 

This attitude toward life was ex9ressed in the curr·ent 



writing. Krauskopf felt that he must combat the new 

school of writing that chose f'or its subject matter the 

immoral, the inaecent, the degenerate, and the corrupt. 

The 11 F'leshy School 11 o:t' writing was odious to him and he 

want so far as to propose censorship. 24 

Krauskopf held that man must find a balance between his 
. 2~ 

pr1vate life and his social l:L.t'e. :, Man must find peace 

within himself and his place in his society, for in his 

haste to please self and others, he indulged in excesses 

which were neither Jleasing to himself nor to those about 

hlrn; excesses wc1ioh were '' but a torture to self and a 

f ' t .. d · 1 i 1 -, i t 1.- 11 26 source o· envy, o.a rea an ma ce, s. anaer ,no tiers. 

The answer, to Krauskopf, lay in the groper acceptance 

of' the role of' the home and the family. The ev:Lls of 

society ~vere a direct outgrowth of' the rejection of the 

home and the responsibilities of family life, 27 

11 Woe to the t1ome in wrdch soc:lety lif'e has 
a higher claim than parenthood, in which 
the desire to outdo and outstrip in licen­
se even the unmarried, to be anywhere, to 
be everywhere, day and night, except :rn 
the home ••••• parents dead to their home, 
deaf to children's appeal, blind to child­
ren's possibilites, and even though tq.ey 
are the most conspicuous at the opera, 
balls, a..nd receptions, the most regu}ar 
and active at the cl~b, they are but~ 
breathing coffins ••••• their heart within 
them, their conscience, their moral nature 
is dead. "28 



Fatherhood, Krauskopf preacued, was a most responsible 

undertaking. The father was bbe one to whome the child 

looked for comradship, courage, and guldance and pur.­

Jose in life. The father had the responsibility of 

showing genuine interest in his cnildren rather than in 

his clu.b. 29 As for the role ol' the woman in the home, 

Krauskopf hewed a straight and narrow path. He real­

ized that woman was coming into her own in society, that 

she had the right to vote, to choose marria3e or a car­

eer; but she coulJ not choose both marriage and a soo­

lal or bus ines B career. Her primary duty was to marr·iage 

and the care of the.home and children. She was the 

guardian of virtue and modesty and purity. 3° Krauskopf' 

gave woman her due share of' respect for her work in soc­

iety and in rel:Le::1 ous ins ti tu. ti ons. He acknowledged 

that woman ha~ been of great help to ministers, encour­

aging them to do what they had never believEd them­

selves capable of doing. Woman was instrumental in the 

Sabbath School and in personal charity service; but her 

primary concern must be the ho,e ~nd the upbringing of 
'7-1 moral and decent and haJpy children.~ Progress in life 

could not be evaluated solely in terms of technological 

advancement, but rather in moral developmen\. 32 
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1•~et1e citing of' Cor.r.upt Pre-natal Influences 
must be a warning to parents so to live 
that future generations may nbt curse them 
for having given them life. The citing of 
Cor•r•upt Home Influences must stimulate pa­
rents to make home the sweetest, purest, 
happiest spot on earth. The citing of 
corrupt literature must induce parents to 
keep a careful watch over the books their 
children read, over the plays they see, 
over the associates they keep, over their~ 
public and 1)rivate habits and passtimes. n..::>3 

One of Krauskopf 1 s most cherished beliefs was that de­

votion to the simple life, the si~9le virtues, the home 

and parenthood could and would elevate civilization to 

a height of morality nevbr before achieved. This was 

the cure ha proJosed for the ills that beset our soc­

iety. 

IVi 

In the last two decades of the nineteenth century, edl'.­

ucation had become the hope of the liberals. The only 

way to escape tbe laissez-faire economy wnich in effect 

allowed large capital to suppress the laboring masses 

was through mass education. The public school system 

of America c~me unJer the close scrutiny of-liberal 

clergymen. Krausko.9f' was very lnterest~d in u:nd erst;and.-



-79-

ing the school system and ferreting out its evils. 

He held that the public school system was the basis of 

Amer:Lcan Democracy. As long as the public school was 

safe, the American way of life was safe. 34 1rhe public 

school system was beset by two evils. Firstly, the 

teaoners had ~come th0 tools of tha state's political 

machinery. Tne salary paid to the school teacher was 

shamefully low. This unwise economy was crippling the 

school and through the school, the chila. 35 Secondly, 

the public school s,ystem Ims being threatened by tb.e 

rise of the private school. The -wealthy were ending 

their children to selected schools, and thus the entire 

meaning of democracy was being thwarted. 

The ridiculo.1sly low pay of teach,ers and the consequent 

hiring of poorly trained teachers necessarily had a harm­

ful effect on children. The poorly equiJped teacher 

neither could nor -wish.ad to underBtand tbe Lndividual 

problems of' children, and often ini'lictect tortL1.res more 

cruel than those of the Inquisitiun on helpless innocents 

disabling them for the rest of thGir lives. It was the 

uuty o:t the state and the parent, Krauskopf urged, to 

take cognizance of' this evil and correct it qLU.oitly and 
~ 

decisively. His love and understanding of 'ehildren and 

their problems are clear when we read: 



11 When the nursery child is physically out 
of order, the sp6cia11st, the physician 
is sent for to set it right. When the 
nursery child is psychica~ly out of or­
der, the most serious of all nursery dis­
orders, of all human d1Borders, the send­
ing for a s9ecialist is not even remotely 
thought of .. 1.rl:10se who would never think 
of mending the clock or easy chair, pro­
ceed without the slightest fear or con­
cern without the slightest preparation 
or knowledge, to set aright a psychical 
disorder, the most difficult, the illost 
subtle of all disorders., ..• one that re­
quir1;;s the profound est, the w 1£rnst, the 
most expeBienced of all specialists, the 

h ' ' f' t' 1 " p .ys1caJ.n o: "he sou .• 36 

Krauskopf held that theGe disorders, the warping of 

the so ,1J. o.f the ci:'lJ.ld, v-; ere preYalent becau.s e o,f the 

neglect of' th.e ,;)u.blic school and the teachers to which 

we entrusted our children. 

