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PREFACE

In examining the early years of the Jewish Socialist
movement in America, we have the opportunity to study the
workings of an institution, which, despite its own particular
purposes and problems, may still :be regarded as typical.

What we see taking place in the span of a single generation is
the transformation of one movement, with a given ideology,
purpose, and program, into something quite dif'ferent, yet
retaining the same name, personnel, and format. We observe
the roles played by individual leaders, the jockeying for
positions of authority, the schisms based upon ideals and

the realignments based upon convenience,

The Russian Jewish Socialists who arrived in the Uni-
ted States in the early 1880's were a small group of theore-
tical Marxists. In Russia the whole program of the Socialist
movement was the hastening of the social revolution. This
was carried on.undergrnund'by a relatively small number of
individusls. Jewish participation in this movement was due originally
to the Russian Jews' conviction that only with the overthrow
of the Czarist government could Jewish emancipation be achieved.
The Jewish Socialists were intellectuals, atheists, and assim-
ilations, who as they became more active in the affairs of

the Russian party, increasingly lost touch with and interest

in Russian Jewry.
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Forced to flee, these men came to America, where
they fuuﬂd things considerably different. The Socialist
movement which they encountered was not a single unit in
which they could participate as they had done in Russia.

The movement was one consisting largely of refugees from
other countries, and essentially organized on the basis of
national groupings. Thus these Russian eosmopolitans were
required to make a first concession to their ideals by wor-
king as a separate Jewish group on a par with national
groups. Their only link to the Jewish immigrants was the
Yiddish language.

It was this frail link which ultimately became the
raison d'@tre of the Jewish Socialists. Their theoretical
Marxism came to grief in the traumatical attempts made to
implement in American politics and the labor movement.

The Socialist movement in America became native in both com-
position and interests. Finally the influx of immigrants
with the diaspnra-natinnaiistic approach to Socialism over-
whelmed the previous cosmopolitans, and they conceded here
too. By 1905 the former political movement became essentially
a literary movement, retreating into the last citadel -=- the
Yiddish language. Of the original assimilationist Marxists

there was no more: in their place was a number of constantiy
bickering individuals, intent on dominating some tiny aspect
of American Jewish life.




1: The Origins of American Jewish Socialism

In January of 1892 a new magazine appeared on the
news stands of New York's Jewish East Side. On its cover
was portrayed a young woman clad in classical style, hold-
ing in her left hand a flaming torch, and in her right,
two tablets with Hebrew lettering. They did not spell out
the ancient commandments of the ancient faith, but rather
the new single command of the prophet of scientific Soc-
ialism; "Workers of all lands, unitel™. Her torch was
dispelling darkness, and by its light could be seen the
motto "labor omnia vincit" over her head, instruments of
the arts and sciences at her feet, and before her the

following lines:

The
ZUKUNF T*
a scientific socialist monthly
published
by the
Yiddish speaking sections, S-pr'
0
Anmerica.

The Socialist Labor Party was following up its successful

weekly venture, by publishing a Yiddish.language monthly.
Its statement of purpose, appearing on page one

and facing a portrait of a benign Karl Marx, is deserving

of some attention.

Our program may actually be expressed in thre
words: we are Social-Democrats. >

What this implies, . . . we shall explain more

* ®"Zukunft™ means "future®,
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thoroughly and explicitly in the "Zukunft",if the
loyalty and activity of our comrades and sympathi-
zers enable us to have a "zukunft".[Note the play
on the word “zukunft", meaning both the name of
the magazine, and "future".]

We say quite frankly, and we do not wish to
conceal the fact from anyone, that we are beginning
to publish a scientific magazine in Jargon {sic!
i.e. Yiddish|-- something new in the meager liter-
ature of Jargon -- but still an experiment. The
Jewish labor movement is growing very rapidly,
and is developing such workers who want to study
the social question of our time thoroughly, and
especially, to educate themselves; unfortunately,
they nave been unable to accomplish this, since
until recently, only buffponery and old-wives!
tales were being written in Jargon, and they are
not at all acquainted with other languages, or
only so slightly that they are unable to under-
stand a book or a serious article. It is for
these serious workers who desire knowledge and
want to become educated that we publish the "Zukunft™,.

The "Zukunft" is not merely a Socialist organ
in the narrow sense of the word, but a journal of
general education. . . « We also want [the wnrkmad]
to understand well how humanity arrived at its
present level, how it lived formerly, and how it
has developed. « « «» In addition to scientific
articles in pure mother-tongue concerning various
important questions, we will also publish stories,
poems, and reviews on the arts; for we hold that
the arts educate and ennoble the person, and it
is our wish to combine, so to say, ™business with
pleasure". . « . Inasmuch as pure knowledge is
not a partisan matter, the "Zukunft™ cordially
invites the co-operation of everyone who is in
a position to write something from which the readers
may learn something, or derive aesthetic pleasure. (1)

This opening statement of purpose is quite clear and
explicit. Yet it is not in this formal program that we find
$+ts raison d'etre best described in the first number of the

nZukunft®, Because of even greater moment than the question,




"Why should Jewish Socialists publish such a magazine?",
is the question, "Why should there be Jewish Socialists?".
In describing the conditions which existed among the Jewish
immigrants, the important role occupied by the radical ele-
ments, both Anarchist and Sncialist; shouldrnop dnlyrbheﬁnted;
but explained. That these radical elements were to be found
in an immigrant group is not unusual: other groups =-- the
Polish, Italian, German, Russian, et. al. -- also included
these expatriates, either forced or voluntary. It was in
the Jewish group that this small nucleus seems to have -
exerted an influence far greater than its numerical proportion
might warrant, an influence which was strong in its own and
in the following generation.

The "Zukunft® in-its opening issue does not give
a formal presentation of the "why" of the movement. This
is to be found, not in a scholarly, scientific article, but
in the literary selection which they included, Jacob Gordin's
®"The Floating Cuffin".gz) This is a sketch -- a "fantasy" as
Gnrdiﬁ calls it -- of an immigrant ship, one of those crowded
freighters converted for the lucrative immigrant trade. One
of its passengers, a Jew, is on the point of death -- a young

man, respected amdzbeloved by his fellow passengers. He dies,

and amidst mourning and weeping, his coffin is cast into the

ocean. And as the ship continues on its way, the coffin can

be seen, bobbing and dipping in the waves, floatinge « s+ »
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The author tells of the the young man's history:

He was still quite young when he devoted himself
with all his soul, to the sciences which explain the
meaning of society, of wealth and capital, and what
true justice demands. He lived only for the bright
ideals of the future, and for this future he sacrificed
everything for which the average person strives in
everyday life. He was a Jew, yet his god was the Russian
people, and upon the altar of this god he was prepared
at every moment to place his head as an offering.
Russia was his beloved, at her feet he threw his noble
and loving heart, to her he swore to be eternally true....

And what happened with him was exactly the same
as that which all his comrades encountered: he went
to the people...he spoke of love, and experienced
the brutality of police and jail-keepers; he campaigned
for his "little brother"™, for the Russian peasant,
and it was his "little brother™ who himself bound
his hands and turned him over to the authoritiesess.
Frosty.Siberia,,gloomy cells, heavy chains, humilia-
tion, beatings, torture, none could tear him away
from his ideals,..."beloved Russia™ was his father-
land, and he lived only to serve her....

Years passed, and he was brought back to the
Russian town where he was born and raised....Everything
was strange to himjhe stood far.removed from the Jewish
people...his fellow-Jews could not understand him,
nor could he understand them....He wanted to become
a teacher and to share his knowledge with his blind
people; but he was not permitted this, because he
was regarded as an unruly and dangerous person, who
would tell the common folk more than the government
allows..s..He tried to serve the Russian people with
his pen...but the censor persecuted him.cs.

Then the most terrible time began in his dear
fatherland. Alexander the Third raised his despotic
hand, and his vile slaves began to extinguish every
light... On all sides there were voices: Backl Back!
Extinguish the fire! We want to remain in darknessl...

Suddenly they began to tell him something new.
"Russia", they told him, "is not your fatherland at
all:; the Russian people Zscnone of your concern; you
are a dirty Jew and you may clear outl.,.This was told
to him by the representatives of the Russian people,
and they declared it starkly and brutally....Every
day he was beaten as a man, as a citizen, as a JeWeeo
he who had fought for humanity....he who had held
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aloft the principles of the free citizen....he
who had been ready to die for justice....In vain he
waited for someone to speak on his behalf, for even
one person to be found who would raise his voice and
speak a true word -- the scholars, the writers, the
universities, the academies, all remained silent,
or even worse, they also sﬁnuted, together with
all of the vile crowd: hepl hepl...

Embittered, sick with a broken heart, torn
nerves, and exhausted energy, he left his beloved
Russia, bade farewell to his dear fatherland,
parted from the people from whom he had suffered so
much, whose language was his mother:tongue, whose
thoughts were his own thoughts, whom he had formerly
treasured, whom he had loved, who had been his pride
and joy, everything that he had borre and endured, all
was snatched from him at oncee.ss.

The plight of the Russian Jews was indeed a miserable
one. Their tragic roles of scapegoat and whipping~boy in
the period of Russian feudal decline, were made even more
unbearable by the completely opposite state of the emanci-
pated Jews of Western Europe. The civil, economic and poli-
tical freedoms which his Western brethren enjoyed, were the
envy and hope of every Russian Jew =-- of all, that is, except
those Jews who were irrevocably bound up with the Jewish
religious institution, and to whose power in the Jewish
community, emancipation constituted a mortal threat.

Russian Jewry saw what had happened to Western Jewry
under emancipation, the acquisition of their neighbours?
language and manner of dress, the acceptance of secular'
education, participation in the letters, arts and sciences,
religious reform,----and Russian Jaufy proceeded to reverse

the law of cause and effect. Failing %o recognize Jewish




emancipation as the outcome of the bourgeois revolution,
and all of these traits that they admired as the outcome
of that emancipation, the leaders of.the Rugsian Jews
had urged their people to emulate these traits, and thereby
win emancipation for themselves. In this they were abetted
by the government, who continually insisted that the vicious
discriminations and persecutions which it visited upon the
Jews was only because they refused to improve themselves
and become Russified.

During the middle of the nineteenth century the
Russian government did indeed set up a system of "Crown
schools™ for its Jews; two rabbinical seminaries in Vilna
and Zhitamir; and teachers' institutes. Dr. Max Lilienthal,
a German Reform rabbi then in Riga; was commissioned by the
government to organize these projects, and to go about Rus-
sia enlisting Jewish support and compliance..  Lilienthal,
after expending much anergy; became disillusioned with the
benevolent intentions of the government, resigned, and
eventually ended up as rabbi of Bene Israel Congregation,
Cincinnati.

The leaders of Russian Jewry chose to retain their
illusiuna; and aéitatad constantly for widespread Russifi-
cation. There were even champions for religious rafnrm._

Moses Leib Lilienblum, later to become an exponent,first,




of Chibas Ziup, and then of political Ziunism; came nut;
in the 1860's, with the idea of an evolving Judaism;
reformed to meet the needs of the time. As late as 1881k
there was founded in Yelisavetgrad a group called "The
Spiritual Biblical Brntherhund“; whose members "denied
all religious dogmas and ceremonies, and acknowledged
only the moral doctrines of the Bible, they condemned all
mercantile pursuits, and endeavoured to live by physical
labor, primarily by agriculture“.(B) Two weeks later a
pogrom broke out in that community. The founder of the
"Brotherhood™ was Jacob Gnrdin; who was to make .a:name:for
himself later.in America as a dramatist and author. *

The attempt of the Russian Jews to achieve emanci-
pation by adapting their clnthing; speech; education, live-
lihoods aid religion was foredoomed to failure, and the
sign of this failure was the Odessa pogrom of 1871. Even
in the "Society for the Diffusion of Enlightenmanﬁ amongst
the Jews" they spoke of Mlosing heart and becoming rather
doubtful as to whether the goal pursued by them is in reality
a good une; seeing that all the endeavours of our brethren
to draw nearer to the Russians are of no avail so long as
the Russian masses remain in their present unenlightened

condition and harbor hostile sentiments towards the Jawa".(bi

% It is Jacob Gordin who wrote the literary sketch "The Floa-
ting Coffin™ referred to on pages 3ff.




It was a thinly concealed secret that pogroms were now

a part of official Czarist pnlicy; to be used as a means
of distracting the attention of Russian intellectuals and
masses alike from pressing for civil and political reforms.
The onset of the pogroms of the 1870's and '80's meant

that those Russian Jews; who had hoped and worked for a
Jewish emancipation in the Western style; had now reached
a dead end.

For those Jews who still yearned to achieve a life
in which they could enjoy full civil and religious freednm;
two possible lines of action emerged: to stay in Russia and
continue to fight; or to give up the unequal struggle and
leave the country. Emigration, almost entirely to the
United States; was the salvation conceived of and attained
by two millions ultimately. Also conceived at this time
as the answer to Russian natinnalism; was Jewish naFional-
ism --- Zionism. At this time; in the pogrom years, Zionism
was almost entirely a matter of sentiment and*emotion, except
for those very few whn; like the "Bilu" group, founded in
1832; actually went to Palestine to colonize. Accused by
their attackers of being a "foreign nation", many finally
accepted the accusatinn; as was mentioned in the case of

Lilienblum.
This new trend did not go unchallenged:
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Our zealous progressives, who were burning
on behalf of-education, flaming on behalf of
assimilation, and of integrating with the non-
Jews --- who had rejected and spurned fanaticism,
who on the- contrary, had cleansed minds of vile
chauvinism, --- who had preached and propagandized
humanistic ideas, these burning, zealous progres-
sives,gradually vanished from the scene, gradually
became fearsome reactionaries....A new creature
has been born, and it has been given the name of
"nationalism"....

The reaction...began with the pogroms. In the
camp of the "onward-ers™ ( onward! forward! was
the motto of the progressives ) there was consi-
derable confusion. Fancy! So much energy expended
in propaganda on behalf of Brotherhood, so much
heartache in order to arouse feelings of love in
the peasant, and after all was said and done,
what came of it? The same peasant comes and
knocks out all my teeth! The pain was too great,
the shame too intense, to permit an objective
examination of how this came about. After some
slight thinking, they put the blame on education....
Immediately there ngan an attack on Haskalah,
on enlighténment.(5

This attack on the nationalist deviation which
some of the enlightened were beginning to follow, is
typical of the attitude of those who insisted on continuing
the struggle for equality; albeit with new ideological
weapons., The new generation of graduates from the Czar's
rabbinical and teachers! institutes joined in the "Populist™®
movement then current; which involved carrying the message
of revolution directly to the Russian peasants and workmen.
Their participation in this utopian S&uialist_muvamant was
more academic than actual; and was an expression of their

own cosmopolitan weltanschauung, despite the atrn%iﬁ on-

alist tendency of this "Populism".
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More Jewishly Socialist was an attempt made in
Vilna in the early '"70's to form a Jewish revolutionary
society. Its leader was Arthur Lieberman, and its membershilp
consisted largely of students of the rabbinical seminery
and teachers' institute. Although the police dispersed
this group in 1875, causing Lieberman to flee, some influ -
ence of this attempt at coupling Socialism with Judaism
remained, Among those influenced' by’ thiguJewishly oriented
Socialism was.Morris Winchevsky of Koenigsberg.

Vilna also saw the beginnings of a Jewish Socialist
labor movement in the late '80's, which spread into the
growing cities of Bialystock, Smorgon, Warsaw and Lodz
during the '90's. This movement which was primarily con-

right :
cerned with achiaviﬁg or these organiged Jewish workers,
bore from its origin: a more distinctly Jewish aspect than
did the political and revolutionary Jewish Socialism which
antedated it. As Dubnow remarks:

In Russia itself the Jewish revolutionaries
were heart and soul devoted to the cause. The
children of the ghetto displayed considerable
heroism and self-sacrifice in the revolutionar
upheaval of the seventies. Jews figured in al
important political trials and public manifestations;
they languished in the jails, and sufferedd as

exiles in Siberia. But this idealistic f%g?t
for general freedom lacked a Jewish npte.

L
-
e -
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This second deviation followed by disillusioned
would~be emancipatoTrs, the way of revulutiun; made admir-
able sense to its adherents. As noted previously (page 7);.
it was generally accepted that the old way of seeking
Jewish rights through auto-Russification and appeals to
the Czar's generasity; was "of no avail so long as the
Russian masses remain in their present unenlightened condi-
tion and harbor hostile sentiments towards the Jews".

The attitude of both emigrants and Zionists was that this
Bcondition" of the Russian masses displayed every symptom
of permanence; or at least of a sufficiently drawn out
temporary nature; to make departure advisable. Socialist-
Zionists felt that if they were to spend forty years in
the desart; then it might at least be their own. The
revolutionaries still held out for the redemption of
Russia. The days of fraternization with their Russian
peers were still too near; the anguish and effort already
exerted too dear to be easily repudiated. Whether Anarchist
or Sncialist; the Jew of this variety attribu?ed -=- and
correctly so -- the long years of Jewish woes, and also

the recent outrages; to the Czarist regime. If the govern-
ment were to be replaced, and no longer did parliamentary

means seem capable of achieving this, then no longer need
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anti-semitism be a part of the scheme of things. Simple
bourgeois, philosophical or violent Anarchist; utopian or
scientific Socialist, each variety of revolutionist was
in agreement with the prime goal of uprooting the present
system of autocracy and persecution.

Thus did it come about that there were Jewish
Socialists. And in the normal functioning of revolution-
ary and counter-revolutionary plots and intrigues, it
also came about that there were Jewish Socialist exiles;

and fugitives in New York City.
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2: A Survey of American Jewish Socialism, 1880 = 1905.

The onset of pogroms in 1871 marked the beginning
also of heavy immigration by Russian Jeﬁ&uqﬁ’the United
States.--- or more precisely; to New York City's East Side.
Technology had played an important role in their coming to
America,in that cheap steamship transportation had just
come about, and technology continued to influence their
lives on their arrival. Waiting for them as they disembarked
was a new invention -- the sewing machine; and soon the
majority of these immigrants were to be found in the "needle
trade™,

Very few of these Jews were radicals. Those who
wergﬂqécﬁlﬂwara generally fugitives from the Czar's police,
and at first must have felt completely at a loss to know
what to do with their imported isms. The environment which
had served as the ﬁnld in which their political ideologies
had been shaped was no longer theirs. They had benamau?aiulu—
tinnaries; not as the result of abstract philosophizing, but
through confronting a very real situation. Now that they
were removed from that situation, what could they do with
the ideologies that they had assumed?

They readily located two areas in which they could

operate --- politics and unionism. Just as their non-political
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fellow immigrants were forming societies of individuals who
came from the same lucality; the “landsmanahaften“; so did
these intellectuals form Jewish radical clubs. 4s a replace-
ment ?ur their former goal of redeeming Russia through revol-
ution, they seized upon that of redeeming their exploited
Jewish brethren through unionization. The 1870's were years
of acclimatizatiun; and rnnt-fnrmatinn; and nothing visible
was accumplishad; beyond sporadic strikes and constantly
increasing propagandizing and agitation.