As Krausirnpf insisted u;)On the separation of church and . 
state, so did he insist upon separation between church 

and p\1blic school. Tl1e fu.ndamE-mtalist 1:>rotestant cler-

gy was slowly succeeding in having its religious doctrines 

taught in the oohools. Since most of the teachers were 

religiously affiliated to fundamentalist churches, this 

d:l.d not prove difficult. If anything a.:ngared Krauskopf, 

it was the encr•oachrtwnt of a religious faith ·utJon publ1c 

domain. He argued that the illegal libertl~s which the 

Protestants were takins were certain to grow into total 



l.ntolerance of all other beliefs and that one day every 

non-Protestant child would be told either to leave or 

to c onr or·rn. 37 

He based his arguments UJon American history. Recalling 

the heroic struggles of the c6lon1al fathers for sep­

aratlo:n between churoh and state, he spoke feelingly 

about their great desire to allow to every citizen, re­

gardless of his faith, the right to believe as he chose 

and the freedom not to contribute toward the support of 

other men's creeds or to listen to devotional exercises 

which were not in accordance with his own creea.38 

''Having recalled these fundamental truths in 
the history of the United States, enter one 
of our public schools. You will see child­
ren of tax-paying citizens obliged to list­
en to the reading of a Bible of a particu­
lar, religious sect, which Bible a consid­
erable portion of the pupils are taught in 
their homes, or ia their respective religious 
schools, as not representing the whole truth, 
or as not representing the tnuth at all. You 
will hear children asKed to sing hymns con­
taining doctrinal teachings of a particular 
religious sect, in which doctrines a con-
siderable number of the pupils are taught _ 
by- their respective cf.1u.r·ches not to believe. 1139 

There was a ueed, an imJortant need, for religious teach­

ing, but the place for this teaching was iri·the religious 



school not in the public school. It was the duty of 

each sect to teach its ~dherents the demands of the 

faith; it was the duty of the public school to refrain 

from advocating any particular faitb or teaching any 

particular doc~ri.ne./.J.(j 

V 

The problems of peace and war were problems that had not 

been considered in America since thG advent of the Civil 

War. The hope of everlasting Jeaoe to be quite real-

istic until the last five ye~rs of the nineteenth century. 

In 1898, tbe United States stumbled into a war with 

Spain. Krauskopf was intensely interested in the pro-

bl ems of d:lp1omaay and understanding between nations. 

He had the unshakeable belief that the United States would 

never engage in an unjust war. He reassured his con­

gregation that the command to go to war:- wou.ld never be 

given by the President unless every ave:nu<::~ tor• an honor-

41 able settlement with Spain had been hopelessly barred. 

He was persona .. Lly certain that war• would not be waged. 

On the surface hls prophecy seemed quite plausible. 

Spain had conceded to the wishes of the United States. 

Spain had recalled its General Weyler and had granted to 



autonomy to Cuba. Ther•e was little reason to sup_;)ose 

that some compromise would not be reached without war. 

But Krauskopf was mistaken. The sensationalist press, 

Hearst and J>uli tzer and America embarked on an imper-

' ialistic war. It is in this political sphere that we 

see hww a great man must be limited by his ge. There 

is little ctoubt today that the United States undertook 

to fight S:pain because of the 11 yello-w press" and because 

American investment in Cuban sugar, plantations and 

mills agitated for war. 42 Yet, Krauskopf insisted that 

America was at war, not for• the sake of national aggrand­

izement, nor f'or a dis)lay of milita.l:'y skill, 11 but wholly 

for the saKe of peace among nations, for the a~e of 

23 , good-will among men. 11 l· 

That a man of the stature of Krauskopf could be so blind­

ly patriotic seems unbelievable, yet these are his -words: 

11 It iB God's will, not ours, tl.'lat our army is 
.mobilized and that our navy stands ready to 
belch forth death and destruction upon Hav­
ana and its people •••.• I am convinced that 
it is the will of God and not our own free 
cl'.1oice, that we are snanding today arrayed 
against each other ••••• that cruel war has 
at length been determined upon by Providence, 
as a final and effective measure for ~he 
suppression of Spannish atrocity •••• ~The U• 
nited States has been divinely chosen to es­
tablish the Dominion of Peace on American 

Ll II 
so: • 44 
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Words such as these, coupled with his fame for organ~ 

ization led to his being appointed Special Field Com­

missioner of the National Relief Commission to study 

the relief condi t:i.ons in the varj_oLlS camps of the U­

nited States Ar·my. 

It was not until 1914, however, that Krauskopf began to 

devote much of his preaching to the relation of morality 

to neu.trali ty and the various problems concerning dis-

armament. 

In 1914, .America., unbelievrungly had to face the fact that 

war had broken out in Europe. The immediate effect on 

.America, however, was felt only in industry. The rnun-

i tions manufacturers of the United. Bta tes had limJ.t.less 

markets; all kinas·of goods were manufactured and shipp­

ed to the Allies. The United States favored the Allies, 

partially because most foreign interests held by Amer­

ica were in Allied territmry, and partially because the 

gre~t English navy made shippment to the Central Powers 

unprofitable if not impossible. Popular sentiment was 

with the Allied powers who were engaged in fighting the 

"HUN11
• 

Krauskopf was undeniably pro-German in his frympathies. 

This was not unusual in tL1e Re:t:'orm rabbinate. The nnly 

f I 
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outstanding rabbi who was pro-Ally before America en•~ 

tared the war was David Philipson. 45 Krauskopf was most 

prolific in his dedication to neutrality and in urging 

the United States to remain unarmea. 46 

11 What degree of' c1vilization may we claim 
for our raising loud cries of indignation 
at Germany for violating the neutrality 
of Belgium when we our•selves violate tl1,i3 
the neutrality pledged to the bellige:r}l'.'fit 
nations at the outbr•eak of the war, by 
furnishin~ money and means to some of the 
belligerfnt nations to help them i.n their 
warfare agaLnst their op1Jonents ,,n 1r7 , 

Krauskopf' argued that there were times when the law-abid­

ing citizen must fearlessly denounce nis government when 

that government erred in its policy. Extreme chauvin­

ism was the~eatest evil of society. Militarism was the 

cause of the present conflict, and militarism was just 

as evident in England as in Germany. Krauskopf cited 

Shaw to show thc.t the guilt for war ·was as much with ll:;ng­

land as with Germany. Where Germany had spent huge sums 

of money building up an army, England had expended sim­

ilar sums in enlarging its navy. England had a driv:lng 

ambition to make itself' U:nconijuerable on land by gaini.ng 

supreme control of the sea. Krauskopf held that England 

had recognized at the outbreak of the war iis long await­

ed opportunity to subdue once and for all tts most for-
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midable trade rival, Germany. 48 

'Yet, in spl te of the president's appeal that Amer•icans 

prove themselves impartial in thought and action; that 

press, pulpit, and Jlatform say nothing and do nothing 

that might be construed as a preference of one of the 
ii,,,, 

belligerfnts over the other; Krauskopf heatedly point-

ed out that any casual glance at .American J?aper•s or mag­

azin0s would immediately show partiality. The vast ship­

ments of arms and ammunition and other war equipment to 

the allies exclusively, pointed to this total discrim­

ination and partiality. 49 

Krauskopf I s argument was a moral one. Neutr•ality meant 

just that. Amer•ica.n partiality was as much a br•oken 

treaty as Germany's entering Belgium. 50 It was the mor­

al responsibility of the American citizen to object to 

this violation of neutrality. 