In 1881 the old American Socialist Party split. It
had been a rather broad grouping of &narchists; Byndicalists;
and Socialists; and a crisis was finally reached with the
question of political activity. The Anarchists and Syndic-
alists refused to participate in the workings of the capitalist
political system; and insisted on focussing all energy upon
preparing for the social revolution. The Socialists emerged
as the moderate factiun; and organized the Socialist Labor
Party (SLP).

Meanwhile the Jewish Socialists had been going their
own way; by and large; and bgulsaﬁﬁhadcdana mach to assist
in the formation of the "Yiddisher Arbeiter Farein" * ("Jew-
ish Workmen's Union"). Workers of various trades were rep-
raaantad; and high in their program stood the proposal of
founding a radical Yiddish newspapers. The union campaigned

#

% Yiddish names and titles will appear in transliteration,
and will generally follow Englis rather than German prac-
| tice in the pronunciation of letters.




15

vigorously for Henry George in the New York municipal elec-
tions of 1886, and this effort must have taxed its energiaa;
for it shortly after disintegrated.

These events must have convinced the Jewish Socialists
that they were in no position to undertake palitical; uninn;
or journalistic action on their own. In 1887 there were
formed two Jewish branches in the SLP «-- one Yiddish-apeaking;
and one Hussian-speaking; for those Russian Jewish Socialists
who either could nnt; or preferred not to speak Yiddish. In
1888 with the assistance of the SLP; and using the United
German Trades union for a mndel; these branches succeeded in
organizing the United Hebrew Trades (UHT). The leaders in
this undertaking were Abraham Cahan and Morris ﬂilkuvitz -
soon to become more widely known as Morris Hillquit.

In 1889 a secnnd_schism occurred in the Socialist
ranks; this time on the question of unions. The New York
sectiun; under Daniel DeLenn; held out for working within
existing uniuns; since the old guild-like Knights of Labor
was quickly declining; and the newly formed (1886) American
Federation of Labor seemed to be a convenient agency in which
to demonstrate the doctrine of "boring from within". The
SLP nationally under such leaders as Eugene Debs favored the ‘
founding of new militant unions. DeLeon retained the SLP name,
and it was to this more moderate faction that the Jewish
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Socialists adhered.

DeLeon soon gave up hope 6f capturing the "pure and
simple™ unions of the AanL; which its fuunder; SamualfGﬂmpers;
insisted on keeping clean of any and all political party in-
trigues. He therefore organized the Socialist Trades and
Labor Alliance, and the UHT was made a part of this.(1895).
DeLeon's increasingly autocratic and doctrinaire policies
did not sit well with those moderates who had chosen to go
his way rather than Debs' in the schism of '89 on just such
El matte%ipracticality. Many believed that a strong union
mnvement; albeit non-Socialist, in the present was more
important than some future Suclallst-dumlnated unlnn move-
ment. Dissatisfaction grew, and finally in 1900, Hillquit
and Cahan left the SLP, and brought the UHT into the AFofl.

A year later Hillquit was instrumental in bringing the large
group of SLP dissidents together with Debs' and Victor
Berger's Social Democratic Party. From this fusion emerged
the new Socialist Party.

This then; was the environment iq}%hiuh the immigrant
Russian Jew: arrived; and into whose political and union

activity he found himself plunged. He was the target of

several factions who laid claim to his loyalty, and is in
this campaign that Yiddish Socialist journalism was brought

into being, both.tb proselytize and to educabte.
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3% The Origins of the Ylddish Soclallst Press

Foremost in the projects of Jewish radicals of
various varieties was the formation of a Yiddish press.
Their motivation was twnfald; at the same time selfish
and altruistic, Having a Yiddish language organ was a
distinct advantage in winning over converts from the con-
stant influx of immigrants. Furthermore there was the
non-partisan hope of publishing informational and educa-
tional material attractively; so as to win readers away
from the apolitical Yiddish papers;'wha were patterning
their style of journalism after the lurid English-language
daily papers of the day. The policy of bringing about an
enlightened and emancipated Jewry was one which the émigré
radicals had always held as a duty and responsibility; and
now there was emerging the possibility of fulfilling this
responsibility through the medium of journalism,

As we have sean; there had been hopes during the
short existence of the "Yiddisher Arbeiter Farein"™ to publish
a Yiddish labor newspaper; in 1885. It was not until 1889
that such a paper finally appeared. This was a weekly
published by an Anarchist group; entitled "Die Varheit™ ("Truth®).
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This endeavour lasted from February until July. The
failure of "Die Varheit™ at this time prompted the
Anarchists to propose to the Socialists that together,
in partnership, the two factions should undertake the
publication of a labor journal. After many conferences,
the Socialists succeeded in narrowly defeating this
proposal, since Anarchism was dtuiﬁaipgaktnfhéstéém;,
and if they wee to participate in such a mutual effort,
they, the Socialists, knew that they would be hindering
the:.elimination of their ideological competitor.

So it was that 1890 saw the appearance of two
weeklies : the Socialists' "Arbeiter Zeitung" ("Workmen's
Newspaper"), and the Anarchists! "Die Freie Arbeiter
Shtimme™ (®The Wo_rkmen's Free Voice"). (Even with the
steady decline of Anarchisﬁ from that time on, this
journal continued to survive, and is still being pub-
lished.) The Socialist movement continued to grow,
anﬁilB?h it felt itself strong enough to venture into
the field of the daily newspaper, with the publication
of "Dos Abend-Blatt®" ("The Evening Journal®™).

The growing conflict within the SLP concerning
DeLeon's policies began to manifest itself also in the
Jewish press. Both the M™Arbeiter Zeitung" and the
wAbend-Blatt™ were operated by "Arbeiter Zeitung Publishing
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Association™, a strongly Deleonist group, whose opponents
accused it of being a closed corporation. Finally in 1897

this opposition formally split from the SLP, and began
of

the publication,"Der Forverts" ("Forward"), which immediately

startad to play a significant ralé in American Jewish life.
(This significance is attested to by the fact that the
"Forverts" is still in exiMilence as a daily publication.)

At this point it would be well to take a closer,
more personal look, at the individuals who were the
motivating forces behind the various currents and counter-
currents already described. Political movements, labor
organizations, publications, no matter how much of an
abstract institutional existence they may have, are still
made up of men. And it is these men whose ideals and
ambitions found expression in the tumultuous movements and
conflicts of those decades.

Philip Krantz (real name Jacob Rombro) was the
first editor of the "Arbeiter Zeitung™. He had received
his early education at the Zhitomir Yeshiva, one of the
two "reformed® rabbinical institutes which the Russian
government had opened during one of its more enlightened
moments, for the purpose of training Russianized rabbis
and teachers, in the ultimate hope of eliminating the
traditional Mrovs"™ and "melameds™. Following high school,
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Krantz attended the St. Petersburg Institute of Technology,
where he came to excel in an area not in the curriculum --
radicalism. He spent 1877 in prison, and following the
assassination of Alexander II in 188l by a terrorist group
with whichhe had been associated, he fled to Paris, where
he wrote for Russian émigré publications, and took part

in political propaganda among Jewish workers. Krantsz

went to London in 1883, where, after mastering Yiddish, %
he became the editor (1885) of the world's first Yiddish

Socialist newspaper, "Der Arbeiter Freind" ("The Workmen's

friend"). When it was decided to publish the "Arbeiter
ﬁeitung" in 1890, Krantz was invited to come to New York
to be its editor.

Philip Krantz represented, at this time, the extremaly
radical Russified Jew. Judaism meant nothing more to him
than the orthodoxy which he held nnlyigbntampt, and which -
he attacked both in word and in deed -- as in blatant par-
ticipation in Yom Kippur balls. He was candidly an assim-

jlationist, and was interested in Jews only as an oppressed

class.

Abraham Cahan's early career resembles Krantz's.
JHE attanaed and éradu&ted from the Teachers' Institute of
'Vilna, one of two such schools retained by the Russian
after their disenchantment with their two

government
yeshivas and their "Crown schools" as implements in

% Morris Winchevsky was his tutor.
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Russifying the Jews. His teaching career lastedong “pear,
for in 1882 his revolutionary avocation brought him to
the attention of the police, and he escaped to New York.
Bv training and inclination he was much closer to the
Jewlish immigrants than was Krantz, and it was empathy as
much as political conviction that moved him to work with
them to improve their lot.through unionization. Using
Yiddish as his means of communication and propaganda,
he soon became an outstanding publicist. He took a pro-
minent part in the "Arbeiter Zeitung" and "Abend-Blatt®,
and as one of the leaders of the anti-Deleon moderates,
organized and became the first editor of the "Forverts"®
in 1897. '

Cahan's heart and soul were always with his Jew-

ish brothers, and he identified equally as a Jew and as

a Socialist. It was he who at the International Socialist

Congress at Brussels in 1893 raised the question of the
movement's attitude towards the Jewish question. In
addition to his journalism, Cahan also wrote novels and
serious works, both in Yiddish and in English.
Associated Hlth Cahan in the organigzation of the
"Arbeiter Zeitung" was Lnuls E?ndes, HhﬂEE pen name was
Louis Miller. Born in Vzlna, he ‘too was forced to enig-
rate bacauaa of ravnlutinnary activitiaa, and arrived in

New York in 1886 by way uf Switmarland. Wbrking ig a
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factory by day and studying law by night, Bandes was

still able to rise to a position of leadership in the

labor movement of his day, and in the founding of its

newspapers. JIn the ensuing cleavage in the SLP, he

sided with the moderates. He was in Berlin, studying

medicine in the mid-1890's, and was recalled to attempt

to effect a truce between the warring factions. Follow-

ing the schism, he joined with Cahan in organizing the

"Forverts". H-wever he balked at Cahan's appointment

as editor, and withdrew from this undertaking. From that

time on his role in central party affairs dwindled..

The third member of the triumvirate which organized
the "Arbeiter Zeitung" was Morris Hillquit (hHee Hilkovitz).
Born in Riga to a German speaking family, and receiving
a Russian Gymnasium education, he was poorly equipped to
fit into the Jewish life of New York City, to which his
family emigrated in 1887 when he was seventeen. He was
quickly converted to Socialism in the tenement roof-top
academies, and was a charter member of the Russian-speaking
Jewish branch of the SLP. He describes these days in his
aqtobingraphyfl):

B ;Uh resolved to undertake the task of bet-
tering the lives of our laboring countrymen, of
educating them to a realization of thelr human
rights, of organizing them for resistance to

exploiters, and of securing for them tol-
zgztia zgnditiuna of labor and life. It was a

task beset with baffging difficultiﬂﬂ.u.. .
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Worst of all we did not speak their language,

both figuratively and literally. Our language
was Russian. The workers spoke Iiddish! a cor-
rupted German dialect with several provincial
variations. Few of us knew Yiddish well enough
To embark on a campaign of propaganda. The only
one among us who could speak Yiddish and did it
fluently, lovingly, and artistically was Abraham
Cahan. o « . We all began perfecting our Yiddish."

He and Cahan worked together in 1888 to form the
UHT, and both with Louis Miller to found the "Arbeiter
Zeitung" in 1890, Hillquit was with the moderates in
the SLP schism, and played an important role in the
founding of the SP in 1901. He was called to the bar
in 1893, and from that time on his career became the
means whereby he became increasingly more active in
Socialist affairs at large, while his Jewish activities
lessened.

One of the outstanding contributors to the infant
Socialist press was Benjamin Feigenbaum. He left his na-
tive Poland at the age of twenty, in 1880 or thereabouts,
and participated in Socialist journalism in Belgium, and
then England. Here he propagandized and organized the |
Jewish immigrant workers of the provincial cities, and
also contributed to the New York M"Arbeiter Zeitung". In
1891 Feigenbaum came to New York, and was active in the
variotis Socialist publications. Afiem the "Forverts" was

founded, he joined its staff, and remained with that paper

until he retired.
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Basic¢ to Feigenbaum's Socialist propaganda among
the Jews was his anti-religious agitation. He was very
well versed in traditional Judaism, and was able to cite
imposingly in stating his case against the Jewish religion.
He was instrumental in founding the Socialist fraternal
organization, "Der Arbeiter Ring" --"The Workmen's Circle®--,
which was to play an important role in the evolving life
of Jewry, not only in New York City, but in every community
of Jewish workers throughout the continent.

In 1894, Morris Winchevsky arrived in the United
States to continue in his career as publicist and poet.
While yet in his early twenties, in 1878, he had published
in Koenigsberg a Hebrew Socialist magazine, MAsefat Chacham-
im"---"The Assembly of Wise Men". After being expelled
from the Czar's territories, he went to England where he
became editor of "Der Poylishe Idl"™ ("The Polish Jew").
In 1894 he came over from London to take an active role
in Yiddish Socialist journalism, with those papers to
whom he had been sending articles while yet in England.
He became the editor of a new SLP organ, the Boston "Emes"
(®"Truth"), in 1895.

His arrival in New York was almost co-incident
with that storm which had broken in Jewish SLP circles
over the control of M™Arbeiter Zeitung"™ and "Abend-Blatt®

policy. Winchevsky sided with the Cahan faction, and was
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elected to the position of co-editor of the "Zeitung" by
a dissidant meeting of Jewish SLP organizations. The

SLP executive refiised to recognize his "election", and

in fact discontinued the publication of the "Emes". Win-
chevsky'!s chief cont¥fution to Jewish life lay in his
literary and poetic ability. While still considering him-
self to be purely a Socialist who used the Yiddish lang-
uage for conveying his message to Yiddish speaking people,

he gradually became a "diaspora-nationalist™®.

These, then, are but a very few of the individuals
to whom the recurring crises in the Socialist parties and
press were their prime concern. These were some of the

creators of the Yiddish press in America.
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4: The Origins of the General Yiddish Press

Still another digression is necessary before we may
return to the "Zukunft", that magazine whose cover attrac-
ted us on page one, and whose contents beneath that
cover constitute the principel field of" investigation
of this work. This digression is necessary because, hav-
ing established the reasons for the existence of Jewish
Socialists in New York City, and of their founding a
Yiddish press, it is now apropos to examine the general
Yiddish press of New York, of which the Socialist pub-
lications became a part, and the general Jewish milieu
which called it into being.

Considerable Jewish emigration from Russia,and
Rumania and Galicia as well, began in the early 1870's.
This early flow filtered gradually into the United
States, because very many of these Jews would have to
stop over in England for a while, in order to earn
enough money to enable them to continue their westward
exodus. Thus it is that in the decade from 1870 to 1880,
the effect of this new wave of immigration upentthe
size of the Jewish population of New York City was rela-
tively small, compared to what was to follow in the next

two decades. Accurate figures do not exist, and various
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sources differ considerably in proferring their educated
guesses. We may take the figures 60,000 and 100,000 to
represent, for our purposes, the numbers of the Jewish
population at the beginning and end of the 1870's.

1870 saw the first attempts at a Yiddish press,
with the publication of "Die Yiddishe Zeitung" and "Die
Post". Both were weeklies -- after a fahion, and were
written in a very Germanized Yiddish. The "Zeitung"
dragged on until 1876, but the "Post™'s publisher ended .
that paper's career in 1871 to join in a new venture, the
publication of a quadrilingual ( Yiddish, Hebrew, English,
German ) weekly, "Die Hebrew News"™. This venture only
lasted through twelve issues, up": to the defeat of the
other partner's municipal candidature.

Such a connection between the Yiddish press and
politics was by no means to remais unique. For the next
thirty years and more the political machines were to use
these Yiddish newspapers in order to get at the increasingly
important Jewish vote, and the papers themselves were to
look upon revenue accruing from political advertising as
indispensable to their existence and operation. This

state of affairs is described below:

American political degeneracy...was related
to the emergence and development of the Yiddish
press in America. It was the sad fate of Yiddish
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Journalism that it came about that the first

patrons of a Yiddish press should be, not the

wealthy established Jews, setting up a new

cultural structure for their poor immigrant

brethren, but corruptive strangers, helping

indirectiy to lay the foundations of our press.tl]

Interest in European events, such as the Franco-

Prussian War in 1870, and the Russo-Turkish War in 1877,
coupled with the steady.. increase in immigratinn;reaultad
in continued attempts at founding newspapers. Kasriel Zevi
Sarasohn in 1872 published the short-~lived "New Yorker Yid-

disher Zeitung", and in 1874, profiting from his experience,

started the well-financed and well-partnered "Die Yiddishe
Gazetten™. This weekly absorbed one competitor in 1875, the
"New Yorker Israelit™ , and eliminated another, "Die Israeli-
tische Presse"™, which was begun in Chicago in 1877, then
brought to New York where it foundered in 1884 because of
competition and lack of political patronage. Another com-
peting weekly, "Die Yiddishe Folks Zeitung® began in 1878,

and although it gave good explanations of news and events,

presented in good style and written in a Yiddish closer to
the spoken variety than the Germanized version that the

"Gazetten" preferred, it too failed.

The outbreak of pogroms in 188l produced deep con-
cern in the Jewish district, and news from home became a
precious commodity to the immigrants. Sarasohn took the
plunge, and offered the Jewish public:the worldtg first o =pan
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Yiddish daily newspaper. During the peak of the pogroms
it featured the reports from the Alliance Israelite, but

withipn two months the "Tegleche Gazetten" had to return

to its old weekly status. The time was not yet ripe for
this more ambitious endeavour. Even the weekly had its
difficulties, what with no organiged system of distribution,
with the enlightened Maskilim disdaining the language

which they chose to call "Zhargon" -- jargon, and with

the religious pietists insisting that :the Sabbath should

be devoted to reading the Scriptures and studying religious
writings.