11 If yet otb.er ;roof's you would have that 
. ba ttle13 may be fougllt at hoHle, whose vic­
tories will confer greater aistinction u­
pon the victors than any that have been 
won in bloody war, you need but think of 
~resident Wilson's neutrality declaration 
at the outbreak of the present world-war, 
and our nation's uninterrupted violation 
of it from that day to this. '151 
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Kraus~opf soon had to give up his fight for honest neu­

trality and tur,n nis attention to convincing bis people 

that armament was the greatest mistake the United States 

could possibly make. He pleaded non-armament on two ba­

ses. Firstly, the only pro-armament factions were in­

timately connected with the armament industry which would 
i::·2 

stand to make hugh profit in continued war•fare;:)_ sec ... 

ondly, the delusion of imminent warfare and consequent 

preparations ror war would inevitably lead the United 

States into armed co~bat. 53 Krauskopf was uncompromis­

ing in his denunc:1.ation or the armament manufacturers: 

"Someday the inside hlstory of the pas·~ year 
.and one-half will be written. It will re­
veal a hideous conspiracy, hatched by fin­
ancial interests, with no other end in view 
than dragging us into war, for the benefit 
of certain belligerent nations abroad, and 
certain conscienceless money-sharks at 
~ 11 ,wme. 511. 

Krauskopf bitterly hated the militarism which was sweep­

ing the United States. He maintained that the militar­

ists were war-mongers, and that as long as they were 

present, so long would there be war. rrnere was :u.terally 

nothtng that Krausn.opf wou.J.d not say or do to· keep Amer ... 

ica out of war and to defend the position of·tne Central 

Powers. When, in 1916, anti-German feeling was at its 
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h;ighest point, Kraumrnpf' spoke o:t' tr:1e many co:ntrlbutions 

which Americans of G0rman or~*in had made to our count­

ry. W:l.thin a moral and ettli.cal. fra;ne of re.t'erence, he 
I 

proteE1ted the .Liberty alloweu those who "toasted Eng ... 

land and wi.shed it victor·y"; while German symprJ.tnizers 

were not all.oweu to 11 say any good wora for• the German 

I1rn:peror. 11 55 

Once again KrJ..us1.rn_pf and C1is message W&.s doomed to fail­

ure •. The United StaLes was swept into war and with the 

Allied Jowers emergea victorious. Kra~skopf turned his 

attention to the queat of an equitable peace. J:i"'rom the 

moment the United States entered the war until the sue-

cessful end of hostilities, he remained silent; never 

uttering a word about America's role in the battle. 

~1th thesigning of the armistice, however, Kraus~opf saw 

great possibilities for everlasting ~eace and he pro­

ceeded to preach a messgge of forgiven0ss and brother­

hood..56 

HE~ becEcme a strong advocia.te of cou,plete c.Hsa.rmament, the 

International Court, the emanci~ation of s~bject nations, 

tl:le 1:1up_pre1::1sion of secret c:d.plornacy, the denial of lnd­

ividuals and individual nations of the right to manufac­

ture wa~ arms, and a constitutional law whicl1 would make 

a vote of the ~eople necessary for a nation to engage in 
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warfare.~ The United States nad waged a war, but 

11 not .t'or military glory- or territorial aggr•and.l ZEHnent, 

rather for the establishment of the supremacy of Dem­

ocracy over Au.tocracy. 1l1he main issue was from the very 

first a war to the death against despot~sm, absolutism, 

militarism, feudalism, imperialism, and all the accursed 

isms of dark and cruel ages that survived unto our day. 

,lil19. Germany won the war, __ hex• victory would ]1.§1:.§. me.ant 

.i,,he §..2.I'..BEJ:fl of autocracy QJLtl: all the world. 115[3 These 

are strange words considering what Kraus~opf had said 

in the years 1914-1~16. 

KrausAopf aggin 6Xhibi ted c:tis unwavering trust in the 

United States. A war had been wa3ed, be held, that must 

change the world. The world nad been made safe for dem­

ocracy. Tne American had placed himself at his country's 

call and had fought and died on foreign soil to end 

selfish nationalism, bitter race-hatred, and brutal lust 

for power.59 KrausKopf put his faith in Wilson and the 

fourteen points which he proposed. Wilson, for Krauskopf, 

became the Apostle of peace and righteousness, the opp­

onent of ~ilitarism, imperialism, hatre0, revenge, in­

justice; in short, the proponent of everything Krauskopf 

l, J. , 60 ,1e .ct o Gar. 

In the lac1t years of his mi.n.1.stry, Kr·ausrrnpf was again 



to be disillusioned. Wilson proved no match for Clem­

encou and Lloyd George, nor d:i.d rie n.nd adequate sup ... 

port for his policy in ais own country. Wilson's plans 

for an equitable ;;mace -were distortecl r;,nd f:i.nally d!ll's­

troye6. Wilson himself found his position no longer 

tenable and the greed of France and England soon became 

the greed of the United Stcttes. Kra,us.l7>:opf' saw his .fond 

dreams ror an equit~ble and lasting peace destroyed. 

His utter d:Lss:l.llus:Lonment is ev:L6ent in a sermon he 

preached in March, 1922: 

nwhy should anyone put faith 1n the words of 
diplomats whon he contrasts the words of 
Lloyd George spoKen in Parliament on the 
day on which England entered the World War: 
'As the Lord Liveth, England does not seek 
a yard of territory; we are in th:ls war 
from motives of purest chivalry, to de-
fend the wea.,c, 1 with his grabbing at the 
Paris Peace Conference wore than 400,000 
square miles? Why should anyone put faith 
in the words even of statesmen, whdn he 
rec:cu"ls tr1e _promise made by former .t?r.estdent 
Wilson to the German peo~le to the effect 
that, if ti:1ey would □ V'erthrow their auto­
cratic 3overnment and lay down thier arms, 
Peace Terms would be made with them in 
accordance with the spirit and letter of 
his :F'ourteen ,y □ i.nts. The German peo1:iile dld 
as they were told ••••• but not one of the 
promises made to them was kept. Wilson's 
II'ourteen :Points were not even brought be­
fore the Paris Peace Conference for consid­
eration. Terms were imposed u~on the con­
quered so cruel that the like of theAf has 
riever been ~nown in history, terms icipossi­
ble of execution, terms so drastic that 
they brea.u-}>~"iar instead of peace, world-ruin 
instead of world-reco:natructlon. 11 61 