New economic restrictions had been clamped onto
thﬁeus e?win with the advent of the '80's, and the fresh wave
of pogroms combined with this to impel tens of thousands
to forsake Eastern Europe and come to America. Between
1880 and 1890 the Jewish population of New York City more
than doubled, numbering over a quarter of a million by the
end of the decade. Among the first to arrive as a direct
result of the pogroms were some two to three hundred members
of the "Am Olam" ("Eternal People") organization. These
were youthful idealists who, like the "Bilu" group, urged
a Jewish return to the soil as the means of redeeming and

regenerating the Jewish spirit. Unlike the "Bilu", these
people were cosmopolitan in philosophy, and repudiated
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Zionism, regarding it as a nationalistic regression. Its
members were very socially conscious, and were almost all
Socialists or Anarchists. They made three futile attempts
at founding communal farms in the wilderness, and nearly
all returned to New York where they constituted a:leaven,
far more effective in influence than their numbers would
indicate. In one of these "Am Olam" groups which arrived
in 1882 was Abraham Cahan, who was with them, if not of
them,

As the population increased, Sarasohn ®gain ven-

tured to publish the "Tegleche Gazatten™ in 1883, but once

again it failed. Finally in 1885, perhaps because he tried
a new name, Sarasohn succeeded in publishing another "first"
--- the world's first successful Yiddish daily newspaper,

the "Yiddishe Tageblatt"™, retaining the "Gazetten" as a

weekly supplement. (The "Tageblatt™ existed until 1928,

when it was merged with the "Morgen-Zhournal®, which is

still in existence.) The same year also saw the first
skirmish in Cahan's war on the German-Yiddish of the press.
He and Charles Rayevsky pioneered a "Yiddish Yiddish" in
their weekly, "Die Naie Zeit™, which lasted fior;only.: three

issues.
1885 saw another addition to the ranks of the

Yiddish press. This was the weekly "Die New Yorker Yid-
dishe Folks Zeitung", undertaken by two other "im Olam™niks
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Abraham Braslovsky and Moses Mintz. Mintz had gone to
Israel as a pioneer, become disillusioned, and come ovér .to

America. He remained a Jewish nationalist, albeit no longer

Zionist, which set him apart from the "Am Olam"™ which he
joined in 1885, inasmuch as its members were overwhelmingly
cosmopolitan. His personal persuasion did not enter into
the columns of the "Folks Zeitupng". This weekly, was oriented
towards the increasing numbers of immigrants who were pro-
gressive in outlook. Besides news, it featured articles

on general culture, and good literature, both original and
translated. The Yiddish language employed was in the style
set by its immediate predecessor, Cahan's "Naie Zeit". Its
attitude was frankly Socialist, but when the first conflicts
erupted between the Socialists and Anarchists, the "Folks

Zeitung" hoped to remain above the struggle. As a result

it was accused by both factions of showing fdvoritism to
the other, and lost the support of both parties. New
competitors aroseé who diverted much crucial advertising
away from the paper, and in 1888 it conceded defeat.

Moses Mintz's brother Michael, who had &ccompanied him
to both Palestine and America, followed him into Journalism
as well. The "Chic Courier™ which he began in 1887, and
sold to Sarasohn in 1888, existed until 1944. He came to
New York in 1888 and began to publish a liberal weekly,
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"Der Folks Advokat"™. It adopted a middle-of-the-road
position, between Sarasohn's pietistic press on the right,

and the waning "Folks Zeitung" on the left. Its approach

was bourgeois and nationalist, but yet it could attract to
its staff Anarchists like Moshe Katz and Socialists like
Cahan..The success of this weekly venture encouraged
Michael Mintz to publish a daily. "Der Teglecher Yiddisher
Herald" appeared in 1891, to which the "ddvokat"™ became a

Sunday supplement.

Between 1885 and 1889 a Moses Wexler, printer by
vocation, published two weeklies, the ultra-orthodox "New
Yorker--Yiddishe-Zeitung"™ and "Die Naie Post". He also
merited the distinction of publishing the world's first Yid-
dish newspaper for women -- "Vaibershe Zeitung®™. Another
journalistic failure during this period was one suffered by
a figure much better known than Wexler, Abraham Goldfaden,

dramatist and creator of Jewish folk-opera, While on a visit

he
to Americﬁ?\yantured to publish a new type of weekly, "Iid-

dishe Illustrirte Zeitung®™ in 1887, but it ceased publi-

cation after the first few issues,

Generally, the decade 1880.1890 was one of transition.

The positive features of the new environment quickly won

over the majority of immigrants. Economically, America
was for them a "goldene medina™ -- a veritable Eldorado.

For even with the ™sweat shop" system and all its drmwbacks,
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such as poor wadges, long hours, and miserable working con-
ditions, the immigrant was still better off than he had
been in the old country. Not only was he able to live well --
for him -- and save enough to bring over his family and
other relatives, but he could even afford such luxuries as
the theater. In 1880 the Oriental Theater was already play-
ing to packed houses, and European troups made the long
crossing to playighe appreciative and remunerative American
audiences, By the end of the '80's domestic talent began
to flower. The success of the Yiddish press went:hand in

hand with these other developments, and as flourishing

bourgeois enterprises, drawing much of their income from

bourgeois advertising, it is not difficult to understand
their attitudes towards the radical trouble-makers and
union agitators who were begiBning more and more to be

heard in the Jewish quarter,

The publishers of the successful bourgeols
Yiddish newspapers in America were among the first
to benefit from this country's abundance, never-
theless they remained &mong the immigrant masses
whom they served. Therefore they themselves
continually lauded and extolled the new homeland,
with its freedoms and its vast economic opportu=-
nities. It was partly for this reason that they
campaigned against the pibneersiof the Jewish
trade-union movement for American Jews. From within
the confines of their outlook, they considered
that the Socialist and Anarchist labor-organizers
were uammittin% an: act of injustice in encour-
aging strikes for higher wages and 1nprng§d*!qre_
king conditions, instead of permitting the Jewish
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workers to peacefully toil away until they saved
up the first couple of hundred dollars towards
their own business and then proceed to "work their
way up" in Americé....A number of other Yiddish
papers, controlled by people with a broader view
of the universe than that possessed by the small-
town rabbi's son Sarasohn and his ideoclogical
colleagues, already appreciated that the process
of "wnrkin% themselves up™ would in no way be
hindered ii, while proceeding towards his own
bu51n§§5! tﬁe immigrant worker was. to .undertake
some’.action which would keep his lifespan froem
being cut short through tuberculosis or the

many other diseases which flourished in the
"sweat shops"....In any event, the "Am Olam"
crowd was already beginning to monopolize not
only the agitation for unions among the Jewish
workers, but they were already making experiments
at setting up nawspa?zfs to serve the pioneering
labor organizations.

New York may have scooped the world of Jewish
journalism by publishing the first Yiddish daily, but
in terms of labor and radical publications of an enduring
nature, it was arlaggard. In London,labor and Socialist
papers were already in existence under the guidahce of
such outstanding mégtbiaberman,'Winchevsky and Krantz.

As was mentioned earlier* this vacuum did not long go

unfilled, The Anarchist's effort of 1889, "Die Varheit™,

was short-lived. The next year saw another failure, the
pro-Anarchist weekly "Der Morgen Shtern", and the two

successes -- the Socialists' "Arbeiter Zeitung®", and the
Anarchists! ®Freie Arbeiter Shtimme". TYiddish radical

jnurnalismpwaa'cnming into its own.

* pages17f
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5¢ The Tendenz of the "Zukunft", 1892 - 1897,

Abraham Cahan has provided us a glance into a
typical "cloak shop™ during a lull in the "slack season"
of one of the mid-nineties:

A rabbinical-looking man of thirty, who
sat with the back of his chair tilted against
his sewing machine, was intent upon an.English
newspaper. Every fittle while he would remove
it from his eyes -- showing a dyspeptic face
fringed with a thin growth of dark beard -- to
consult the cumbrous dictionary on his knees.
Two young lads, one seated on the frame of the
next machine and the other standing, were boas-
ting to one another of their respective intima-
cies with the leading actors of the Jewish stage.
The board of a third machine, in a corner of the
same wall, supported an open copy of a socialist
magazine in Yiddish, over which a cadaverous
young man absorbedly swayed t? ?nd fro droning
in the Talmudical intonation.!l

This "socialist magazine in Yiddish"™ could only have been

the "Zukunft™, since there was at this time no other such

magazine anywhere in the world. It is the magazine whose
cover and program we have already encountered on the first
pages of our introductory chapter.

The appearance of the MArbeiter Zeitung" weekly
in 1890 meant that the SLP was now able to convey news
and current events to the immigrant workers. In this
way they were able to meet the specific needs of those
Jews who were beginning to acquire some social conscious-

ness through tiirouzlh the increased activity and importance
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of trade unionism. To these Jewish workers, the unions
were not a concrete manifestation of a theoretical prin-
ciple, an implementation of a Marxist abstraction. Trade

unions meant quite simply shorter hours, better wages, and

improved working conditions. Aside from the smattering of
intellectuals among them, the world of the arts and sciences
was completely foreign to them. A weekly newspaper could

do no more thagimake them vaguely aware that there was such
a world, to create and whet within them an appetité for
something more profound. i:p was to satisfy this taste

that the SLP decided to publish a magazine, hopefully a
monthly, which should convey such items of general and
Socialist interest to the public which existed for it.

It is in the contents of that first issue of
January, 1892, that we see the role of the "Zukunft™ emerge
clearly, the role which the SLP envisioned for it. The;
contents were as follows:

facing p.l: Photograph of Karl Marx

p.l ¢ Our "Zukunft® Philif Krantz
p.2 ¢ Biography of Karl Marx Morris Hilkovitz
p.7 & God, Religion and Morality P. Krantz
p.ls4 ¢ The Evolution of a Proletariat

in America Prof. Deleon
p.17 ¢ Did They Accomplish Anything

for Socialism in Germany with

the Reichstag'!s Elections? H. Schlueter
Short quotations from Victor Hugo,

A, de Labouisse, La Boetie, G. Ler-

mina LauisLMicﬁal and Boucher de

Pﬁrtﬁﬂﬂi

p.2l
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Pe22 ¢ Darwinism Ab. Cahan
P-38 : Malthusianism and Capitalism P, Krantz
Pehly ¢ The Floating Coffin Jacob Gordin
P48 : From the Moon (Satirical comments

on current events.)

The next seven issues to come forth during the two years
1892 and 1893 carried similar material., There were biogra-
phies of Frederick Engels, Nikolai Tchernischevsky, Jules
Guesde, lrancois Babeuf, Robert Owen, and Charles Fourier.
The Pari; Commune wagﬁ%heme of an article by Krantﬁ which
ran to seven instalments, and the hundredth anniversary of
the French Revolution was noted in print. Social Damﬂcfﬁny,

capiﬁalism, and revolution were all discuused, either expli-

citly..” and formally, or in the poems of Winchevsky and
Morris Rosenfeld. Popular scientific articles dealt with
both the physical and biological sciences., In the field
of religion were to be found, besides the series on"God,
Religion and Morality"already alluded to, a rewnrkiﬁg of
Ludwig Bfichner's “Thezﬁﬂd-Cnncept“prepared by Feigenbaum,
and :a critical study of the Flood story by Hilﬁn?itz.
Further expressions of anti-feligiuus views are to be
fnund in some poems by Peretz, under his signature of X9,
Peretz also contributed a short story, the only other for-
mal literary itemsoccuring during these two years being
a translation of de Maupassant's "The Child"™, and one of
Byron's "Prisoner of Chillon®". Gordin, Winchevsky and

J., Finn contributed some belle-lettristic materials.
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This rather cumhersﬁﬁgiggggentatiun of the contents
of the first eight numbers of the "Zukunft" was made for
several reasons, First and foremost it enables us to under-
stand clearly and precisely what its publishers meant with r
their statement on the cover -- "a scientific socialist
monthly published by the Yiddish speaking sections, S.L.P.
of America". This magazine was not conceived of as a
Jewish magazine, but rather agnﬁiﬁgéggine for Jews to
read =--- somewhat like Christian missionary tracts which

are printed in a wide variety of languages. Except for the q

random contributions of Winchevsky, Peretz and Rosenfeld,

there is very little of a Jewish nature to be found, and ﬁ
even these occur largely in the last three of these eight
issues.

Besides displaying the tendenz of the SLP, this
presentation also gives us an insight into the journal- ‘
istic philosophy of Philip Krantz, who edited the "Zukunft"® {

during thiks period which we are examining. We observe his

e B ————

name appended to articles on"God, Religion and Morality!;
"Malthusianism and Capitalismj"the Paris Communej"the Pos-
-aibility of Establishing Sncialiamf,and we contrast this I
with the productsof Cahan's pen, such as"Darwinism! "the l
Difference between Animals and Plants!"Instinct and its |

Development } "Evolution via Love between Male and female!;




39

"Property among Animals?! The contrast between these two
Journalists extends deeper than their choice of field of
subject matter. Their style of writing, the very titles
which they gave their articles, display two different
approaches to Yiddish journalism -- one held by the recently
arrived Krantz, and the other by the well-Americanized Cahan,

Krantz,..took the general European press as

his example rather than the American:...[he] be-
took himself to publish Yiddish newspapers in New |
York which, according to his opinion, the public |
ought to read, unlike the American press which :
was primarily concerned with industriouslyzgiving
the public what it wanted to read. ?b. Cahan was
already repudiating this appraach.(2

Whether or not these first eight issues clearly present this

difference in outlook, they nevertheless clearly present

Krantz's own outlook.
Yet another reason for devoting so much space to

the "Zukunft®"'s first two years is the contrast they afford

to the following four years, 1894 through 1897, and the
reasons that we find for this contrast, reasons both open
and deduced., During the first two years, the magazine was
published in January, February, March, April and December
of 192 and January, March and June of '93. Beginning with
February of 1894, however, the magazine appeared regularly
each month until September of 1897, for a total of forty-
three issues. These uninspiring statistics are however
more thap simple numbers. They are indicative of strong
currents and trends within the ranks of Jewish Socialists.
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For one thing, there is the fact that during the first
two years, Krantz was editor, and during the latter four,
that position was occupied by Cahan. A superficial explan-
ation of this would be that in 1894 the "Abend-Blatt" was
begun, and the task of turning out a daily and a weekly
made it necessary for Krantz to relinquish the monthly
editorship to his capable assistant. This glib explanation
does not take into account Cahan's personal ambitions, and
his strongly held journalistic and political opinions, which
ultimately led, as will be seen, to a rupture between these
two men.

Beginning with Cahan's editorship, a distinct
difference may be observed in the style and contents of
the "Zukunft". Even the cover format of the older issues
was eliminated in:1895, and .no. longer was the woman with
the torch to grace the magazine's public face. Hers is
not the only absence we note. During the three and a half
years of Cahan's editorship we search in vain for a single
article bearing the signature of Philip Krantz. It is
difficult to believe that this doughty old Socialist had
nothing to contribute to the monthly which he had brought
into the world, no matter how demanding his regular duties

were.
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Setting aside for the while Cahan's differences
with Krantz, let us look into the positive changes which
he introduced into the "Zukunft" as a result of his per-
sonal attitudes. That some changes were necessary was
accepted by the SLP on purely practical grounds: the cir-
culation of the magazine was very poor, and it was steadily
losing money for the party whose coffers were never particu-

larly overflowing. As Cahan reported to his readers in

January of 1896:

Naturally, all beginnings are difficult. For
the first cuupie of years, the publication of the
"Zukunft" was beset with difficulties, and the
magazine did not appear regularly. The possibility
of its firm existence and regular monthly appear=-
ance were clear to us even then, however, and since
our Party-Day of two years ago’in Newark, when our
comrades undertook to publicize the magazine ener-

etically and to support it regularly, it has in
act appeared regularly on the first of each month,
.+ +Our present circulation is one that has been
steady for some time now, although even this cir-

culation is not yet large enough to cover all ex-
penses., Yet the deficit is so small and the loy-

alty. of the SLP members and our readers in general
is so great, that the "Zukunft" is as muc? T cer-
tainty as are the 32 numbers of its past. 3

It was more than the loyalty of its readers that
pulled the magazine out of its doldrums. Cahan was a jour-
nalist of the American school with all that this implied in
those golden -- or at least yellow -- days of the American

press. Hearst entered the New York newspaper arena, already

well occupiéd by the "World"™, "Sun" and "Herald", with his

;;ﬁhﬂisz;iﬁiﬁ ;;&hﬂlmarican“ in 1885, and the rivalry between

these competing papéra soon reached a nadir in terms of
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sensatlonalism and even fabrication which is still looked
back upon with awe and shuddering, As usual, the general
Yiddish press quickly adopted the ways of the Gentiles even
in this regard. Furthermore this was the heyday of the
cheap novel, which had also become immensely popular in the
Jewlsh quarter since 1892. Cahan was at this time working
as a reporter on the "Sun"™, and was quite familiar with all
of the tricks of the trade which he later put into effect
so masterfully in the "Forverts". Although the "Zukunfth
was a publication in a class by itself, andihigher class

at that, Cahan knew full well that just because his ma-
gazine was educational and intellectual did not mean that
it had to be dry and dull.

The "Zukunft™ in Cahan's hands remained the SLP's
vehicle for conveying the Socialist message to the Jewish
workers., What he accomplished was to add to:thdti vahdodé
a goodly amounttofzparge of universal interest so that any
self-respecting Jewish intellectual, Socialist or not, had
to follow the "Zukunft®, If we compare the contenté:of

Krantz's last issue with Cahan's first, the difference is

striking and obvious:

Krant z Cahan
Charles Fourier: his life August Bebel
and theories 100 Years Ago: The French

Sersanade (Russian poem in Revolution (cont'd.)

translation) %ﬁe gﬁ;&d éScianzifﬁgit'd }

be Estab- E s Commun .
Gam: Jacimsiom. b lished? Jewish Kingdoms in Russia
100 Years Ago: The French and Arabia: About the

Revolution Origins of Present-Day Jews.
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A Happy Life for All. Languages and How to Learn Them,

The Paris Commune. Three Curses: (Poem by Heine,

Science Lectures. translated)

Why Socialism is Stronger The Graveyard: (Poem by Uhland,
in Germany than Else- translated)
where. The Madwoman of Ostend: ( trans.)

No Dowry is Worse than
having Smallpox: Peretz

There is retention of the former material --- the biogra-

phies of world radicals, the articles on the theory and

practice of Socialism, the scientific article -~- but in
addition we observe a Jewish historical study and a prac-
tical article on learning a language. Already Cahan was
providing the SLP Yiddish organ with a more genera}ized
appeal. ©So it was that almost from its very inception, the

"Zukunft™ came to acquire what was to be its permanent

characteristic -- Socialism blended with items of Jewish
interest.

Through the "Zukunft"™ we may obtain a glimpse of

the world in which the Jewish Socialists moved. This glimpse
is incomplete in thi?Zﬁeriodical generally avoided discussing
current topics, and so it is necessary to fill in the lacunae
by referring to outside sources. Sometimes even these lacunae
can be eloquent, when we find out from elsewhere what it is
that is not being mentioned. In the next pages our attention
will be directed to the "Zukunft™ 6 1892-1897, to see what we
may learn of the Jewish Socialist movement, and its attitudes

with respect to Yiddish, unions, and other Jews.
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6: The Use of the Yiddish Langusge.

It was not modesty that made Krantz call the infant
"Zukunft" anYexperiment™ in his program statement. Such
a thing as serious writing in Yiddish =-- or "Zhargon" as
even its friends called it then -- was still a brand new

phenomenon, struggling to. achieve a level which both

its foes and sympathizers could accept. Until the mid- H
1880t's there was nothing, even in Russia, that deserved
the name of literature. A flood of cheap romance and
adventure novels exhibiting poor taste and poore writing,
such as those emanating from Nachum Meir Sheikevitch
under his pen name of Shamar ("1”!3"#), had discredited
Yiddish writing in general.