I 
:,; 

1111 



Krauskopf may have 

to Germany that he 

been polit~cally naive, or so bound 
<11r 

lost si~ht,the real issues involved 
~ /\ 

in the war, but he proved himself right in his last 

prediction. For the most frightening aspect of Kr~us­

kopf1s complete dismay with the settlement of' the peace 

is that his prophetic words proved to be true, and 

twenty~five years later the world was once again em­

broiled in a devastating war. 
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The last two decades of the nineteenth century and the 

first decade of the twentieth century ~r6sented Ameri­

can Jfrw ry wi tr1 a new and s ert ous problem. Ant1-Semi­

tlsm in Euro9e naJ reached a new high point. The Drey­

f'us ease in l!'ranoe and the _pogroms in Russia were J.n, ... 

fluencing tens of thou.sandB of' Jews to leav·e Europe and 

make a new home in the land of freedom, America. The 

Dreyfus case had so impressed a German-Jewish newspaper 

cor.res J □ ndent that he hacl formulated the idea of Zion­

ism and the possibility of a Jewish State in Palestine. 

·Ttis ideal was to h~ve far-~eaching effect and become a 

major issue ln th~ life of the American Jew. The Rus­

sian .1)O3roms, culrninat ine~ with the ho:eri bJ.e Ki.s heneff' 

massacre, had brought multitudes of irn0overished Jews 

to ArnE.:rica ••..• Jews who c;ettled in th,s slu.m areas f orm1ng 

their own ghettoes; Jews who labored in sweat-shops and 

often became public char~es because of ill-health; Jews 

who brought wl th thf:::m tc1e:Lr Eu_ropean customs and cere­

monials; Jews who ware a definite problem to the well­

assim:Llfated American Jews of -German origin. The Reform 

Jew found himself in a peculiar position in bts beloved 

America. Formerly he had been fully accepted; had become 



-100-

well-Americanized; had achieved prosperity and pos-

it.ion in soeiety. Now, trn fou . .nd it nE:,cesaary to apol .... 

ogize f' or his 11 brethr~ni" to whom he felt no kinshi1) and 

in some way to Pl."'ovo to the Gentile thi.:1,t this nev•J ar­

rival was an altogether different species who ir1ust be 

differentiated from himself, an American of Mosaic faith. 

Krauskopf, the spokesman of the Reform J8W found much 

work to be done in this .fleld of a,)Olofetlcs. He found 

it his duty to ex_plai:n his _peo1Jle and thls 11 new" people 

to the non-J0wish world and he found it necessary to 

enlighten the Reform Juw on what his religion was and 

w t1a t, 1 t meant,. 

Ever a man of decisive action, Krauskopf immediately went 

to the source of tr1e problem. In 189L~, he 1.-Je:nt to Rus­

sia to survey the Jewish position and consider Jossible 

remedies. Krauskopf's dislike for Russia was immediate­

ly intensified when he found difficulty in gaining entry. 

In 1832 the United States and Russia ha0 made a treaty 

which granted f'ree entr•y to tou.r:tstr:1 and buslness me:n in 

ei th~r country. Russia had broKen 1 ts treaty by ba.r·d.ng 

Amer•ican Jews from 1ts territory. It was cnly aftar 

ct.iplomatic exchhnges between vvashin3ton an.cl Moscow that 

Krauskopf gained entry to Russia. 1 

Once in Russia, KrauBkopf attempted, by .Personal a;;i_peal 
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to the Czar, to bring about a change in the attitude of 

the government tw:ward the J0ws, so that it ::-n:lgbt be pos­

sible for the Jews to remain unmolested in their native 
r') 

land.~ Upon inspection, Krauskopf came to the conclu-

sion that such a solution was impossible. The following 

years proved him correct. The R~ssian Jews were pushed 

into the Pale of' Scte,lernent without work, .room or food. 

They were denied education and forced into conversion. 

Rernainlng l:n Ru~sia meant death at the hands of barbar ... 

ians .• 3 The East-Eu.ropean Jew OOtlld fJ.nd haven only in 

the United States. Krauskopf, therefore, realistically 

limited his attention to settlement of these immigrants 

and to winning acceptance for them in the eyes of Amer-

Krauskopf clearly saw that the immigrant Jew must not be 

allowed to settle in the already congested areas of the 
I+ easter·n eoast. K.rau.skopf was a proud ,Jew and he keen-

ly felt the evil effect wnich slum-ghetto life was hav­

ing on the immigrant Jew. For the first time in his­

tory the Jews were suffering from lung disease; Jews were 

becoming criminals; and the moral standards of the Jewish 

d - ,, j • . 5 woman were eci.nins. American Jews and :rwri-Jews were 

alike afraid that this great immigration wa~ growing be­

yond the power of control; that desp1te millions of' dol-
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lars expended in charity, despite hospitals and or­

phanases, the immigrants would become a quantitative­

ly impoirnible public charge. Such consideration, and 

the fear that the immigrant, in his terror and want, 

would force the American lE:1.bore.r. to accept lower vmges 

and longer hours, propelled Krauskopf into a huge un­

dertalting. 

Durlng Kr·a.u.slrn:CJi' 1s journey in Russia, he met Count Leo 

Tolstoi. Together, they visited the Jewish Agricul­

tural School at 06essa, where Toistoi pointed out the 

success of the Jews in agricultural pursuits. Krausk­

opf came to the conclusion that the only ~ossible reme­

dy against pauperlzation by reason of the congestion 

and the physioal and moral degener•acy of th6' cities was 

the establishing of agricultural colonies, not only in 

America but throughtut the world. 

11 I was greatly aidc;1d in arr-.1.v1nc':5 at this 
conclusion by a discussion of the Jewish 
quei~tion wi.th Count rrolstoi. 1Make a 
bread-producer of the Jew', said he to me, 
'and you will proctuce a cbange in the 
world's attit~de to½ard the Jew ••••• you 
have freed 01n ln the United Stutes, and 
the most fertile soil on the face of the 
earth. Why have you suffered your la~ge 
cities to becoill6 congested with for~tgn­
ers? Why have you suffered ghettos~ to 
spd.-ng up in. your free America? Why have 
you suffered sweatshops to curse the life 
of the lmmigrarrt Jew, and to poison the 
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public mind against the immigrant? Re­
pair the wrong while yet you may.• Rel­
ieve your congestion by colonization. 
Start Farm Schools all over your broad 
lands. Bring back the Jew to his orig­
inal pursuits, and he will ~nee again 
become of the blessers and of the -~blessed 
of' the earth. 11 6 

On April 10, 1896, the National F'arm School was inc or­

porated. Krauskopf devoted much of his time to its de­

velopment. He u.ndertook lecture tours to provide ftil.nds 

t'or the school, speaRing endlessly of tbe great need 

the.re was .t'or such an institution and of rna.ny more like 

it. Although the impetus for the school had originally 

come from the necessity to find gneral acceptance for 

the immigrant Jew, Krauskopf began to see its larger pos­

sibilities. One had merely to turn to t tie city s lurns t o 

see hundreds of thousands of men and women and childran 

morally and f)hysica.1.ly rotting, although health awaited 

them in the country close by. Mllli~ns of dollars were 

being expanded annua~ly to supJort these peop)e, who 

might bave earned millions of dollars in agricul~ural 

pursuits. He expx·essed amazement at the 11 libera.ls 11 who 

seemed to be shutlng their eyes to the 11 hotbeds of' d:l.s­

content in city sweatshops and cries of miserj ln city 

slum-districts. 117 ~.:'he answer to trie problEnrrs of' pover•ty 

and misery, of ~namp1oyment and labor difficulties lay 
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in agricultural. puBsui t. Europe was in need of Amer­

ican produce, and America could provide for this need.. 

11 Buch is my conviction, else the National 
,l1'arrn School would never have been found­
ed, and would never have been kept alive 
to this day, tn the 1'ace o.t· endless opp­
os itlc:n and disc ourugement. Such 1s my 
conviction else the National Farm School 
would uot have sent eight young men out 
into the world, successfully and honorab­
ly following their chosen vocation as pra­
ctical and scientific agriculturists, who 
otherwi~e might have wasted away in city 
s.lurns. 1 8 

1rhroughout his Minsitry Krauskopf wor-ked for the National 

Farm School seeing it grow and produce what he considered 

much needed agriculturists. Thvaughout the year he de­

voted a portion of his lectures to the financial support 

of' the National F'arm School. 9 

II 

Despite the heroic efforts of Krauskopf to place immi­

grant Jews in agricultural areas, and remove them from 

the cities where they but added to the labor ·crisis, pride 

and prejudice WEre beco,ning dee_i;)ly entrenchEid in .Americ­

ans. Knowing the serious plight of European Jewry a.:nd 

their need for refuge in the United States, Krauskopf did 



-10!5,.., 

everything within i:.ds power to change anti-Semitic op­

inion. In answer to the cries that the country was 

being Europeanized by vast masses of illiterate, un­

desirab.le, unas eim:Llated, non-Protest,ants, Krauskopf 

aJpealed to ~an's lowest instinct: Greed: 

11 11
0 be sure, most of the immigrants are 

.poor. Insteid of rinding rault, the 
restrictionists ou~d:rt, to thank God tlrn.t 
im,nir.i:rants ar•e ;ioor. ':I1he forei1::cner's 
pove;ty rnaKes possible the nati;es 1 s wea­
lth. But for his poverty, most of-our 
coal rni.nes and mills and factor'ies would 
stc.i.nd idle, s ewErs would remain unbuilt, 
streets uncleaned, homes unserved, farms 
uncultiVQt~.,d. 1~o bEi.X' our gates to for­
eigners because of poverty would mean 
barring, at the arne time, the natives' 
door to prosper:lty. 11

10 

One imagines that these woras must have cost Kraus~opf 

ctearly. But they indicate the devotion he haJ to justice 

and to his 9eople. 

Krauskopf although principally interested in anti-Semi­

tism was well aware or the larger evil of prejudice in 

general. In 1908, he delivered a seri0s of sermons which 

he· entitled: 11 Pr•ejudice--Its Genesis and Exr:-iau1:1 11 •
11 In 

this series Krauskopf analyzed the social, religious, 

rmt1ona1 and economic .r·easons 1'o.r' prejuc:iice·~and then of­

fered solutions to this social evil. 
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In the year 1900 Krauskopf was laying the blame for the 

low estate of the Negro squarely on wnite society. The 

Negro had been forced into idleness, driven into the 

slums, denied rnembersbi:p in churches, refused store or 

office room, and then accused of being by nature and in­

stinct a criminal. Kraus.trnpf' took ttle white man to task 

and accused ttim of 11 every bestiaJ.ity and debauchery of 

the Ne~ro with mnly himself to blame ••.•• not a society 

that l:rns throvm him into the mud an.d then calle·d him 

dirty. 1112 Kr-ausko_pf pic.:tu:r·ad the Negro as being by dis­

poslt:Loh: 11 kLndly, dff'actionate and loyal, capa.ble of 

self control; with a strong religious instinct, brave 

and patrj_otic, eager for education. 1113 

Krauskopf's aemands of the white man were quite simple. 

He wanted li~e op □ ortun1ty for the negro in ed~cation, 

worlt a.nd wages. He placed uis demanos on a moral basis: 

11 We shall not escape the consequences of our 
injustice. God is long suffering, but God 
is also just. We cannot long ao evil to 
others, or sufter it tote done, without 
in the end, suffering it ourselves; when 
we i'asten one end of a cha1n around a 
brother's neck, the other end will inevit­
ably f1cii~ ten its elf ""round our own. 11 l4 

Although Krauskopf devoted himself to the problem of pre­

judice in generai, 15 he felt that his foremost duty was 
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to combat anti-Semitism. He iirst attacked the problem 

by worxing with the Jews themselves, to maKe them more 

attractive to their Chirstian neighbors. The vast mass­

es of immigrants recerrtly come to the United States had 

brought with them tneir European Judaism. By virtue of 

their large numbers they were fast submerging Reform 

Jewry. They were snug in their beliefs, persisted in 

uBing -Yidc.U.sh, und clamored loudly :t'or Zionism, which to 

the American frequerrtly meant that the Jew was neither 

identifying with nis new land nor interestea in its wel­

fare. Krauskopf insisted that this type of Jew must be 

transformed quickly in order to safeguard the interests 

of the Americanized Jew, He suggested branch synagogues 

and religious schools in the ghettoes in order to teach 

the foreign element what they must accept. 16 

.Another so.Lution offered by Krauskopf was thi.~ N'ational 

li'arrn School prog.r·am and the tra.nsrorrnation of the immi­

grant Jews from industrial to agricultural pursuits. 