Seeing that the literature contained so

much trash, the few talented Jargon writers such

as Abromovitz, Dinesschn, Shatzkes and the like,

turned their backs to it and became silent. The u
Jewish intellectuals who took an .occasional-inter- |
est in what the peoplewere reading, derived! their
gpinion™ of all works in Jargon from Shamar's no-
vels, and turned away from Jargéen literatire;with
a‘good .deal of disgust and hatred. Thus the very
name “{fignnist“ came to be a joke and a title of

shame.

Mordecai Spector, a possessor of some fair talent
of his own, began at this time to provide a medium of
literary expression for others in his annual publication

"The House Friend™. Among the contributors to this were
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Abromovitz, Gordon, Dinessohn, Dr. Sussmanovitz, Dr. Charney,
Frug, rFrishman, Sholem Aleichem, and others. It can truly
ﬂe sai& that Spector initiated a new movement of belles
lettres and scientific and publicistic articles in Yiddish,
in convincingly demonstrating that Yiddish was as capable
of being a vehicle of expression as any other language.
Sholem Aleichem attempted to follow his example
by publishing a similar journal "Die Yiddishe Folks Biblio-
tek" ("The Jewish People's Library"), also as a personal
venture. He was wealthy and therefore able to pay his
contributors well, but he cexercised weak editorial judgment,
so that the "Bibliotek™ never achieved the circulation
that Spector's journal did. In any event, both magazines
foundered shortly after their initial issues, and ceased
publication.
Two years lapsed until another attempt was made,

this time by J. L. Peretz, in his journal "Yiddishe Bib-

liotek™. He described his purpose as follows:

Our program is education; we wish to educate
the people, to make wise men out of ignoramuses,
educated men out of fanaticsj; we wish to transform
i{ndolent and useless people into workeis!.=~:into
useful and honest indivdduals, who will be able
to work on their own heha{ﬁ, and thereby bring
benefit to the community.'®’

In this publication, appearing at the end of the '80's,
Peretz set a high standard, both in his own writings, and
in those of other writers which he included. With this
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journal, good Yiddish writing can really be said to begin
in Eastern Europe.

From this we see clearly that the founding fathers
of the "Zukunft"™ had set themselves no small task. In at-

tempting to publish a magazine with the standards they

had announced,they could draw upon nothing but their own
talents and resources, There was nothing in the Jewish

field that they could use as a model, and if Krantz's

issues appear stiff, it is because his own experience was
entirely in the area of Socialist publicistics. His very
knowledge of the Yiddish language was an acquired one, and
his use of it was undertaken, as we have seen also in the
case of Hillquit, as a concession to the reality that Yiddish

was the language of the Jewish masses.

Krantz was not the only reluctant one in his turning
to this "jargon", Peretz himself laments in his poem "Monish",
which he wrote in the late’'80's that he must "sing his }
songs to the Jews in Yiddish", for in other languages mit |
would have had quite a different ring" --- presumably-:a i

better ane.(B)
If such outstanding users of Yiddish were reluctant

to make use of it, then there were others who were by no

means reluctant to criticize the literary use of the despised

tongue. . In Russia --
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Our Hebraists looked upon the new Jargon liter-
ature with hatred because i? was drawing the best
writers away from Hebrew. (4

And in the United States --
The Gerﬁﬂ. MYahudim" in America poured. 'fire |
and brimstone =" the "revolting jargon" with which : : |
the new immigrants dared to found their own preaa.(5)

Having committed thmselves to the use of Yiddish,

the creators of the radical press had to face a more severe
challenge than the arguments of the several anti-Yiddish
factions which could simply be ignored. Not to be ignored
was the very simple fact that Yiddish, the spoken language
of the living people, had failed to develop in the confines
of the shtetl and the Pale. It lacked words for those
cultural and scientific words which were current in European
vocabularies, words which were indispensable for the commu-
nication of new concepts and ideas. How could the Jewish

people be educated, if the words of edwation did not exist?

The solution was simple and obvious. If such words
did not exist in the Yiddish language, then they must be

created afresh for it, or at least borrowed from some other

language. What should that language be? Russian seemed

to be a logical source, particularly since Yiddish had
already absorbed many Slavic words into its daily voca-
bulary. Still when it came down to formal borrowing, the
innovating stylists balked. As early as 1885, in the program
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article of his "Folks Zeitung", Moses Mintz declared:

_ The  Jewish Jargon is made up of words from var-
ious languages. It has neither rules nor grammar.
We see no advantage in using only one variety of
Jargon in our periodical., Therefore our worthy rea-
ders should not be puzzled at finding different ar-
ticles written in different:Jargons. The only pre-

rogative which we retain is that of eliminating all
Russian words from our periodical. [Italics my own.dJ (6)

Finally free of the oppressing hand of the despised "Fonye",

the immigrants refused to carry even some fragments of his
language with them.

Two other languages were proposed as sources of the

needed words; Hebrew and German. Hebrew was rejected for

three reasons: first, it smacked too much of religion; second,
it had overtones of Zionist nationalismj and third, and

most important, Hebrew itself lacked these modern terms.

The Germans had already done to their language what Eliezer
ben Yehudah was in the process of doing with Hebrew, deriving
the new words from older words and roots. Both as a sister
tongue, linguistically, and as the academic language of
science and seholarship, German came to be the source used by
the Yiddishists to modernize their "jargen".

This Germanizing process is by no means to be con-
fused with the hap-hazardly concocted Yiddish-German which
was affected by journalists through the seventies and eighties,
This written Yiddish -~ if it merits the

and even later.
name -- was a deliberate attempt to imitate the spelling,

grammar and vocabulary of German, using theé:Hébrew alphabet

W
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as the only concession to its Jewish reading public. The
reason for this was simply, that the early Yiddish journalists
were by and large intellectuals who looked down on the lan-
guage of the herd. By so extravagantly Germanizing, they
were hoping to Mciviligze™ this barbaric tongue. The pro-
cess of CGermanizing which concerns us, hﬂwe;er, had nothing
at all to do with this. Those who were employing it fully
regarded Yiddish as a bona fide language, whose borrowings
from the German to create new terms was in the same catégory
as the use of Greek and Latin to make up new words in Eng-

lish.
Modernizing the Yiddish language was bound up with

another goal -~ that of writing the language in the same
mode that it was spoken. One obstacle in the way of the
earlier Yiddish press had been an actual language barrier
which confronted the reader. A speaking knowledge of Yid-
dish was of little value when confronted with the concoc=-
tions of the Germanophiles. It was only as the printed
word came to follow the spoken word, under Cahan's constant
agitation for a "Yiddish Yiddish", that reading a Yiddish
newspaper became feasible for the average immigrant. The
regularization of Yiddish as it came to be printed around

the world, is largely the accomplishment of the radical
Yiddish press of New York.
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73 The Jewish Labor Movement up to 1893,

That they were creating the standard for the
written Yiddish language is something that the radical
journalists, both Socialists and Anarchists ( the "Freie
Arbeiter Shtimme"™ was also highly instrumental in ﬁhis )
were to become aware =-- and proud =-- of only gradually.

What was the chief source of pride to the Yiddish-speaking

SLP'ers was their accomplishment in producing the "Zukunft",

In Russia...an extraordinary impression was
made by the several copies which somehow managed to
arrive there....The "Maskilim" there could not believe
their eves when they saw the pure scholarly magazine,
in which physics, astronomy, Marxism, etc., were
popularly explained in simpie mother-tonguesss.

Most interesting of all is the fact that it is plain
Socialists who are publishing such a journal of
general education for the Jews....We should have
expected to see such an undertaking coming from such
Jews as the "Chovevei Zion", for exampleﬁ -~ or from
those who cry only "Jew", "Shma Yisroell®™ -- and yet
all of these "Chovevei Zion" crowd, Jewish patriots,
and professional grandchildren of Abraham, come forth
with their declarations of love for the Jewish people,
with a sigh and a groan over its bitter fate, with a
pious glance in the direction of the Wailing Wall, --
and as for such work as providing nourishment for the
empty spiritual stomachs of the ordinary Jews, =-
this work was left to those who do not glance towards
the Wailing Wall, who sigh not over the Jews, but
over the Jewish and non-Jewish proletariat,..;the

i t’all'l-lllllllllll-llllll-llltllli'.i‘ill.‘.ll
il ﬁhat is the matter with the " atrinta“h the

- d idealistic, non-Socialist skilim
:;yc:iietheyennt concerned with the educational and

spiritual development of their "beloved peopla“?
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The reason is that there .is no .class:of humanit
today that is more capable, earnest and auccaaa¥ul

to labnr'f? a purely idealistic task than the working-
class!

Much in the same vein were these remarks a year later:
Only the labor movement could have created this.
+eesitt was the struggle of the latter-day wage-slaves
against modern Capital which aroused in the common
Jewish worker the thirst for understanding, for know-
ing, for learning, and it was to quench this thipg
that the fountain of the "Zukunft" was prepared.

In coming to the United States, the Russian Jewish
revolutionary expatriates found themselves badly in need
of a cause. The overthrow of the government was no longer
a practical issue , as even the violent Anarchists disco=-
vered. They, the Anarchists, remaining true to their
philosophy, refused to participate in the machinery of
political activity or of unionism, and settled back upon
a program which consisted mainly of attacking everything.
The Marxists, deprived of the weapon of revolution, sim-
ply took a second item from their ideological arsenal,
and went forth to arm the proletariat.

The Jewish Socialists however encountered a prob-
lem which Marx had not prepared them for. Where was the
Jewish proletariat? Certainly there were a great many
workers among the Jﬁwish immigrants, but there is a -
considerable distinction between a large numberiof people

occupied in work, and a working-class in the technical sense.
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The Jewish immigrants were made up overwhelmingly of
people whose occupations had been determined both by
government restriction and the nature of t q;g%ﬂﬁércial
capitalist economy. There were to be found shopkeepers,
peddlers, artisans and craftsmen. Such a thing as a group
of factory workers was only at this time beginning to

be seen in such Polish centres of burgeoning industry as

Lodz, Warsaw and Bialistock, and was not to be found
among the immigrant masses.

In founding the United Hebrew Trades in 1888,
the SLP's Jewish branches were following the example of
the German section of the SLP. Unfortunately for them,

the Jewish immigrant wage-slave lacked the considerable

familiarity with unionism and Socialism that the German
immigrant wage-slaves had had while still in the old
country. Louis Miller wrote of this 1ln 1892, and unlike
many of the others, he spoke out of experience as a worker:

Every land's working class has a past....
It is quite a different situation with the Jewish

working claasﬁ which, from a historical standpoint,
=

can scarcely called a working class. Its exper- |
ience in campaigning 1is insignigicanf, and its )
very campaigners -- still undeveloped. There is 1
a considerable difference between the elements |
which constitute this class, and the constituent ]
elements of the working classes of other nations:
by and large in these latter, the workers were
born workers, were brought up as workers, and
very few of them expect to die Es anyzgi;gfzﬁcept

. However among our workers, 8
ggggziiunately, were born as such., College students,
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high school students, purchasers clerks, merchants,
agents, draymen, shammashes, t1£i11in writers, un-
emp}ﬂye@ youths, soldiers, both who had served out
their time and who had only partly done so,...these
make up the majority in our unions.. Having come to
the American Jerusalem where, instead of the expected
milk and honey they found a crust...it is not to

be wondered at that they all become radical. Here
they become sensitive to socialism, communism, an-
archism and any other kind of #ism® from which

they may derive solace in their disappointment and
dissatisfaction. It is this which explains our
first easy successes in organigzing the Jewish wor-
Kers,

But this quick, even sudden sprouting of this
Jewish movement could not endure long. The mater-
ial for this purpose was nof.quite suitable....The
most important constituents were lacking, namely:
conviction and consciocusness. Our Jews believed
that it was sufficient to set up a union...and
the workers! Messiah woud arrive., But it soon
became evident that many unions had been set up...
and Messiah had not yet arrived...They thought
that all that was necessary was to assemble all
the Jews of the sweat-shop district, and that
this would cast such a fear into the whole system
that it would fall never more to rise. When they
saw, however, that a few policemen and detectives
and judges were all that were necessary to stoutly
defend the sanctity of capitalism,...then the
reaction set in....ln brief, it led to our present
situations i lcy Lo Ghe _

In addition to the general ignorance concern-
the teritible class-struggle...there were other causes
that assisted greatly in creating these circumstances,
.+»A large proportion of union members consider
their woes as tempcrary.b Each hgpiﬁetgigzcnma a

eper, a clerk, a boss, an sees
izuzgkzhgreiﬂre quité natural that the closer he:.
cﬂmesf;taf‘.hié'._‘ gﬂ&l, the more this tyg& Gf :n-:gar“
will thrust aside his fnrmertg?aluus y-hel sm™,

until it vanishes entirely.
As Miller described conditions in 1892, the union

movement, that is to say the Jewish Socialist union move-

ment, was in a crisis situation. Times were relatively
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good, employment was high, and the unsophisticated and
pragmatic Jewish immigrants saw no purpﬁse in retaining
elther membership or interest in the unions. They had
achieved their happy status as the result of a general
strike which they had won in 1890. This had broken out
spontaneously, but as time passed, the UHT was asked to
take over its conduct in a more disciplined and nrganiéed
manner. After eight bitter weeks the strike was won,
good benefits gained, and the uniorn dropped.

A further reason for disinterest in union affairs
was the considerable conflict which was going on in.the-
union aréna.. .ldeological battles ﬁere waged constantly
within the UHT by Socialists and Anarchists, battles in which
the personal element was not absent. Furthermore there
was the situation of rival unions in the field, because
the AF of L and the Knights of Labor were still fighting their
battle throughout the trades. The SLP came to play a role
in this conflict, which therefore involved the UHT as well.
Phe New York SLP, because of its interest in the workers,
requested permission from the AFL to participate in its
New York central committee. The AFL, cognizant of the
SLP's netional plans for hegemony in the labor movement,
refused to. allew the Socialist camel to place his head
inside the tent of the "pure and simple™ unions. This

brought about conflict between the SLP and the AFL.
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This conflict was to have far reaching effects
on the Jewish union movement. Between 1890 and 1892 the
UHT found the SLP urging its sympathizers to join the
Knights of Labor unions as part of its battle with the AFL,
Thereupon the Anarchists in the Jewish labor movement
began to press for support of the AFL! 1Is it to be wﬁn-

dered that the workers, urged to join several conflicting

unions at once, confused by the claims and accusations,
and seeing no immediate henefit from unionization, should
shy clear of any such entanglement®8? So6 it was that Prof.

John Commons,in a report prepared for the Industrial Com-

missior, on "Immigration and its Economic Effects" stated:

The Jew's conception of a labor organization is
that of a tradesman rather than that of a workman....
Once the strike is settled...that usually ends the
union, since they do not see any practical use for
a union when there is no cause to fight for. Con=-
sequently thh e membership of a Jewish union is wholly
uncertain. The secretary's books will show 60,000
members in one month and not 5,000 within three
months later. If, perchance, a local branch has a
steady thousand members, and if they are indeed paying
members, it is likely that they EFE not the same
members as in the year before. (

In 1892 the SLP intensified its activity in the
ﬁﬁi;n fiéiﬁ, as DeLeon undertook to seize control of the
Knights of Labor. The UHT meanwhile had its own problems,
already suffering from the effects of too many generals with

too few privates. The winter of 1892 was to usher in an

economic crisis, and with it, a sudden loss of the benefits
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won with so much difficulty in 1890. Another spontaneous
strike broke out, this time against organized employer
resistance. Again the UHT entered the scene, and again
the strikers were victorious. This time the UHT was able
to win a more permanent place in the hearts of the workers
through the efforts, indirect and unintentional, of the
employers. In addition to gaining increased wages for
the men, the union also forced the employers to pay

them an indemnity for losses incurred during the strike.
The secretary of the union, Joseph Barondess, was sub-
sequently charged by the employers' association with
criminal extortion. The trial court found him guilty,
the New York Supreme Court reversed this decision, and
the Court of Appeals reaffirmed the trial court!s convic-
tion. All the publicity centered around the judicial
martyrdom of the UHT official could not help but popu-

larize the union among the immigrants.

It should be noted that for the details of events
in the union movement; we must look elsewhere than the
nZukunft®. This periodical was not regarded as the fit
medium for discussing current events of the New York
Jewish scene, and except for Miller's article, there

is no further mention of the tumultuous affairs of the day.
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8¢ The Attitude Towards the Americanized Jews.

There is an additional aspect of the employment
situation in which the immigrant workers found themselves,
that captures our attention. The relationship that existed
between them and their employers was more frequently than
not coloured by something apart from their roles as labor
and management, exploited and expgoiter. Because too often
the relationship assumed the aspect of immigrant Eastern
European Jew over againgt the assimilated German Jew.
Antagonism between these two groups developed early. In
fact the German Jews had brought with them to America
a strong bias against their Eastern co-religionists, which
still. retained its strength, despite the interval of a
generation between the two immigrations. This work cannot
delve into the origins and manifestations of this mutual
antagonism. However, two aspects of the encounter between
these two groups do enter our scope::first, that of religion,
which will be examined in a later section; and second, that
of employment, which we will look into now as supplementary to
the labor 'scere.whichiwe scanned in the last section.

The attitude of the already well-integrated German
Jewish community was, by and large, that traditionally

displayed towards the poor relative by his more affluent cousin,
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Everything done for the immigrants came under the category
of generosity and benevolence, and any negative reaction
from the-objects of their magnanimity was regarded as in-
gratitude, or worse. The employment of immigrants as
workmen was also included in the category of benevolence,
so that it is easy to imagine the reaction produced among
their employers by their union activity, particularly

when it came to strikes.,

That means of economic integration which was
adopted by the Russian Jews, joining unions and
strikes, met consistent opposition from the Anglo-

Jewish press. The Jewish Messenﬁar was not a wor-
kingman's newspaper. Jlt mirrored the social snob=-
bishness, the middle-class stirrings, the conser-

vative politics of an employer class. It was also
the organ of those who considered themselves the

benefactors of the Russian Jewish masses.

What perhaps irked The Jewish Messenger more
than anything else was that the immigran%s who had
arrived but a year or so before, poor anduglaading
for help, were now showing their ungratefulness by

engaging in strikes.
Labeling such activity "moral hydrophobia

The Jewish Messenger cautioned Jews not to affi %a?e
themselves with tﬁe "Russian Protective Union®™. (1
The attitudes expressed above stem from the mid-

eighties, when the labor movement was taking its first

semi-confident steps. By the time it was hitting its

stride in the next decade, the employers had come to adopt
the completely hostile attitude which was characteristic of
management-labor relations during that stormy period, a

hostility rendered even more lamentable because it took on

the aspect of a civil war.
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The harsh measures customarily taken against strikers
were felt even more keenly by the immigrants when those who
were afflicting them were their co-religionists. The gen-
eral strike of 1890 was won after eight long weeks of suf-
fering. In the strike during the winter of 1892-3, the
economic depression had already forced many to accept charity
from their wealthy cousins, and the added misery created
by the prolonged strike against these same cousins produced
bitter hostility.