11 rrhese oolonles, once settled on the fertile bosom of our• 

broad land, the reproach will be removed from the house 

of Israel, ~na anti-Semitism will be robbed of its bit­

ter0es t chc:1,rge. 1117 

The need for protecting the Americanized Jei greatly 

affected Krau8k □ pf 1 s view on Zionism. The appeal of the 
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Jew for justice, Krauskopf argued, must be on a moral 

basis. 'fi1e Statue of Liberty promised haven to all per­

secuti.:.:d. .i-l.mericans could not prohibit the '1landing of 

that handful of' u.n.Cortunrate poor, whom overcrowded and 

poverty-ridden Europe could not support. It is not ex­

clusion nor restr:i.ction that the Immigri:~nt question wants 

but thoughtful guidance cilld wise regulations. 1118 

The problems that tortured Krauskopf's mind and soul• more 

than any other concerned nis stand on the Zionist issue. 

He did not sse Zionism as the solution to the problem of 

anti-Semitism. 19 He fully understood the problems that 

the Jewish people faced. He realizea tne dangers that 

political Zionism held for American Jews. He believed 

that the immediate answer to the problems of the the Jews 

was not political Zionism, whose principles, he felt, 

were untenable, but rcttner tbe colonization 01' Jew.s ln 

arc:as throughout the world. 'l'>:1is l,:ind of 11 zionism" was 

meaningful to him. 

In 1897 Krauskopf clearly stated his position. He had 

trav-eled through the Russian Pale and along the 3-alician 

border and had seen, though\ only as a tourist, the deep 

sorrow of the Jew. He could not join with the heartless 

scurrilous, well-red writers ~nd rabcls wh~ tre~ted the 

problem of Zionism with contempt. 20 Yet he could not ac-
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capt political Zionism. 

11 .Am I real.Ly a Zionist 'f If my belief t.ha t 
the solution of the Jewish question lies 
in relieving the many congested centres 
of Jewish population, (1) by turning the 
thouo~nas of Jews ••.•• of thos countries 
where they enjoy equal rights ...•• from 
the over-crowded and debasing petty-trad­
ing and sweatshop pursuits of the cities 
to agricultural oal~ings in the country, 
thereby betterine: the conctitlon and, streng­
thening the position of those who remain and 
of those who are transplanted; (2) by set­
tling the millions of Je~a ...•• of those 
countries where they are not wanted .••.• 
as ~griculturists in Palestine, if for 
economic or other reasons, they find no 
other or nearer country open to them; {3) 
by establishing the hundreds of thousands 
of Jews ••.•• of those countries where though 
tolerated, there is no room or employment­
for them, especially the Jews of strong 
Orthodox and oriental proclivities ••••• 
as agriculturists in Zion, the land of 
their sires ..•.. if, moreover, my belief 
that with Israel's return to the agricultural 
and industrial pursuit of the Zionists of old 
there would be an end to the fearful physi­
cal and moral and mental decay, into which 
the almost exclusive trading and sweatshop 
pursuits, enforced and voluntary, have de­
generated the Jew .•.•• then am I a Zionist and 
prc)Ud to Oe o.ne. 11 21 

At the turn of the century, Kraus~opf felt that the most 

i~mediate solution of the proble~ of Jewish settlement was 

not Palestine, but the English offer of a portion of its 

East African possassions as the refuge for eersecuted 

Jews. This idea appealed to Krauskopf because its accept-
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ance would mean a lessening of the political phases of 

Zionism wnlle solving many of tne problems wnich it 
, 22 confronted. 

Krauskopf opporrnd political Zionism partly because he 

felt that it was not practical, but more because to him 

the Jews ware the adherents of a creed, and not a race 

or nation. 111J!heir mission is among the nations r•ather 
. 27-

than in a nation o:f their ov1n. 11 -:> Krauskopf, howevEn•, 

did not c,mtertain the fear of' certa1n anti-Z:Lonlsts that 

a return of some Jews to Palestine would reflect on the 

patriotism of other Jews who continued to live in the 

land of their choice. In this, he was almost alone in 

the Reform ra.b!Jinate. 24 

KrausLopf clearly saw that anti-Semitism was not caused 

solely by religious differences. "In matters of reli­

gion the cultured American Gentile is generally lndi:t'f­

erent.1125 It was ih social requirements that the gen­

tile was very particular. It was in this sphere that 

these newly arrived Jews were most guilty of sin. They 

were ill-mannered, vulgar, loud, ostentatious, obsessed 

by money and they thrust themselves into places where 

26 they were not warrtea.- This evil nad to ~e quickly 

corrected or the position of the Jew in America would be 
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seriously and ~ermanently impaired. The JEW, being a 

small minority, was in the lime~ight and must be better 

than his fellow-gentile if he was to gain good will and 

considerate treatment. 2'7 

In accordance with his views that anti-semitism must be 

combated first by making the Je½ more acce~table to his 
~'¢'' ~ 

nei~hbors, Krauskopf be~an to infuse his con~re~ants - - ~ - -
~ -

,..:w~:l-'tri the basic tenets 01' Reform. Tl1e Reform Jew had 

broken away 1'rom te1e be .. Liefs and .9ractices of his an­

cestors. His concept of right and wrong was different. 

His God was no ~anger a tribal God of Israel alone; he 

did not hold that Paltstine was the only land sacred in 

the eyes of God; his services could no lon.;,er be a hy­

brid mixture of urie:ntalism and Occicientalism, of Kab-
{ ' 

bc,lism and R1;.{:~'i onalisrn. 28 
j 

The Jew had to be made aware of what nis religion. said 

concerning the problefr;B of' th.e c.iay; problems St.lCh as Jud­

aism's stana on the )osttion of JNius. rrhe first step 

was logically, th(, establ1.sbrn0nt of' a JE.wish Publication 

Society th~t would bring to Jews literature informing 

t~am on a wultitu~e of religious ~nd social .questions. 