The unemployment assumed such grave dimensions
in the clothing industry of New York and other cities
with a Jewish population, that Jewish philanthropists
were forced to open free kitchens and to dole out
food parcels to hungry families. The MAchte Street",
as the New York Jewish charity center was called since
its office was on Eighth Street, was keenly criticized
in the radical press and in the workers' meetings,
for its meager help, and for the unfriendly demeanor
of the charity-bureaucrats towards the immigrant re-
cipients. )

The...general strike of the Jewish cloak-makers
... [was] a rebellion of Jewish immigrant workers _
against their Americanized German-Jewish bosses, This
protest_against employers who were taking advantage
of the shortage of work to beat down the poor wages
of the workmen was, properly speaking, a?zfct of des=
paration by the hunger-afflicted masses.

Although the above criticism is rather harsh, in
that the Jewish manufacturers were doing nothing more than
following the trend in induastry, which they had to do in
order to compete, nevertheless, there were occasions when
they fought the unions and the strikes with undue severity.
Strikebreaking by calling in scabs was difficult in the
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New York clothing industry, because the workers were mostly
Jewish immigrants, and a strike became a kind of community
affair, with members of other locals and even unemployed
workers participating in the picketing and demonstrations.
However in industries which did not recruit their workers
solely from this one immigrant group, this solidarity was
not to be found. Employers would play off one minority
against another to gain financial advantage, and:if'the:: -
industry was locatéd in a 'small..community with no available
pool of unemployed, then scabs would be imported. When the
employer in such an instance was a German Jew, and the
striking employees flooded by imported strikebreakers were
immigrant Jews, it is easy to imagine the emotions which
the strikers would feel.

Between these employers and the Jewish Socialists
the battle lines were clearly drawn: it was another: instance
of the exploited proletariat versus the exploiting capitalists.
The fact that both parties in the conflict were Jewish mes&n®
nothing to.the:Jewish SLP'ers, who mefaly utilized this type
of situation to point out that Marx was right in his.thenry
of economic determinism, and that class loyalty took prece-
dence over religious or ethnic bonds. Z. Libin, a writer
who drew his themes from immigrant life, described such a
strike in the "Zukunft®, in which he expresses the general

attitude of the publishers and sympathizers.
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A large group of Jewish workers are leaving
their wives and children behind in the grip of hunger,
and are going forth to seek bread in this great and
free country ---- It was not ac-decree-from:some king
or despn? nor an expression of antisemitism that pro-
duced this emigration, but hunger, troubles and sheer
necessity, which had emanated from the kosher hands
of wealthy Jewish-American bosses.

K~--- is a workers' colony, two days distance
from New York. It is a small, pleasant tovn....
[which] belongs to a few rich Jewish shoe-manufacturers,
and nearly all fhe inhabitants of this little town
are workers in this company's shops.

" EE R R R N T R T T v e o B O A BRI R

[%ne writer describes how the workers were going through
he last forlorn stages of a hopeless strike.

The cruel struggle for existence...had drawn a
large number of scabs to K----, and the bosses, who
had been as cold and as strong as iron whips at the
very beginning Were becoming increasingly powerful
and arrogant. (3

There is one feature of the relationship between
the Jewish Socialists and the Americanized German Jews
that should be pointed out, a feature which beclouded the
issue for the Socialists so that they could not see the
immigrants' plight purely in terms of class conflict,

The Socialists were almost entirely men of cosmopolitan
views, who were champions of enlightenment and the foes of
religion. It would not be unfair to characterize them as
Assimilationists. In weltanschauung they were much closer
to the American Jew (except politically) than they were

to the majority of the immigrants. Had the Russianidewlishc
intellectuals come to America before the Czarist policies

had driven them into the radical camp, it is not impusaiblei
that they would have blended into the emerging pattern of

|
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American Jewish life which the German Jews were creating.

(h 1902 when Louis Marshall founded "Die Yiddishe Velt™

to convey the attitudes of the German Jews to the Yiddish-
reading public, Philip Krantz and other Socialists and
Anarchists seemed to find no contradiction involved in their

working for this paper. (4))

Such speculation is, however, meaningless. Whatever
might have been has no bearing on what did occur. The Rus-
sian-Jewish intellectuals came, and they were radicals,
Those who were more cosmopolitan were all the more doctrin-
aire in their radicalism. Those who wore their politics
more lightly, regarded their bond with the Jewish people
more strongly, and espoused the cause of Yiddish culture.

On both counts they were held in anathema by the politically
conservative and Yiddishophobic Americanized Jews. The
Jewish Socialists in turn came to despise them, not only

on political and social grounds, but intellectually as well.
They took particular pains to point out the lack of Jewish
education and knowledge among the "Reformers", which term
they used as a synonym for the Americanized German-dJdew,

and dealt mercilessly with the Reform rabbinate. Further
comments on their attitude towards Reform Judaism will be
discussed in the section dealing with religion. One example
will be sufficient for the present to display the typical |
attitude of the "Zukunft" towards the German Jew and his
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spiritual leader. In the satirical Series:"From the Moon" It

we encounter the following glimpse of earth:

There, in a secluded corner, goes a well-stuffed
individual with a pious face. Two others accompany
him; they call him "Rabbi™. They pause near a house.
Through the window I can see naked girls ?a?cing
with fine gentlemen....The rabbi enters. (5
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Ot The Attitude Towards Religion,

Having made some mention of the “"ZukunftM"'s atti-
tude towards the religion of the Americanized Jews, it
might be well to examine theirtattitudel:toward religion
in general, and toward the Jewish religion in particular.
As far as these Russian-Jewish @migrés were concerned,
they agreed with Marx's dictum that "religion,is the opiate
of the masses'., In Russia they had seen the dominant
Greek Orthodox Church play a completely submissive role
in the state structure of the Czarist autocracy, and their
own Jewish Orthodoxy continued to defend 1its mediaeval
outlook and prerogatives as it bi?terly fought enlighten-
ment. Except for Jacob Gardin,hwhﬂse attempt at Jew-
ish religious reform was so ill-timedy none of the leaders
of the Jewish Socialist movement in America had anything
positive to say about Judaism, or about any other religion.

Although as Marxists, the Jewish SLP'ers were
obliged, in theory, to carry O anti-religious agitation
as part of their propaganda, in practice they compromised
with the realities of their situation. The overwhelming
majority of the Jewish immigrants were still freshly
come from an environment in which Orthodoxy was dominant,

and whose dominance was accepted as a permanent feature

of the status quo. Synagogue attendance, observing

event Gordin was more of a fellow-
: i::vgi%:r7£hainagﬁzadqr in, the Jewish Socialist movement

e he dog the SLP.
L0 in~imnnicaﬁjﬂhunnins the dogmetism of the SLP

%P,PI‘ ;f'-‘u ﬂir?": I-'Iq.l“.'-:"t.;'u.-",l;_._.r__ 'i;.} J’d:. __ﬁ' s’ FJ"}-
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kashrus, and the like, were a matter of conforming to
the communal pattern, and had nothing to do with personal
religious conviction. An all-out attack by the Socialists
on Orthodoxy would have meant that the social order of the
immigrant community was being attacked as well as the reli-
gious. In order to concentrate their energies on immediate
goals, and ® obviate unnecessary antagonism on the part of
the Eastern European Jews, it became official party policy
to designate religion and family as areas of private concern
into which the SLP would not intrude. The Socialists focussed
all their attention on the social and poelitical area, in
order to obtain immediate objectives, This broad approach
accounts for the greater degree of popular success which
they achieved, in contrast to the Anarchists, who declined
to take the path of least resistance.

This does not mean, however, that religion was com-

pletely by-passed. In the nZukunft" the official policy

was interpreted as a damper on pure polemics, but still

permitting gcholarly and scientific studies on different

aspects of Judaism. Furthermore the "Bukunft" was a peri-

odical catering to a more enlightened reading public than
e for the average worker.

the SLP's weekly or daily which wer
An excellent example of this conciliatory approach is to

be found in an article Dy Hilkovitz, which was a critical

study of "The Flood":




66

No book in the worlg has h

i ad as remarkable
destiny as the Pentateuch. The Pentateuch is stfll
a sacred work to the majority of civiliged humanity

which may not be doubted which must be accept
far_wurd as the will and command of God. Tﬁg ggbggggx
oelieve blindly in the acts of creation, and are un-
concerned whether these narrations conform with the
teachings of modern gcience or noty they diligently
follow all of the laws of Exodus, and never ask them-
selves whether such laws, written several thousand
years ago for a half-savage people under conditions
very different from the present, are still good for
us with our modern education and our modern circum-
stances. The Freethinkers on the other hand, who

do not believe in the Pentateuch, seldom take the
trouble to study this book as cool and non-partisan
critics. They see that the events described in the
"sacred scriptures" are impossible, that they con-
tradict science and healthy reason; they see that it
would be foolish to obey its ancient barbaric laws,
and they regard the Pentateuch with contempt and
anger, as that book has implanted mankind with the
most dangerous prejudices, and has obstructed the
dissemination of knowledge for centuries.

And yvet both parties are wron the one in its
blind Taith, the other in its EIinﬁ unbelielf. Th
Pentateuch is undoubtedly nonsense as a sacred book:
but 1t possesses eat value as one ol the oldest
historical WOTKS w%icﬁ have remained Eiﬁﬁen until
our time.,[ Italics my owns ....l1 we disregard its

(religious| importance, the Pentateuch nevertheless
remains significant to us, since it shows us how

our half-savage ancestors lire?, how they thought,
and in what they believed. (1

Although Orthodoxy is quite pointedly hit on sev-

eral points, the weapons employed were those of logic and

reasony, weapons which were impartially brought to bear

on doctrinaire Freethinkers as well., Furthermore Hil-

kovitz went inté the realm of archaeology to show parallels,

and also discussed the Atlantis legend, all of which were

areas of popular interest by virtue of current discoveries.
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Another example of this purely rationalist approach
to the question of religion, but with less concession to a
popularizing style than Hillquitls, is Krantz's series on
"God, Religion and Mﬂrality“gz)He attempts to demolish
institutional religion by proving that there is no intrinsic
connection between God religion and morality -- or as he
piguantly phrased it in the Yiddish idiom, they are "a

trinity which adheres together as peas adhere to a wall".(s)

Essentially, his argument against the existence of God is

in the classical atheist tradition. That he ingewish atheist
is displayed in his accusing the "Talmudists"™ of introdu-
cing the concepts of an afterlife, paradise, gehinnom and
Mesgsiah into Judaism de novo, to enable them to control

the Jews through fear. That he is a dialectical Jewish

atheist shows in his attack on free will:

Natural science proves to us that there is as much
basis for talking about a free will in man, as there
is, for example, for saying that wataf gusaeases the
free will to boil when it is heated. 4

And finally, that he is a true Marxist, a dialectical mater-
ialist, emerges in his conception of morality. Morality in
its true sense is not simply ~abstaining:: from doing wrong.
Not stealing is still not the same as striving for such a
society in which stealing will cease.

We must not be content with ourselves because we
keep from doing wrong, but rather, we must do good; we
must fight for social- justice;, because this constitutes

man'atrua‘baﬂk.-..-...-.-----.-...
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And such a morality will reign over the world when the
present capitalistic society, which is based upon war-
fare, upon the oppression of the weak and poor by the

strong and wealthy -- shall vanish, and the truly humap-
1stic doctrine of Socialism will become an actua{ity. ?5)

In the two years of Krantz's editorship, these rela-
tively placid rationalistic attacks are all that we find in
the "Zukunft" of an anti-religious nature. When Cahan took
over in 1894, even . . here (o we observe a change. A more
concentrated campaign appears, attacking Judaism not as
previously, through comparative mythology and through philo-
sophy, but with additional weapons taken from the arsenal
of Judaism itself. It is Benjamin Feigenbaum who produced
nearly all of these articles, and he uses his considerable
Jewish background to attack the Jewish religion by skilfully
selecting Biblical and Rabbinic citations, and by drawing
upon events and personalities 1in Jewish history.

Before examining this more polemic variety of writing,
it is interesting to speculate on why this should suddenly
flourish under Cahan's editorship. The reason is, most likely,

Cahan's program of livening up the staid periodical. In

the newspapers, daily and weekly, Krantz's patrician tastes

held sway. Both the English and Yiddish general press were

by now wallowing in sensationalism, but he continued printing

information, enlightening materials and explanations of

current events. The other papers were combatting the menace

of the cheap novel by running serials, and herran translations

of French literature. Amidst all this luxury, the average reader




69

began to look forward to reading the articles which issued un-
der Feigenbaum's byline., This popularity was caused by the
natural dramatic flair of his writiﬁg. It was in his anti-
religious polemics that he really shone, and although Krantz
disapproved of this variety of writing, he chose to ignore

it because of its apparent popularity. In his anti-Orthodox
attacks Feigenbaum vented much of his venom on the Sarasohns,
but finally went too far when he accused them of financial
dishonesty. He was sued for libel and found guilty, with

the "Abend-Blatt" forced to take the financial responsibility.

Feigenbaum later joined the opposition to the "Abend-Blatt",

fl I|'. oo -
o i
‘-P':*ﬁ |

which makes the fact of the "Blatt"'s ultimate closing-down Jf;'

through inability to pay the damages which the court had

imposed on it, particularly ironical.

In the pre-libel-suit days it is easy to see why
Cahan would be happy to feature the writings of this popular
pulemicistf And Feigenbaum responded by producing a whole

series of articles which attacked various concepts and prac-

tices by subjecting them bothh to ridicule and to critical

examinatione. In March; ‘1894, he began with an article en-

titled "The True Character of the Old Jewish God", which

matches the quality of some of Voltaire's polemics, (which

followed
may indeed have been Feigenbaum's source)es This was e

3?1§r-'—-"'1r" i d coincidence also in the fact
ity o g Eﬁgﬂgecratary of the "Zukunft" when

t Feigenbaum became
Egﬁan begama editor in February 189%4.
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by a series of articles entitled "The Jewish Inquisition™,
which went into well-selected detail on the severity of
Biblical and Rabbinic law, the methods of meting out capital
punishment, excommunication, and the like. He next presented
sone “Bliographies of Jewish Freethinkers"™, which included
Elisha ben Abuyah, Chivi haBalki, and, for five issues,
Maimonides., A further article of his on "Who Instituted

Yom Kippur? Whence the Torah?" evoked.some reader response,
from two directions -- both the pro- and anti-religionists.
His comments on the criticism he received from the latter

are worthy of attention:

The second variety of fanaticism . . . 1s, so To
say, materialistic fanaticism. The materialistic philo-
sophy of history . » » tells us . .+ « that neither the
will, the impulse, nor the imagination of any indivi-
duals s « « directed the history of mankind and shaped
its events, but rather, everything that has come to pass
with humanity came about through the material and econo-
mic conditions. . . » Now this doctrine has certain
followers who, 1n this regard, are just as fanatical
as religious people are with tﬁ?lr religions. « « e
Sometimes they are even more "pious" in their material-
ism than the other in his faith. « « « When I said
that Egzra and the priests introduced Yom Kippur, and
did not indicate (?) how this could stem from the mater-
jal and economic conditions then this constituted
sinning againstv the holy Belle¥ in the 1nd%vidua} pro=-
vidence O materialisme « « = Perhaps I will still have

the opportunity to write an article on "The Limit?gigns

of the Materialistic Interpretation of History".

_—___-#

i ing is Cahan's comment after the article:
o Ay %ﬂﬁgr&:ﬁigﬁ Comrade Feigenbaum has said « . . can
~ to certain remarks which have been

epl
4180 . 98 VT asaab; Eageral comrades, concerning other

directed to u Verse S S
in this eriodical. We are in
;:Etcﬁ:hlgnmradapﬁi enbaum's opinion. [Italics my own.|
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From thé:rather impious way that he approaches

doctrinaire Marxism, one might suppose that Feigenbaum was

d ) he -
not quite the firebrand thatﬁmade himself out to be. Never-

theless he has no hesitation in attacking other Jewish atheists,
even Socialists, who display a non-materialistic sentimental
attitude towards Judaism. In a series entitled "Materialism

in Judaism" 'he flails out at an assorted group of targets.
First, he attacks the Maskilim-Zionists who, although they

are atheists, still regard "Yiddishkeit" as the source of
values for Jews, and who maintain that these values can only

be implemented by Jews in Palestine. Then he attacks the
Socialist-Zionists who "will demonstrate to you beyond the
shadow of a doubt that Socialism is to be found as an intrinsic

part of the Jewish anah“.(8’ Hetfindscactiird &nemy to train

his sights oni

An even stronger expression of the influence of the
"spirit of Judaism over a1l humanity" fantasy in the ideagiof
another variety of wgnlightened" Jews, who want to know
nothing at all about Jewish "nationalism", who say that Jews
have not been a separate nation for a very long time, that
they are Frenchmen in France, Germans in Germany, Americans
in America, and that this is fitting ang propers We refer
to the bourgeois Jewish adherents of a "Reformed Jewish

religion. _ 4
these "Reformers® who have quite abolished
the hope fﬁ?ungewish redemption and a recreation of a dewish
: there also emerges the idea that Jews are the
guiding light of humanitye « « « 1hls, S&¥ the Jewishereli-
i s the Jewish nMMigsion®ess o o And the Judaism

that they consider as the "light of the world" is nob the

. d ear-locks, of tzitzis and long beards,
ﬂﬂﬁaiiﬁaoihguggéiigt“: the funaamental philosophy in the |
Jewish teachings about morality, humanity e.. . and pure |

religiosity.
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! According to the ideas of these "Reformers™

1tC wnyld appear that we could do no greater fava; for -
human;ty*than to preach the Jewish doctrine of morality,
equality, and brotherhood (althoughcall’df-these very
laudable qualities are seldom found manifested by their

pot-bellied . . . adherents), and t?a& this will be the
cure for all of mankinds ailments. (&

Feigenbaum confronts all who would speak of some-
thing unique and precious in Judaism with the well-docu-
mented counter-claim that the laudable qualities are well
outweighed by others, much less laudable, and equally
"Jewish". His attitude towards Judaism, towards all religiong,
is that they are all vehicles of fanaticism and darkness.

All of the fine teachings, concepts, morals, are
only historical manifestations of the changes which
come about through the supreme-power which leads
mankind along the road to progress, namely, the power
of economic evolution., And whoever wishes to guide
humanity along hEB&fT ways must see that he makes use

of this power.

The continuation of this article and the whole of

the other two which make up this series go on to explore

Jewish history, to show where and under what circumstances
the nobler values arose. His hypothesis, which he sets out
convincingly to demonstrate, is that it is not the religious

values which wreak an influence on the life situation, but

rather the contrary, that it is the 1life sitmation which,

under favorable circumstances evokes laudable values in

religion, Much of his argument smacks strongly of Reform's

teaching of "Progressive Revelation®”, which is rather ironic,

in view of his expreaaed attitude towards the "Reformers®.
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Although Feigenbaum's articles dominate the
"Zukunft"'s anti-religious pages between 1894-1897, they
do not exhaust them. Of particular interest is a contest
which the periodical ran, in the fall of 1895. Readers
were requested to submit articles on the subject "Religion
and Science™ expressing the materialist viewpoint. The
two articles which won the first and second prizes indicate
views about religion which allow us to conclude,thati:either
many others besides Feigenbaum entertained anti-religious
sentiments, or that he had succeeded in popularizing his
views very quickly and effectively.

In view of the Socialist policy, laxly enforced
though it was, of regarding religion as %a private mattgr“,
we may be grateful to Feigenbaum whose polemic urges defied
stifling, and who therefore was able to give us a considerable

insight into the anti-religious views of his group,

T Ty
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10: The Concept of “Jewish".

At this point, one question emerges from all of
this material, a question which is basic to our whole un-
derstanding of the Jewish Socizlist movement, namely: "In
what way was this movement Jewish?". We have seen in the
preceding section how the Jewish religion was attacked and
completely rejected. The. only elements ofJudaism: conceded
as being specifically "Jewish"™, were: those depicting the
more primitive aspects of the religion. Anything noble
and laudable they attributed to the influence of dialectical
materialism as it moved through history. Therefore it is
almost axiomatic that whatever the adjective "Jewish™ meant
as they applied it to themselves, it certainly had nothing to do
with anything "Jewish"™ in Judaism.

We have also seen how they reject with equal vigor
and vituperation the Zionists' claim that "Jewish" implies
Bourgeois and Socialist Zionists alike are

natinality.

castigated for adhering to this regressive idea of nation=-

alism. There is even an aspect of the apologetic when they

attempt to justify their spo
In Louis Miller's article on the contemporary

nsorship of a separate Jewish

labor movement.

union difficulties already alluded to, we read:

We are

movement®; it 1s
of the American uni

not the patriots of a separate "Jewish labor

wish that Jews should be members
uugna; but we cannot pretend that we
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do not know that under the present conditions, Yid-
dish-speaking labor organizations are a necessity;
that without them, Jewish workers will never begin
to Join American unions as some optimists maintain:

on the contrary, they ri}l cease thinking about or-
ganizing altogether, (&

We remarked previously that we are not particu-
larly enthusiastic about a special Jewish movement.
However, as long as the antiJewish persecutions in
the old country are driving 30,000 new Jewish immig-
rants here per year, then it becomes unconditionally
essential that such a movement exist. And once it
does exist, then we mufz see that it is a healthy
and a pure movement, )

Thus we observe that the single "Jewish"™ character-
istic which they preserved was the use of the Yiddish lang-
uage, as we observed in their designating the "Zukunft"™ from
its very beginnings as "a monthly published by the Yiddish-
speaking branches of the SLP". It is amusing to ndte how
much they had in common ideologically with the "Reformers™
whom they held in open contempt, even TO the extent of paral-

leling the "Americans of the Mosait persuasion" designation of

b

the former with their own ninternational Socialists of the

1
il
3-“:' o

L'_,J

P’

Yiddish~-speaking persuasion®.
We observe also the lack of genuine enthusiasm in

even this concession to their Jewish origin. Had there been |

no large mass-immigration of Russian Jews, they would willingly

have sloughed off even this last vestige of something " Jewish™

to immerse themselves totally in the American movement =~ as

we find Morris Hillqu
This general stateme

it did in fact very shortly.
nt is true of the Jewish Socialists

to certain individuals
as a group. It is, however, unfair to
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in the movement, whom we should designate perhaps as Socialist
Jews to distinguish them from the others, to whom "Jewish"
was the adjective and not the noun. These men were Socialists
out of the conviction that this was the best thing for the
Jews. And they used the Yiddish language because they loved
it. DlMorris Winchevsky is the embodiment of this type, and
the essential nature of his Jewishly-oriented Socialism is
to be found expressed in the powerful and tender phrases
of his own writing, where he describes what he could accom-
plish if only he were a poet:

And when my wish would be fulfilled . . . ah, then
with my songs I would comfort the broken hearts and would
strengthen the exhausted hands; my voice would raise up
the fallen and would strgighten those who are bowed down;
I would cause the despondent to rejoice, and bring light
to those sunken in darkness; I would sweeten the lives of
the embittered, and would encourage the dejected.

With my songs I would instil spirit into the oppressed,
and into those whose love of life is languishing; I would
befriend the lonely and protect the forsaken: I would com=-
fort widows, and would assist orphans to their feet; 1
would make my song into a peal of liberty and my pen 1into
a mighty sword, and with my song I would break into the
fortresses of tyranny, as our ancestors with their rams'

horns shattered the walls of Jericho.

L & ] L - L . L L L ] L ] * - ] » [ -8 L]

vl i ;uuld sing for those fettered in chains of dollars,

and the chains would become a3 cobwebs, as the ropes binding

Samson: 1 would raise my Volce for those who had sold or

hired themselves, those living in squalor and misery, and |
they would become free, brave and strong; with my song I

would give them all spirit and hope for victory. I would

d encour-
them to sleep as other poets do. I woul
:E: %Eti on to the freedom struggle with my SONgs. ?3?
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11: Criticism of Party and Union Policies up to 1897.

In examining the union scene between 1892-1897,
the remark was made that current union affairs were not
discussed in the "Zukunft", except for an article by Miller
in 1892 which deplored the situation of hisg time. Louis
Miller repeated this service in December, 1896, but this
second article belongs here rather than in the sectlon
devoted to union activities. This is because now, that we
have studied the various aspects of the periodical and the
movement during the first six years of the "Zukunft™'s pub-
lication, we may begin to consider a second interval, that
of 1897-1902. In the introductory survey of the Socialist
movement which was given in the early pages of this work
in order to set the scene, this turbulent period was only
sketchily presented. We may now begin to examine these
second SiX years.

In December, 1896, an article appeared written by

Louis Miller entitled nWhere Does the Blame Lie?"™. This

article was written after the Presidential Electioms in Nov-

ember of 1896, in which the

defeat served to intcreéase the T

gLP's total vote dropped. This
umblings of discontent within

the party which had been growing stronger in protest against

the policies and tactics of Deleon. In printing Miller's
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anti-Deleonist indictment of the SLP, Cahan, the editor of
this SLP publication protected himself by stating:

We are printing this arti '
: ‘ icle without any alter-
ations, just as we received it, as the npaniig article

in a debate over hi £ [
hyapispate over the highly important question with

Miller insists that the prime cause for the SLP's
decline in popularity is its rigid and doctrinaire approach.

With the exception of Catholic priests, there has
been nobody recently as strict in regard to matters of
faith as members of our party have become. . . « It may
be that the Socialist party as an organization is atron=-
ger than it was | ten years agg]. Not so0 == under any
circumstances -- the Socialist movement. . . .

We are searching for the fault everywhere, but we
refuse to look for it in ourselves. We know that we
are disliked everywhere, that the labor-organizations
have lost their trust in us, that we do not have one-
hundredth of the influence on the American workers that
we used to have; we comfort ourselves in that these or-
ganizations have lost their significance; our party press
is beside itself for joy when it can report to its readers
thatthese organizations are gradually erishing. It is
out &f this comfort, out of this joy that we anticipate
our Eﬂﬂial dEli?er&nCE. a & & » 8 % e w $. . e B O- ¢ %

We destroyed Anarchism, and took over its weltan-
When they were shown that their

tactics were driving away the people, the Anarchists
would also reply that one #rovolutionary" aware of his

purpose, was more important to them than a thousand

workers only half aware. Then we would laugh at them;
ng;'wz are guing exactly what the used to do, but unfnr-

there is no one TO laugh at USe « o » » » =
Sabe not be watered down, but at the

should
ks pAS=ERE forget for an instant that not

- ould never .
same time we Sh would dilute Socialism are necessarily

all of those who r _
r mist always keep in mind that what
fopls or Siocs - d today ﬁiay can begin to understand

a
they don't understan remember that we must have them

. We must always —
;gﬁugﬂgwpurPuaeS, that party-members or not, they are

historically our class-comrades whom we should not and
daranntalienat-m---‘- Yy 8 e B e e .

& I8l AMHER
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Miller devastatingly reviews those SLP policies that

have brought about this alienation:

Having eliminated the old "corrupt" trade-unionism,
Wwe were unable to fashion a better one in its place, and
in this way we lost the single foundation for our agita-
tion that we possessed., . . . Once we were involved in
warfare, we could not come to a stop in the presence of
the consequences of our dangerous tactics, and so one
fine day we had to combine with the "Federation" to
attack the "Knights"; another time, with the "Knights"
to Tight against the "Federation"™. Then, when we were

riven away by both the "Knights™ and the "Federation",
we formed an "Alliance™ in order to fight both. And so
it was 1n all other areas. With the emergence of each
new social movement we sought,out, not those aspects
whereby we might utilize them for our ends, but rather
under what circumstances and in what way we should be
able to destroy them; this is how we dealt with the
Popularist movement, this is how we dealt with the
Nationalist movement; and now we stand amazed and sad-
dened and look for "causes" of why we are disliked every-
where and avoided by everyoneé. . « e«

Once a party loses its sense of balance on one
point, it can never retain its balance on others; its
moral force dwindles even over its own membership, and
voluntary self-sacrifice yields to enforced dogmas.

Free criticism begins to disturb it, and it is thus that
we may explain the fact that the whole party press 18
1ocked and barred to anyone who wishes to express ;n :
opinion which is not in accorg Y%?h the opinions of the

leading spirits of our party.
As Cghan promised, this article of Miller's was the

prelude to a debate which lasted through six of the seven sub-

The challenge was taken up by a (then) pro-

sequent 1ssues.
With the aplomb

DeLeonite, the caustic Benjamin Feigenbaum.

of the veteran campaigner, Feigenbaum, in a taunting, semi-

————————————————————————— criticism EPPEEI'E in_ﬂn ﬂffiuiﬂl SLP

* Thﬁliz::izgazazgizut weaken his contention. ﬁia wil%nge
= esently, Cahan too opposed this R 2osberts
Eﬁznp¥:s:nt we mere ahan's introductory co
which protect him wi
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insulting style, brushes off Miller's contentions in a few
words, and then proceeds to answer the original eight page
article with a twelve page reply whose contention is that
the fault lies in the basic conservatism of Americans. The
debate picked up steam with Miller citing the same authori-
ties that Feigenbaum had used, to prove that the Americans
are not basically conservative. Following this up without
an intervening feigenbaum respunsé Miller made the following
statement, which we shall be referring to further oni

Socialism distinguished itself from all other theo-
ries, including Anarchism, in that it does not buill its
movement according to various plans an¢ programs, after
certain social formulas, but rather all its plans,and
blueprints are made, worked out and formulated in such
a-way, that it will be appropriate To those circumstan-
ces under which the movement exists. The tactics of
scientific socialism change according to the different
levels achieved by the process of the evolving proletar-
iat, and these tactics are correct only when they do not
hinder. but rather assist the proletariat to search out
naturaily a1l of the necessary levels which lead to

Socialism. (3)
And Miller concludes his indictment of SLP policies and Feigen-

baum's defgncer

We are being punished; punished much more strongly,

than we have deserved, perhaps. In a great
E:;E Eﬁggg;yno one may mention a word ageinstoSoeialism,
heﬂyrﬁheleéz thE?AhEtihanwﬂﬂEkiﬂgmag ghmﬂkuﬂarykm&btlannf
: ' e our fervor blazed too strongly,

-ali wh Becaus ‘
.Egﬁi:ingé sﬁ?gng gges, we often poured out the baby with

o bgﬁgwggﬁialist Labor Party dares not interfere with

uni 8 solute neutr % g the on tactic

'ﬁ,&gn : E_Eﬁ{;Z"%%%__E_EEEEE:___EE_EE_EZ_EE____E_EEEﬂé-
rop 1C 10T 1L
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_“ufﬁ?g?ﬂygumff two-issue long response to Miller's two
consecutive éfgiéiéé were in the best tradition of the trained
polemicist, His attack on the citations which Miller produced
to refute his hypothesis of the Americans' innate conservatism,
are full of innuendo and insinuatiohs of intellectual dishon-
esty. (Miller's articles were less vituperative, but this
may well be due to his relative lack of experience.) He
insists that his original contention still stands, and the
only concession he makes to Miller's charges of poor SLP
tactics is that this is all very true, but that it is of sec-
ondary importance in assessing the guilt for the party?s
poor showing in the elections. Where they are faulty, the
policies of the SLP can be improved. And one of these improve-
ments must be in the field of propaganda, To overcome the
true enemy, American natural conservatism. Miller had taunted
him by pdnting out that the policy of "hammering away" was
synonymous with nfighting”, and equally meaningless unless

Feigenbaum spelled out something specific and concrete.

i propag g with the
Bv "hammering away" I mean propa andizing wi
strangest ossible unified forces, and the creating of
egming, mighty, Socialist torrent by means of

h L
gﬂrﬁﬁéi?—united energetic papty action =-- a3 everybody

] have no
except Miller. Who says that we
Egﬂiﬁiiaﬁﬁg; the grimary cause, the conservative folk-

i ure of control
character of the American? We have a meas e

tive.

hat propaganda can be effec _
Eﬂ Ehﬂ exﬁﬁ?ﬁ ;ust Ee Eﬂ See that we remain Tirm, united,
nfdeotp unified movement, no

and @i sciplined, and through our
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matter how small it may be, b i
Ler De, Dy acting energetically and
making ourselves known, in order to creategauch a gida,

that it will sweep up even the prac
: : tical America h
know only "nothing shcceeds likg success™, Tt

This fear of splintering the SLP would seem to be the burden

of Feigenbaum's argument against Miller:

_ According to my way of thinking, if a party member
is upset because he would "reform" the party according
to his opinion, whereas other members have another opin-
ion, he should still go along with it patiently, and
guard its unity and integrity, becanse during such times
of great difficulty, we are in need of just such unity
and integrity. (5)

It is not easy to see'why a difference of opinion of
this variety should have engendered such rancor as we find
expressed in this journalistic debate. The answer is, of
course, that it was not the election results which gave
rise to this outburst of Miller's. They may have catalyzed
his reaction, but the reaction itself had been in existence
for some time already, and was not confined to Miller alone

by any means. Even before Miller's article, in July of 1896,

the "Zukunft"'s policy of refraining from discussing current

party affairs was broken by Cahan himself. After apologizing

for this breaech as mynfortunately not only an appropriate

‘ n
action, but even more, & sad and bitter necessity,” Cahan

informs us of the issue that precipitated his action:

; and publishers of the "Zukunft"™ con-

The Bropl  eoti : Socialist organ-
gist of the collective Yiddish-speaking ﬂun i 13 an

jizations of the whole country. The questi

i ach here, is a question between
which we have om e Mt on the one hand, and the

i i zations _
Eﬁﬁ“ﬁéﬁiiﬁiiﬁn“iﬁiﬁi is in possession of the Wirbelter
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Zeitung® and ™ & '

1ishin§ Asauci:EEEgHEEftzz tﬁ; tﬁﬁ “Arbelter delbung it
Zeitung" and "Abend-Blatt" are geaign;aﬂgéh Eﬁ: ;g;;:iter
in a very in ' - WL

tive andyins?gtztgﬁgti::gﬂgdeemPIEYingHunusually e e
for the members of the “Pub%ishin GAEHY Eha‘leﬁﬂt' g 1
of the Yargs vmber of Jerish sgc%31§5§E ation", the whole
ish party-members of America, those ;gl§’ all‘gf st
ish champions of the ideals of the SLP ;ﬁicrl ﬁcingtﬂew—
their own exertions helped to give birth tnagh: :#:% it
Zeitung" and the "Abend-Blatt™ and to assist ftheir E;HE;'
those who have worked and continue to Work . . 'éngiehal%
of Socialist agitation =--- these have no nréaﬁ in the
current controversy, whereas their opponents, our comrades
of the "Publishing Association™ have two such organs, which
have become weapons against them, the members of the Yid-
dish~speaking organizations.

1 For the past two Eﬂ-tﬂrée.yéaés'tﬁ *Jéwiaﬁ écéiélise
nave been divided over question of the system under which
their press should be published and controlled, and this
has become the source of contentions which have become
increasingly sharper. . . . The "A.Z." and the "A.-B."
however make fun of those opposed to the present system,
and exert themselves to create the impression that it is
only a few who are dissatisfied and the whole matter 1is

not even worth spending time on.

I3 - # [ L L] L * - L L | L L L L [ * - L 3 & L ] #

{Wﬁu a;e-tﬁe members of the "Publishing A sociation™?
Such members of the SLP in good standing who are admitted.(ﬁ)

Cahan points out the the rules of admission; first, a

candidate must be prnpnsed by five members of the "Association";

second, he must be propdsed at three meetings; third, at least

three of his sponsors must be present at these three meetings;

and fourth,he must receive & majority vote. Thus it was almost

impossible for anybody opposing the present publication pdlicy

to be admitted to the policy-making body. Cahan lashes out at

the undemocratic nature of this body, jpnasmuch as it was respon-

sible for publishing national organs,
e faction of the New York J

and yet its membership was

made up of on ewish Socialists.
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(His labeling of the MAssociation" as a "House of Lords" must, :
invEatér years, have, seemed ironic to those who were watching
him operate the "Forverts" in a mannér amply described as
"Czarist™.) He comes out for a more representative "House of
Commons" system, as one example of which he presents his own
"Zukunft", A board of arbitration, which the SLP had set
up to investigate this dispute in its Yiddish-speaking ranks,
had brought in a decision which left things much as they were,
and this too Cahan ponts out critically.

Already in Jungaaﬁgeneral meeting of the New York Yid-
dish-speaking sections had voted to bring a motion before the
national SLP conventionpreposing that the Yiddish-language
press be completely sundered from the SLP and™given over to
the Jewish members of the party".(?] The convention of the
Yiddish branches of the SLP meeting in August was to vote on
this, and its approval was anticipated.

Thus we see that a split between moderates and party
under way in 1896, dating almost from
Both the

regulars was already well

the time that DelLeon gained his power in the SLP,

pust-mnrteﬁ debate on the elections, and this dispute over

the policy to be followed by the Yiddish press are parts of

this same contoversye Tt is the latter dispu® which was of

major concern tO the Jewish movement and to the "Zukunft™,

and we will now proceed to follow its course.
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12: The Party Schism of 1897.

The first major schism in the ranks of the Yiddish-
speaking SLP'ers took place in January of 1897. At a meeting
of the "Publishing Association, a sizable minority walked
out of the meeting, after being defeated 71-52 on the ques-
tion of the control of press policy. The minority of 52
was headed by nornerothér: than Louis Miller, who came out with
a blistering attack on the vested interests who were conbtolling
the "Association"™. This walkout sparked a party-wide split.
Nearly all of the Jewish trade unions not affiliated with the
UHT joined the dissident Socialists, and together they decided
to publish an opposition paper. At the end of January a
two-day conference was held by representatives of  twenty-three
Jewish Socialist organizations from seven cities, and it was
decided to publish a daily entitled the WForverts", Abraham
Cahan was decided upon as its editor, which position he accepted.