To Krau•~opf, the most natural step was to.~rganize such 

an institution. On June 3, 1888, the Jewish Publication 
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Society of America was born. This society was to place 

books on t1ist ory, rel 161 on, and Jewish literature in the 

n6mes of Jews throu~hout the United States, This society 

was to suvply the material with which Jewish children 

could obtain religious education; to acquaint the adult 

with the real differences that prevailEd between Jew and 

Ohr•istian, thu.s. enablin~ him to see what common gi:r.aund 

there was between the two faiths. 29 

III 

Krausko~f was not, however, entire~y an apologist. He 

saw the many raults of the Christians in their views of 

Jews and Judaism and his sharp tongue lashed out at the 

Christian time after time. One of the mo~t vexing prob­

lems was the Christian conLention that the Jews had cru­

cified the Son of God and therefore must be hattd. Kraus­

kopf attacked this view on a scientific an0 historical ba-
7.Q 

c;, ·'1 <;:I ) 
~. j,,;,I. 

nTheir pessirni.stic view displays little know­
led~e or the theological cataclysms that 
have shaKen Qjristolo3y to its very founda­
tions, ever since Darwin and Spencer, and 
their co-laborers maoa their advent, ~var 
since the mythologies and Ll □6mas of the 
New Testament fell under the uissolving in­
fluences of' modern crltic:l.sm a.net science. 11

31 
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Krauskopf used biblical criticism with a devastating 

effect on fundawental Christianity which insisted that 

the Jsw must accept Jesus. He analyzed the Christian 

belief in Gh.r:\.st. T.he Christians l)e .... i0ved that (1) Christ 

was miraculously born; (2) performed miracles; (3) was 

marffelously wise, having direct .revalations from God 

in heaven; (L~) at the ;nome::it ot his cl.eath the e:ntlr1 e un­

i verse was upset; (5) his deatb wau part of the divine 
·t.i-,(~~ 

plan; (6) he descended into hell to redeem/'\damned; (7) 
/ 

his was a vicarious atonement for the sins of man. But 

when asKed where in the New Testamerrt this do~ma was ,~ 
7-2 

found, the Christian was hard put for an answer.~ 

"We see from a comparison betvieen the goe­
pel13 of' St. :Mark and St. John, that the 
older tne stor,t of JeSLlf:3, tt1e s:Lmple:c it 
:Ls, the· freer from sup<:,.r-.rmtu . .ral, the 
friendlier to the JGw; anct that the fur­
ther removed the story is from the liie­
time of Jesus, the more elaborate, com­
plicated, ecclesiastical, Christologipal, 
it becomes, and the mmra hostile it grows 
towards the Jew. 11 33 

Nor would Krauskopf stand for Jefamat1o:n of the synagogue. 

Wben in 1919, Bargent' s infamous .t)ai.rrting '1thf:1 Synagogue" 

was placed ln the Boston Public Ltbrary, Krausxrnpf be-­

came enraged and demanded that it be taken down, for the 

constH,ution of a fre~) America BX.LJlio:l.tly forbade the 

placing of scurrilous, prejudicial material in a ~ublic 

--- --~---
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At the turn of the century, an epidemic of passion 

9lays broke out over the iaoe of Europe. KrausKopf 

att6nded the infamous Passion Play held at Oberammer­

gau and r1is outblU'st from t;:1e _;iu.1£):it ;,,ias vitriolic in 

its denunciation of this un-Ohristian drama: 

''It being un-Obx~istian to preaot'.1. and teach and 
enact even a true story, if by it passions 
are aroused and prejudices engendered, what 
shall we say when that is uone, Gay after 
day, year after y~ar, century after century, 
in church and j_n school, in press and on 
stage, with a story that is false, all false, 
and that leads to results most Jainful to 
to the Jew, and most injurious to the pro• 
motion of ,;Jeaoe and good ·will.'? 11 35 

'rtie passion _play i:it Polna also arou.sed Kr·.smsirnpf to make 

a plea to the Ohristiaa world to stop plays of that 

nature. 36 

With the birtl1 of' tr1e twentieth centur•y, anti-Semitism 

reached unprecedented height8. The Jew was being at­

tacked as owning most of the wealth not only of the United 

States but the entire world; he was suspected of attempt­

ing to gj_n control of the world; and most setiously, his 
~ 

loyalty and patriotism was constantly challenged. Kraus-

kopf met e~ch challenge with a rational and reasonable 

' ' I 

! 
l 
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reply. Ha believed that the Jew was neither race, na­

tion nor denominaticn, but rather a combination of the 

threa.37 H~ accepted the cry that the Jew was clannish 

but he replied that this was not by choice. Society 

with its prejudice forced the Jew to travel in his own 

social eircle. He was discriminated against in the army, 

in schools and in hotelsi he was defamed in the litera­

ture o~ the day, and once rejected, on the basis of 

Jewishness, he refused to subject himself to further a­

buse .38 

:i 

1rt1e Jew must remain a Jew thoughtoonversion to Christi• .. 

anity ~ould be to his advantage. For the Jew could not 

accept Jesus as the Mesiah, born of hum~n mother and god; 
I 

Li/ 
nor.' cou . .Ld he be.lieve in the suspensiDn of' the irwnutfble 

t 

laws of nature, nor in the cruelty of his ancestors. Be­

sides, Christianity without Chrlstology became Judaism.39 

Kraus~opf suspected the motives of those Jews who had 

converted to Onristianity: 

11 RernemberLng that a man's religious belief 
is often the herita~e of gener~tions of 
ancestry, interwoven with his fibre, there­
fore, not easily cast aside, and seeing 
that, religiously and ethically, Jud~ism 
and Christianity are the saem, that w}1en 
they differ it is only in a few moot~the­
ological points, which are entirely dis­
pensable for leading a true and pure life 

- - -~ -- --~-----
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on earth, it becomes evident, that when 
we see apostasies from Judaism to Christ­
ianity, we cannot attribute such conver­
sion to some sudden dawning of a light 
that nave~ dawned berore., ..• I believe 
that these conversions are due to other 
motives than those of conviction, either 
to persuasion or to rorce or to policy. 
Ii' not due to any oi' these, then I be.Lieve 
them due to some aberration of the mind, or 
to sheer aes~eration, in c0nsequence of 
persecution or fanatical narrowness, with­
in tbe i'old. 11 40 

Krauskopf, in a series of lectures, discussed converts 

from Judaism through the ages to show how some force Of 

ther than religion impelled these oonver•sio:ns. 41 1rhis 

was ~ue of converts from Judaism, but converts to Jud­

aism had ah entirely different reason. A convert to 

Judaism was never one rorced to convert. Rather he was 

attracted to 11 itr.-J simple gr1 bind1:-Ju.r• of doctrine, nobility 

of he~rt and scul and mind which it fostered, by the 

divine halo wc.d,oh it sheds about the rights and lit:art,ies 

of the ind:Lvluua1 1142 , despite obstacle, disadvantage, and 

contempt. 

This was not the ohly time that Christianity came out 

second best in the comparisons Krauskopf continually 

drew. One of the most masterful exa~pl0s was Krauskopf's 

interpretatlon of "Cyrano de Bergerac 11
• He·~-held that 

Cyrano was the Jew; of inner beauty in mind and soul. 