It is important to remeinker that these men considered

themselves not as rebels, but still as a "loyal opposition®.

The fiction of "press clubs" was set up so that the Jewish SLP

branches would not be put into the position of coming out

against an official party orgain, which DeLeon proclaimed the

®jdbend-Blatt" to be. In the "Zukunft®", Winchevsky clearly

proclaimed that this was a struggle
e best interests of the SLP, as they under-

in which the dissidents

were acting out of th
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stood them to be, and delivered a telling stroke in accusing

the party regulars of being "conservatives".

The opponents of free speech , . ., fall into two
separate categories: those who understand the issues
full well, but act as if they do not, and those of the
second class, who are the conservative elements in the
movement, and who fear every innovation and every reform,
and cosequently also every open opinion., The cleverer
among them know, and the more stupid among them sense,
that self-criticism, or party-criticism in the press, will
force them either to turn aside and follow a2 new path,
or else to get out of the way entirely so as not to ob-
struct our general progress. Knowing this, or sensing
this, they are fighting on behalf of the pay-your-dues-
and-shut-up system in the party with all of the means,
which conservatism has directed against the revolutionary
spirit everywhere and at all times.

In presenting the standpoint of the dissidents, Winchevsky

places loyalty to Socialism at the head of the list:

1) Socialism is a theory, based upon scientific and his=-
torical facts, and not a religion, handed down from a
new Sinai. Socialism is our persuasion, and not our

faith, and the more convinced we are of its truth and (1)

ultimate triumph, the less fear we need have of discussiom.

In hoping to remain a part of the SLP while rebelling
against the official policy, the Jewish moderates were being
unduly optipistic. The "Forverts" appeared on April 22, 1897.
~1s the SLP expelled its Jewish branch in Phila-

On June 26th, at a

In mid-June,

delphia for endorsing the "Forverts".

time when all its supporters Wwere out of New York City on an

excursion sponsored by the newspaper, Deleon quickly called

together a meeting, which rallr
the Jewish sections, whiclh , 1

oaded through a motion to

n effect, excommuni-
reorganize

cated them from the SLP.
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Although this move was aimedsonty at the New York
Tfactlon, its effects reverberated throughout the Jewish sec-
tions of the movement., A convention was called for the 3lst
of July in which all of the SLP's Yiddish-speaking branches, and
also nthe%i %ggaliét organizations and unions parficipated.

I1ts purpose was to decide what to do. Early in July the
"Forverts™ had already begun meposing that the Jewish Social-
ist movement affiliate itself with the newly-formed "Social
Democracy of America®"™, This movement, headed by Eugene Debs,
originated in the mid-West, and contained many utopian aspects
which were distasteful to the Jewish scientific-Socialists.
One Jewish branch was in existence in New York, among whose
founders were Jacob Gordin, Cahan's one time publishing part-
ner Dr, Charles Rayevsky, and Joseph Barondess. Throughout
July it was very active in attempting to convince the excommu -
nicated SLP'ers to join this movement.

The convention was faced with two problems: first,

should the expelled sections join the Social Democracy, or

should they found a new separate Jewish Socialist party, like

the "Bund" in Russia; and second, what should the non-expelled

sections do. BY convention-time the leadership was already

convinced, but it required the support of the delegates to

approve of affiliation with D
Equally uverﬂhelming'waa the

ebs! movement. This they did,

by a four-to-one majoritye

sh
decision of the convention that all nnn-axpellad Si? gections
s
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leave the party and join in with this action of affiliation.
The Jewish Socialists hurled a last shaft at their old partys:
"We declare that the SLP has forsaken the grounds of scienti-
fic Socialism, and therefore is going under a false title,
when it designates itself as "scientifically Sncialistic".(Z]
Some misgivings were stated in approving of the affiliation
with the Social Democracy, but they felt that through effective
propaganda from within the new party, they could successfully
combat and eliminate its utopian and non=-scientific policies,
The erstwhile "Yiddish-speaking sections of the SLP"
then transferred the "Zukunft" to the "Forverts Association”.
By this time, the "Zukunft" was in poor financial state. It
had never been subsidized by the SLP, and when 1t began to
speak out, even as mildly as it did, against the official poli-
cies of the party, the SLP probably went out of its way to
affect its circulation and income. The decision was made to

suspend its publication, and the following statement was

issued to explain the reason for this unhappy necessity:

We have done our duiy, and it-is-upon:the heads.of our
slanderers that the guilt will fall, when after all its
exertions, the nzukunft® will have to cease publication

as a result of all the disg?aceful means which they sought
in opder to injure its credit. (3)

e issue of August, 1897, was the
£ the "Zukunft™.to be

Thus it was that th

last number of the original series O

published Through its last jgsues all that appeared in print

related to the events which were rocking the party, were the

' he series between Miller
single article of Winchevsky, and the
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and Feigenbaum, which carried right through into the July
issue. The events of July ultimately vindicated Miller, by
Feigenbaum's own argument. Early in the debate he had discar-
ded Miller's contention that the SLP's policies constituted its
greatest weaknesssby arguing that in other countries where

the Soclalist parties had departed from the true Socialist way,

they had been superceded.

Why then has such a thing not come to pass En Ameri -
ca during this same time? . . . . Opportunities “ave been
many for Socialism to have gone off in another direction.

. o o« o Would all of thesel.Secialistic attempts have failled
if the the grmund were favorable for a powerful Socialist
movement and our party'!srpolicies constituted the only
obstruction? All of these attempts surely provided suf-
ficient roots from which a Socialist plant could sprout
alongside our party, and shoot up better and more perfect
than its roots in tﬁe same way that scientific Socialism

grew out of utopian Socialism? (4)
Feigenbaum's statement proved to be prophetic. Out
of the grass roots of the midwest grew sup "Social Democracy of
America™, which itself was shortly destined to produce the
Social Democratic Party, and then the Socialist Party, the

most successful of the Socialist political parties in the

history of the United States.
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15: Ihe Schism of 1899, and a Survey of the American
Jewish Soclalist Movement, 1807 = 1902.

With the departure of the "Forverts" faction (as it
was slightingly referred to) from the SLP, the radical Jew-
ish movement en tered upon sorry days. Splinterization con-
tinued like a chain reaction. In September of the same year;
1897, the Socialist union movement also cracked open, with
twenty-two of the UHT's twenty-five affiliated unions bolting
the SLP's "Alliance",which included the UHT, andcorganized
the Hebrew Federated Trades. Thus the "Forverts™ group was
reenforced in its anti-SLP campaign. :

All was not placid in the Social Democracy either.

In June, 1898, one year after 1its founding, this infant move-
ment split over the question of colonization. In voting on
whether to stress political action or founding Socialist colo=-

nies, the convention approved of the latter policy, 53 to 37.

This minority themupon walked out of the convention, and

immediately organized a nNEwW party, dedicated to political

and other practical action == the Social Democratic Party of

America. Among those delegates who walked out and who took

part in organizing the new party were Winchevsky, Miller and

Barondess. Their action was unanimously approved of by their

and in Desember there was atready a convention

organizations,

of the Jewish sections of the SDP.
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The reorganization of the Yiddish-speaking sections, (that
plan which had been the last straw for the "Forverts" grﬂup),
was carried out, and by the end of 1897 its Jewish convention
could number delegates from twenty-eight sections. A new
periodical was founded to replace the "Zukunft", entitled
"Die Naie Zeit", under the editorship of Feigenbaum and
Krantz, but this effort lasted only for one year. The

final schism in the SLP was imminent.

Dissatisfaction was strong in the SLP over Deleon's
autocratic dogmatism, and particularly his trade-union policies.
What had probably held the party together until then was the
fear Gﬁisissidents that they would find themselves without a
party. We have already observed Feigenbaum's obsession in his
debate with Miller, over maintaining party unity and solidar-
ity. We have also observed the readiness with which the

excommunicated Jewish groups joined forces with the utopian

Social Democracy, in order to be a part of some Socialist

organization. In 1899 the new SDP under Debs and Berger

was both vigorous {in comparison to the SLP), and was committed

to practical action. Thus it was that in July, 1899, the

The loyalists went their own

t usly called
way, and the nxangaroos™ (as Deleon con empbwous.ly
ing after the SDP. This match was not so

SLP split for the last time.

them), went a-cous
easily arranged. They sent representatives to the SDP con=

vention in 1900 to request a merger, and received strong support.
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However Debs and Berger had susplcions as ﬁgﬁ%nnurable nature

of their intentions, and vetoed the match. Much of the SDP
failed to appreciate the feélings which its leaders had on
the risk involved in bringing in a2 solid unit which had its
own already-existing leaders, and which owed no allegiance
to the SDP. This misunderstanding of the role of a struc=
tures leadership by the unsophisticated membership, almost
split the SDP. So it came about that in 1901, the "kangaroos"
and the heads of the SDP came to an agreement, and the new
Socialist Party (SP) was formed.

Such a reconciliation did not take place quite so
easily within the Jewish Socialist group. It was simpler
in the case of the Jewish unions, because, we observed earlier,
the events of 1897 had left the UHT with three of its twenty-

five unions. This emaciated UHT combined with the Federated
Hebrew Trades to form, at the end of 1899, the United Jewish

Trades. In 1900 this became affiliated with the AFofL, In

the party and press, however, a rift remained between the

"Forverts" faction and the nkangaroos™. Even though such

SLP stalwartas as Krantz and Feigenbaum had also left in

1899, the memory of hostility and personal invective was still

too fresh Besides the excommunicates of 1897 were entrenched,

albeit precarinusly, in their own newspaper, while the "kan-

an organ of expression. FErom
garoos" were now those who lacked g Xp

the national aspect, they were all gP'ers. But in the Jewish
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world, they continued to fight their former feuds.

Krantz and Feigenbaum undertook to publish a "kangaroo®
weekly =--in fact two weeklies were attempted in'that period of
1899-1900, "Die Folks Zeitung" and "Der Sozial Demokrat™-- but
met with no success. The "Abay@Blatt™ had, of course, remained
with the SLP, but found the going difficult, partly as the
result of the financial obligation imposed on the paper when

the Sarasohns had won their libel suit.

Meanwhile the "Forverts" had been having its difficul-
ties. In 1897 when publication was begun, almost from the be-
ginning new controversy developed. Although the SLP spoke of
the dissidents as the "Forverts"™ faction, this group had no
unity or community of purpose. It was made up of people who
were disgruntled with the SLP for a variety of reasons, soO
that when it came to publishing a newspaper, disputes cropped
up over what it should contain, and how it should be edited.
As the duly elected editor, Cahan saw this as his opportuniby
e a newspaper which would have wide appeal. However

to produc
with a sizable group whose concept of a

merely the nAbend-Blatt™, but published

he was confronted

Socialist paper Was

by them. One feature which Cahan approved of, which was found

in both the American press and the "Blatt", was that of giving
in bo Am
ition opinions no sSpace, even to the extent of eliminating
opposi R
olemical d b“tﬁg**bvﬁntﬁubh ﬁﬁjhéﬁhad;hiﬁﬂalfﬁparmitﬁad between
p. Li : Ty B a }iuﬁ

% See page 69.
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Miller and Feigenbaum in the "Zukunft"™, At least this was

the occasion which he used as an excuse to resign. At this
time Cahan still visualized a literary career for himself
in the English language, so that when Lincoln Steffans
offerred him a position on the staff of college graduates
that he was getting together for the reorganized "Commercial
Advertiser®™, Cahan gladly accepted. This was certainly an
occaslon when the distant field was as green as it looked,
at least in comparison to that' of the Yiddish Socialist press.
He still contributed occasional articles to the "Forverts",
however, even during these years in the English press.

After Cahan's resignation in 1898, the "Forverts™
carried on a hand-to-mouth existence. The "forverts"™ Asso-
ciation, which had been founded on a basis nf giving represen-

tation to all sympathetic organizations and groups, soon
became the responsibility of a few interested individuals.

These were young intellectualsfor the most part who were

simultaneously pursuing their professionul educations, so

that their working hours on the paper would be determined by

the hours that they were free of classes. Louis Miller was

more interested in getting his law career off to a good start

£
than in working on the nForverts®™, but he managed to be o

assistance particularly et times when it looked as if the
= »

suspend publication. This situation

paper would have to
by factional disputes among the

was made even more chaotic
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"Zukunft" personnel along doctrinal:lines...

Despite the decline in the activity of the Socialist
press, the general Yiddish press aaw-cﬂnfinued growth during
this period, and even the emergence of new newspapers. In
1901 Jacob Saperstein began to publish the "Morgen Zhournal®,
a daily which featured the religious and anti-labor attitudes.
In addition it was hostile to political Zionism, preferring
some degree of assimilation in preference to this irreligious
~movement. This paper,merged with the "Tag", is still published.

Another, less successful. daily was begun in June of
1902 by some of the Americanized Jewish interests as represen-
ted by Louis Marshall. A need was felt for a newspaper for
the immigrants which would wean the immigrants away from the
unions, Tammany Hall, orthodoxy, and all of the other features
which were regarded by the publishers as undesirable, "Die
Yiddishe Velt" was provided with a rather heterodox staff.
2vi Hirsch Masliansky, 'a-widely popular lecturer, was at its

head. and the bulk of its membership was made up of such So-
»

cialist and Anarchist journalists as Krantz, Frumkin, Gorin

and Morris Rosenfeld. Both its subject matter and style were

not to the taste of the Yiddish-reading public, and after a

short career, which featured a strike of its radical staff,
¥

the "Velt" folded.
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This period of decline in the Sdcial istirmevement sis
clearly depicted in a retrospective article of Abraham

Liesin: . |
The former "Zukunft® perished because of moral '1
consumption. The fire of dissent which had at that i

time just broken out in the movement, had destroyed 'ﬁ

any possibility that our comrades might do that slow,
patient work demanded in a monthly publication. They i
lost their patience and began to chase after immediate q
results, which could be achieved right at the moment, }
and with which the enemy could be confronted. They i
could not expect this of a periodical, and so their .;%
i
/

—_—
(=

whole attention, energy and brain-power came to be !
swallowed E{ by the daily press. il
Not only at every election, but also at every it |
commonplace meeting was it deemed necessary to blare
it out in the daily press, in order to display fheir
full power and glory. . » « Every faction used up its
last ounce of strength in capturing adherents =-- not
for Socialism, but for itself =~ not parmnnan‘bly6 but
for the time ﬁeing -- not from among the huge pu liii
but from among fellow-Socialists. . . . And after
this. we would be surprised when we would complete one

terrible election campaign after another! (1)
e need be said about this period of 1897-1902,

: .. s "\ - -
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14: The Revisionist Heresy Appears in America,

Having ended the preceding section with some remarks
by Abraham Liesin, the rising young poet and journalist, we
may well begin this present section with his observations

as to what happened to cause the Jewish Socialists totbelihlieir

this-sad state of affairs.

| Great numbers of Socialists were jostled out of the
old pale of the party, and pushed into the ranks of the
Liberals, whereas those remaining became even more fierce-
ly fixed in rigid partisan schism. . . . Fragment after
fragment of the former faith was cast off, and the one
faction sank into the hellish abyss of the opportunis-
tic heresy, the other -- into the deepest depth of Mar-
xist orthodoxy. It did not take long until a third fac-
tion emerged. The golden mean did not permit many to
go to either extreme, and so they began to return. This
took place on the part of both sides simultaneously.
Those returning encountered their opposi® numbers on the
way, they exchanged greetings peacefully, and betook
themselves to the task of putting together a new, third

ﬂu . : ol g g .
. PThus it came about that we achieved a heterogeneous
Social Democracy. Under other and better conditions,
these events would not have appeared SO deadly. The

jalism ceases being only a fine-sounding
Eﬁizﬂg?aghgu;ure it works itse?% into real life situ-

] the more it must come to grips with living
?Eif?i},tgﬁg the more it will find place gnr endless

i re or less sh and disagree-
differences of opTeiors mgn see recantlgrfn certain

able. This we have come LO & §
- . the spirit of criticism, reflection,
Euﬁﬂ Eggnggggﬁiigsiﬂ to bg found hovering about every-
*ﬁﬂere in the Socialist world at present, everywhere i
bhny‘EHHOﬂiﬂtﬂgwnnﬂﬁnﬂtﬂﬁh@?ﬁﬂl sfcPésEnct swords, Ofiet
ﬁnlyﬁmanytsnetbuinctfthatinﬂl methedsy but also many
sacrosanct principles. (1)
erved that the events in.ﬁga Jewish Sqn;gl-

_

ﬂh&t*ﬁﬁa-gging'un inlmariungﬂgéaigl.

We had obs

i

ntoversy and ach:l.ﬁmlngg: :;:E g I |

ist area were paralleling

iat‘cirulaa. The phenomena of co
wos! oni Harzise. -
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unique to the Yiddish-speaking sections, nor were they, as
Liesin polints out significantly, confined to the American
movement. Something was happening to scientific Socialism:
throughout the world, and this 'something had its roots in
the very faet that Socialist parties were beginning, here
and there, to achieve some degree of success, some beginnings
of popularity. It was in the most successful, the most pop-
ular of all Socialist parties, the Social-Democratic Party of
Germany, that this movement-within-a-movement acquired a
name -- or rather, two names: one, descriptive --"revisionism";
the other, after its founder -- "Bernsteinism".

In Germany after 1890, the Social-Democratic Party
was permitted to operate openly and to take an active part in
elections and government. Thus for the first time, the dogmas
of Karl Marx were exposed to the rough and tumble of real life.
Furthermore the economic prosperity was breaking down the class
ch Marx had based so much of his theory, mak-

barriers upon whi

' ] ' to the contemporary
ing the application of the master's words P

situation hazardous. The Party was now trying to gain votes

and win elections and it began to find that hewing exactly to

the line of orthodoXx Socialism was a different thing in prac-

ti than it had been in the more peaceful days of simple dis-
ice

tion.

cussion and argumenta
Confronted by & society which Wwas not evolving in the
onfro

i arliamentary sys-
way that Marx had pradinted, involved in & P

tem where the gpP had to Wi
pokesmen pnpused a

n votes and seats, 0One of the par-

revision of classical Marxism. -
tyts leading S
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in the late 1890's, Edward Bernstein began to publically

recommend policies which were repudiations of Marx. In-
stead of policies based on a theory of deteriorating social
conditions, which were in fact not taking place, he proposed
others founded upon the situation which they were facing.