--- ---~ - -- ~--
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Christian was the Christian, whose IY'Dut-ward form. was 
f' 

v,ery :fair. In the clistor-y of' ci.vilization lt was the 

blending of the Jewish SJir1t ~nd the Christian form 

which conquered the heart of Humanity. (Roxane). Yet, 

it is the Jewish heart andsuul and mind that win, even 

though Cnristian secures the prize; for in those few 

moments when he tries to win the heart of humanity by 

himself, without the aid of the Jewish soul4, he fails 
!, 
'/, 

dismally. 

11 Whc1,tever Humard.ty has loved as subl:i.rnely 
grand and glorious and divine has all 
been Jewish. It is the Jew who reached 
the heart of Humanity through the Christ­
ian. Western civilization all itself 
Christian, and yet ls J6w1sh to the core. 
The God it worships, the Christ it seeks 
to imitate, the b:lble it cherisues as its 
most sacred treasure, the Psalms it sings, 
the Prophets it reads, tht Beatitudes it 
repeats, the Sabbath it~oferves, the Dec­
alogue it follows, the moral law it makes 
the basis of social and political life, 1 
all these are the outpourings of the Jews 
heart and soul and mind. And unlike Cy­
rano, the Jew will ultim~tely be recognized 
by humanity before it is tuo late ••... tne 
Jew will ultimate~y receive the laurel of 
his own s9otless acbievernent. 11 ,+3 

rrhe scurrilous anti-Semi tic propaganda which. Henry Ford '~/ 

printed in Dearborn was passed over his 

most dev·e::3tating and crushing manner: 11 It is not for the 

cobbler to criticize ought else but the shoe 1144 



... 118-

The equally dangerous assuwption that Jews were un­

iversally wealthy ~as proven a fallacy by Krauskopf. 

He admitted that centuries of compulsory engagement in 

trading pursuits had devoloped in many Jews a superior 

skill in traaing and in finance, but this trait was an 

acquired one, not a natural one. He nad little difficw 
.~~:;ttti·,t~tl,,~..-~ 

ulty in pointing out.the great wealth in the United States 
rl'' ,t.l.1' 

W&B not in the hands of Jews, for the Rockefellers, the 

Astors, the Russel Sages, the Oarnegies, the J!'rlcks, 

i;,J1~,.J~X:-.u.i>1,·s, the Vanderbilts, the Goulds, the Flaglers, 

the Morgans, the Wanamakers, the Hydes, the Rhodes, the 

Wideners and ElKins wer•e none of them Je-wish. 45 

As for the Patriotism of the Jew, Krauskopf could not 

understc:,.nd how it could .L'or o.ne moment be doubtea.1+6 

1.rhough the Jew, thr·oughout t1istor•y, had never received 

what the avera3e citizen must receive to be patriotic .•• 

•• equallty, guarantee of inalienable human rights, lib­

erty of consc1ence, peaceful relationsbips with his fel-

low citizens, irrespective of cr~ea or race ••••• the Jew 

had always been loyal to the country in which he lived, 

whether that country had been Germany, Austria, England, 

Fr~nce, Russia or the United States. 47 

11 Wnile ott'1ers, end u.rin°· but an inflnl t­
es imal p~rt of their ?the Jews) suffer-
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ings, :tnaugurate Reigns of' Terror ••••• 
the Jew permits himself to be spat u­
pon, to be trampled underfoot, patient­
ly he endures, heroical~y he suffers, 
he continues the Patriot, heaps bene­
fits u~on the people th&t degrade him 
and blesses that hand that smites him. 
The Patriotism of the J~w is to me his 
highest virtue. 11 Li-E3 

If anti-Semitic feeling could be transformed into pro­

Jewish sentiment by the use of rational argument and 

proof, Krd,uskopf was t i:1e man to do it. He f' ought as 

a brave Jew inspiring other Jews to be equally brave. 

He accepted his Judaism proudly and invited his fellow­

Jew to do llKewise. Throughout his career, he was al­

ways faitnful to the creed he formulated for himself in 

the early ye~rs of his rabbinate: 

11 Searchi.n3 1n my deepest depth for my be­
-lief, I f1nd this to be an honest state­
ment of my creed: I believe in the love 
of man and in the love of God. I believe 
in service human and in service divine. I 
believe in labor as manjy and in duty as 
Godly. While proudly acknowledging my 
Israelitish descent, and my and the civ­
ilized world's indebtedness to Judaism, 
and while eager to maintain my historic-
al identity with that people and faith, 
still I believe that all people are my 
brethren, and that my God is a.11 peo;;Jles' 
God. I believe in extending the hand of 
:celtgi OllS fellowship to all who bell.eve as 
I bel1eve, no matter what their ctes~ent or 
what their prior creed, and the hand of so­
cial t'ellOWSGip to all who think and act 
as I do, no matter what their creed or con-

- --
- - - - ---- ----~ 
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dition. I believe in doing as I would 
be done by. I believe in obedience to 
the laws of God as written in our hearts, 
to the laws of nature ~s inscribed in the 
universe, to the laws of man as enjoined 
in the codes and scriptures. I believe 
that all men have a right to social and 
intellectual and moral and religious free­
dom. I believe in a weekJ.y Sabbatn f'or 
rest, recre~tion and worship. I believe 
that it is all men's duty to acquire know­
ledge, and to foster it, to love progress 
and to further it. I believe in the in­
violability of life and property, in th& 
sanctity of ths home and of the family­
ties. I believe that the good of all Bi­
bles may be accepted, and th&t the evil 
of all scri~tures may be rejected. I be­
lieve that the 6 ood 0.x.a:11.i;)lE and precepts 
of all r•eli2::ious i,.eachers may be followed, 
no matter what thli~fr race or nationality, 
and thi:i.t their ev'i'! exain)lG and prece_;its 
wust be shunned, even if they are of our 
own raith or folk. I beiieve that virtue 
~nd sin will ~ltim~tely meet with their 
reward. I believt, in tho su1iremacy of 
reason ove.r faitl:1, of' inqu1ry over cr•ed­
ulity. I believe in forms and ceremonies, 
Uhen they are accessories to awe and rev­
er•er10e, wlrnn tr1ey stimulat,e the mind. to 
r1ght trdnkin,5 1 and the heart to right 
feeling, and the hana to ri3ht doing. I 
believe that 1gnorance is a curse and 
should oe extirpat~d, that tyranny is a 
crime and sho~ld be eradicated, that 
fanaticism is a vice and should be uprooted, 
that war is a mortal sin, and should be 
expunged. I believe that happiness is for 
the highest good, and that peace and good­
will are the best means for its attain-

t II men • 
49 

30 
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