The SDP could only achieve success if it based its policies
on "the growth of social wealth and of the social productive
forces, in conjunction with general social progress, and,
particularly, in conjunction with the intellectual and moral
advance of the working classes themselves."(2) He forsook.:
the concept of unremitting class-conflict, and recommended
collaboration with all "progressive™ forces in society.
Although he never rejected Marx's ultimate goals, Bernstein
stressed the day-to-day experiences of the Socialist movement
as the more important. It was the evolutionary rather than
the revolutionary aspect of Socialism that required the greatest

attention, in his opinion.
It can be seen how this approach could cause a furor-

in the staid doctrinaire inner circles of the German SDP.

This furor was reflected throughout the Socialist world, for

which Germany was a kind of Mecca at that time. As the U.S.S.R.

s of the world during the 1920's and '30's,
o the world's Marxists at the turn

was to the Communist

s0 too 'was the German SDP ©
And so if Bebel and Kautgky expressed disap-

einism, the socialist parties of the world

of the {:en!:'l.lr}".

proval of Bernst
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joined in. The following appeared in the "Zukunft":

In recent years we have heard so much and read so

Egﬂgﬂg?zzF the ;crlﬁls“ in Marxism and the "revision"

l1allism, that it would be interesting to take
stock . . . of what has emerged from all of this talk,
qf the egtent to which the old theories of "ohsolescent™®
Marxism nave shown themselves to be wrong, :of how many
of them have survived untouched by this criticism, and
of what new theories have been erected on the sites of
the old theories, which have been destroyed by the
criticism of the Revisionists.

And here we must immediately comment that the whole
Revisionist movement has accomplished nothing ir the nat-
ure of a positive theory; we may even say nothing in the
nature of a single new thought has been produced by it.
. . A1l . . . Revisionists find their pleasure in de-
stroying, leaving the reconstruction to other hands.
Their suie l1abor consists in criticizing that which the (3)
Marxists have accomplished with their work to the present,

We have the greatest respect for Edward Bernstein as
a noble and learned man, but we must say that his ways

b nd comprehension!
' ﬁgie is apsample of his intelligence: over 3,000,000

voters cast their votes for Socialist candidates in Ger-

‘ ction campaign one of whose chief aspects
o vy an'E}Eter a reag 5%3 to the Kaiser's face. With

. . _'-.-—l——-—'—_'-
the whole weignt of his aut DrltYitEEnKElSET s o e cailed

upon the workers to repudiate . . . the Socialists. The

to this with over 3 000 DQU_SDcialist
ﬂggggrs res?nggeglnig comes Barnstein’and’daslras that,

! : alists should, you should
' 1t of this elected Socialis -
;:rgugeiﬁa expressiag, go to 2 aﬁnz tg Eut§§§~§a§5§EE§nd
DS o ;EdZ;gernf?tﬁe'Réichstag! (According to their

i ali have the right to demand this
- Sﬂclallat: ﬁgﬁe-president of the Reichstag

£ the Kaiser and there pay him

osition.
Eust go to the court O

£
an-act of treachery in view O
anti monarchical commission which the voters
E -

the expres mon A e? Bernstein believes that going
handed tﬂ_thi ig“;ﬁ%ﬁiﬂ; more than & ceremony, which can

do no harme U-I-




101

That Revisionism was to be disapproved of elsewhere
than 1in Germany is indicated by references to France, where

Juares had shocked the orthodox Socialists of the republic

and the world by allowing one of his party leaders Alexandre
(5)

Millerand, to take a cabinet post-in a coalition government:
and to Italy, where Turatti, "a kind of Bernsteinite", re-
signed his seat because he disagreed with the party. (6}
Even in the United States was "opportunism" to appear and
be scolded, particularly when its perpetrator was none else

than Victor Berger himself. During a municipal campaign in

Milwaukee, then "the *reddest' city" of the United States,
the local SP had not run candidates for the posts of city

judges. Berger advised the Socialists to vote for one of

the capitalist candidates in preference to the other. Thus

was born™he Berger Incident™. And thus ran the criticism:

Berger was wrong for advising; the Milwaukee Socialists were

going along with Berger; they were furthermore
y failed to run candidates for city judge,

ad affair. The MZukunft" rejoli-
is a localized affnif:

wrong for
faulty in that the
which fact precipitated the s
ces thatithe heresy of #opportunism®

i

= 7"k L
-

1
\ -lf*,l
| et -. I ' [

. oo

tunistic epidemic® found very ﬂagqga._

and tgzgrt::ifirﬂt 'practical" ﬂRP#ﬂWI?Pi&_ |

Eggﬂiiiénz evoked such a sweeping protest and con e i
nation. (7) ﬂ J? %‘l‘; 1‘; 3

-
-
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In approaching the problem of Revisionism, the

"Zukunft" asks the question “why", It notes how frequently

in the history of Marxism we find instances of parties, which
after a period of rapic growth and development, will enter

into a period of internal criticism and conflict, which in

turn gives way to a renewed period of growth and further devel-
opment. The quite "natural" reason which is given is, that

in the initial popularity, there is a large influx of vigor-
ous but imperfectly educated freshmen Socialists.

Furthermore there are also non-proletarian elements,

members of the ruling classes -- not to mention bourgeois
intellectuals, former liberals, radicals, philanthropists,
and ordinary humanists, -- whose old ideological edifices,

built upon a capitalist foundatlon, have been destroyed,(who) « —
often rescue the ship of their ideals 1n the secure haven

of Socialism.

This is followed by the rather astonishingly accurate predic-

tion:
It is self-evident, that the larger a party is, and

the quicker the rate of its growth, the greater the num-
ber of Trnselytes whom it admits. The young Russian-

Jewish) authoxy Blank, has recently demonstrated
Germanthat the Garman;SuciEI:Demucracy has already ac-

i e percentage of such converts, and will con-
Egtﬂzdtg tgﬁft Ehis variety of member. Even though his
conclusions, that because of this the party 18 departing
more and more from the prulegarian waylandaia B:;gzing in-

: arty of the people e . e
creaslﬂglgv:rfﬁgfzzi Edmi% that all of these converts do
g :n influence « s« « OO the party.

The whole attitude displayed towards the question of

nZukunft?, an attitude presumably shared

Revisionism in the

jalist movement, is one of what appears

by the whole of the S0¢
This self-delusion is applied

to be deliberate gelf-delusion.
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to the German situation j
On in the followi
wing steps: 1) Marx was

right; 2) Anybody who do
Y ubts Marx's
perfection is wrong;
L

3) Therefore Bernstein -- -
and Revisioni
18m are wrong;
’

) Revisionism is a natu
party's success; 5) Hevizl P-’hﬂﬂﬂfiﬂemn, T et e

=P onism will ultimate reform into
pristine Marxism. Evidence of this last hope was seen in the
fact that the Revisionists remained within the German SDP,
accepted party discipline, and displayed absolute unity and
solidarity at the party'cungresses.(9) That this "unity"
was indicative, not of the weakness of the Revisionist minor-
ity, but of its increasing strength, is clearly seen by the
fact that it was not expelled from the party by the orthodox
leadership. The Bernsteinites understood that time was wor-

king for them, although 1t was not until the first World War

that this faction clearly became dominant.

In examining the Socialist Party of America we can

see why this 41lusion was maintained. The great advantage

which the SP claimed for its interpretation of Socialism,

over that of the utopian variety of the Social Democracy group,

was that it was scientific Socialism,
nature and the universe,

of history,
h was predestined by the very

Marx's Socialism, based

on the inexorable laws
and that its ultimate triump

To admit that
y the whole foundatio
g the taint of Revisi

Marx was imperfect meant,

nature of things.
n of scientific Social-

in fact, to destro
onism in the

Thu

ism's special clail.




104

Socialist party which was the example for the whole world's

Socialists, must -- like the nonexistence of the Emperor's

new clothes -- be denied. Also by constantly and vociferously

attacking Bernsteinism, it made- it easier to overlook the

fact that the Socialist Party of America was itself, in fact,

Revisionist.

The Socialist, Party of America was quite different
from the Socialist Labor Party in several significant respects.
Most obvious were its origin and make-up. The SLP was large-
ly a foreign importation, made up as it was of immigrant
Socialist groupings, for the most part. In contrast to this,
the SP was, by virtue of its Social-Democratic segment, an
indigenous American movement. I¥ had strong roots in ﬁhe
remnants of such parties as the Populist and Greenback;:

and the veneer of Marxism which 1T acquired was never a thick

one. It had been the SLP which had stood for, and continued

to stand for orfodox Marxism. Both its political and labor

policies had failed to stand up in practice, and in selecting .

their own methods, the new SP adapted the pragmatic -- or you

ortunistic == approach, which came to be called

may call it opp

Revisionism.

And how did the Jewish members of the SP react to all

t world? Here are some excerpts

of these stirrings in the Socialls .
s in 1904:

n the Amsterdam Congres

from a report o
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So-called 'Revisionism! ;
few thinkers who have turizd heratio Gl touct of &

: heretic against so-
;giﬁhﬂggxtﬁzrgigm;. bg:dit is the Prngﬁctn:f igfzaiifd
o e SHear broader stz &
cialist parties have to conduec SOEELe Wileh the Bo

t - -
cumstances., ., . . Th under present-day cir

: €Y are stressing a new trend in So-
cial-Democracy, a trend with which we shall have to

reckon increasingly, the stronger and more numerous
the Socialist host becomes,

~ If the Jauresists and 'Revisionists'! are truly

going a little too far along the new road for the
present day Social-Democracy, then it is just as bad
as holding fast to the old road, paying no attention
to the demands which our time is making, to take part
in the reforming of capitalist society, to the extent
that this is possible. (10)

And when we see the name signed to the end of this article,

we are more than slightly surprised to find the name of =--

Philip Krantz!

It should not be surprising at this point to think
of the Jewish Socialists as Revisionists. It was the "Forverts"
faction that had been represented at the Social Democracy
convention, which joined in the formation of the SDP in 1898.
P, wers among the "kangaroos"

from the SLP that the

What Jews remained in the SL

of 1899. But it was not in bolting

. : i :
Jewish Socialists revealed their breach with orthodox Marxism

] Lnsi 2 retaining --
In the very fact of retaining -- of insisting on

' turned
a distinct Jewish identity, these men had irrevocably tu
ol d towards that form of

an
their faces away from pure Marxism,

become dominant in the Socialist world,

Revisionism which was tO

national Socialism.

—



of Jewish Revisionism must be sought in Russia. The“tracing

of its geneology is to be found in an article in which there
is nothing at all mentioned of this heresy, an article giving
the history of the Russian Jewish Workers! Federation, the

"Yiddisher Arbeiter Bund® --- universally known as simply,

the "Bund",

The Jewish participants in the Polish insurrection
of 1831, were undoubtedly fiery revolutionaries, but
the majority of them -- quite removed from Socialism,
and even farther removed from being) Jews. Those were
the Jews whom we now call Moses' Poles*, , . . They
were "revolutionaries™ but not "Socialists™, and not

at all "Jews™,
The Jews of the insurrection of 1863 were gall

fiery revolutionaries and pearly all true Socialists

.« « « but very poor Jews. ey were not concerned

i Jewish masses. « « «» We may generally say . « .
gﬁ:? EEZ Jsngh t63ers were trevolutionaries™ and "So-

cialists", but not at all Jews. (1)
oint to which we traced the origin of

of the 1870's and '80's, al-

This was the p

the Jewish Socialist immigrants

though an editorial footnote points out correctly that Morris

Winchevsky was an exception to this attitude of disinberest.
' thing new enters the picture.

grandiosity is significant)

social movement has its immanent . . , its

Every

nMoishe Rabbenu's Poliaken"™, loses some-

{ation. It would seem to be & derogatory

* The Yiddish phrase .
i X 1ike MPoles of the Mosaic persuasion™.

thing in the trans e
derivative of a pgras
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ln

. 8 = ThESE inlm
thE Sﬂcial E{Ient lB,WE ha :
l organi : ve their
?f a particular EEEEE%H the living anzqazikgunktdeep in
125 and working tﬂgathg;- i(Funtnute by editugg Tﬁgﬂgger
customs, cult n-a society th x e
their rﬂuts" ure, art, law y themselves, i.e.
1in the 3 E‘, Etﬂ. furth g
‘ Partlcular- 1 ; ions of the soci
a certain directi aws give every soci iety. .
pe e on, a certai ocial movement
naracter, and a certain fo n configuration, a certain
very leaders of the move rm. Individuals, . . . the
way which they, th ment, cannot lead it 'al :

e P T s e leader h ong the
if the way leads in a dif‘fsj hold to be the proper one
which its immanent laws h erent direction from that
Thus the “gnud.intentinnsﬁv?ffaie-grdaiHEd ek e
a tr1¥?§l ?ﬂlﬁ, of the leadership plays quite

nis is howe
fact, a "social mgﬁszEgﬁ iy when"thE'mnvEment is, in
when it embraces large ol ﬁréa& a "mass-movement", i.e.,
Eeglnﬂing, however, at the time tﬁgglgﬁeﬁzgﬁggé fIF s
et Vot o i n
tﬁ;ﬂgtﬁgrgéaghlle it stll}flnvulves only small grnﬁgs
R play an important role, then they are
,to . « . impart to it a particular configurati
according to their "good 1 : ongt aan
N ine contd ir "good intentions®. . . . However this
sl onfiguration of the newly-born movement is des-
ned to be short-lived. The more that the movement
grows in breadth and in depth, the broader the social
strata that it captures, the more adherents it can cnuntﬁ

in a word, the closer 1t comes to being a "mass-movement
individual character, the

the more it loses its former
more it alters t@at alien configuration that its first
leaders gave to 1T « o - until it loses it entirely and
takes on its own gestalt, its own character; in:accordance
with its own immanent laws.
The truth of the above ideas can be clearly seen
in the Jewish labor movement in Russia. "The Jewish
labor movement has from its very inception assumed a
articular character”, SO Writes . « « ohe central organ
%hrqﬁﬁ;1ﬂ§' The "particular character™ « . .
Jewish == or more

nd™, « ¢ ¢
5 its specifically—
"The Jewish

is nothing else but 5
its wpational character®s  « -
and only

briefly, _
' eeds and requirements
spedd it s la;el that its

nation has
Wwith 1ts own Torces cgn 1t achieve to a
£ i nJewish nation® has,

rendered the world

i‘grlgigalg:dwﬁg gﬁylittla book "BEI: Judgﬂz'b?:ﬁ:tﬂ_n:zgg};ga
j i jeve == OT Si : _
EgliﬁzcE%uﬁﬁﬁniﬁzghbiﬁ;;ted.thﬂ wpational point® into

grows and evolves.
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its program the Jews
*® =& = = s .
needs™, not as g pre-Creaggig oation has these "special

int i~ : endowment, but
part 0 16,7 Oy, Sy e Yoot aountEhofe
3 : ' - as "Che strength of

ewish nation rests in the Jewish uletar?gt“,uthzngure

from its very inception, th tih
£0 aszumf ﬁiseparate n&éiunzlJigiigcizg?r movement had
derati:i thﬂixugnqurederlck Engels took it into consi-
' _ at "in its form. the campaign of eve 1
tariat is primaril ¥ ~ R S
primarily a national one". But inasmuch as in
its early days the.make-up of the Jewish labor movement
was very meager, (it consisted only of small groups of
select, gifted and more developed workers in Vilna),
then naturally its form was insignificant, and therefore
neither the workers, the leadership nor the intellectu-
als noticed it. On the contrary! "The leaders, the
Russian-Jewish Social-Democrat;intellectuals, who were
bthemselves more Russian than Jewish -- ( at any rate,
so they believed, as do. all assimilated Jews of all
lands and all timeS.....) =-- strove to give the young
movement their own ™Mussian' gestalt, their own 'Russian!
oY@ & » e
The propaganda was then conducted, thanks to the
"good intentions™ of the leaders, only in Russian, the
demands simply duplicates of the genuine Russian labor
organizations. There was not even a mention ol s ecial
- " i ights
Jewish demands, not even for example, "equal civil fig

for Jews", (2’

In these words does the wrlter of the ebove=-cited ar=-
deseribe the change that was taking place

ticle approvingly

in the Russian Jewlish Marxlst scene ags it acqulired many new

adherents at the end of the nineteenth century. Elsewhere we

have observed that as popular support Was being gained by

Milwaukee, these partiles

Socialist partied from Germamny to
adherents, many

goals and gims of these new

also acquired the
I but even anti-Marxlst ==

of which were not ﬂnlj' nun-ﬂarxist.

then.understcnd to be.
+he theoretical 1deal of unremitting

' Thus we saw in the
88 Marxism was

previous chapter that |
gainst the desire and need for

a
clags warfare was thrown UP



109

immedlate soclal and union galns, and in the resultant compro-

mise, the ldeal was almost completely submerged. Similarly

was the case with the theoreticzl ideal of Internationalism

The rampant Zuropean nationalism of the nineteenth century
was translated into Socialist terms, and from the original
clarion call, "Arbeiter aller Llnder, vereinligt euch!" was

derived the nuance of "workers of every nationality, unite!",

rether than "workers of the world". That Marx and Engels had
favored a natlional basis for Soclallst organization is indis-
putible. There was, however, a conslderable differerice between
what they meant by "natlional", and what their heirs took it

to mean (although the later ﬁevelupment had its roots 1in the

earlier).

Marx and Engels do not use the word 'nation' in
the sense in which we commonly use 1t in our time, i.e.,
as a group of people who gtem from one stock, who have
common customs, common traditlions, one religion, one cul-
ture, and one language, €ven tt'mugh they do not have thelr
own land. By the word 'matlon’, Marx and Engels under-

stand a people 1living u]imn i4s.lend, a2 single people from
a single territory. (3

It was the former meaning of lnation' whiegh natilonallsm had

made popular, and which hed spread among every minority group
]

throughout Europe. And asmong these minority groups were.the

Jews,

Tt is more than coincidence which resulted 1n the first

gecret ﬂﬁﬂ?&'ﬂtiﬂn of the “Bunﬂ_“ taking Plﬂﬂﬂ in EEptem‘ber of

_th ai‘tﬂ;' t.he“firat Zionist Congress at
n

1897, just one mo
Bﬂ.ﬂle.(z‘) Deﬂpi‘be the apP

arent differences between these two

- | _ i




110

vements, they shared my .
mo ’ €Y Share ch in commnon, ineluding raison d'etre
’

t
and nationalist phllosophy. It was the Jewish masses who

made Jewlsh national cultural autonomy & main point of the

" nt
Bund” "8 program, because by this time nationallism was becoming

a part of the Jewlsh scene -- both as a reflection of the
nationalist trends within the Czar's Empire, and as a reaction
against thelr oppressed state, This "national point", as 1t

came to be called, was adopted at the-fift.h annual m:.:ng,raaa of
the "Bund" in 1902, and was embodied in the following resolus
tions: |

The convention resolves that the concept of natlonallity
must also be epplied to the Jewish people.

The convention resolves that Russla, which consists of
many different nations, shall in the future have to become
a2 federation of nations, in which each of them willl 1(9
entirely autonomous in whatever region it inhablis. 5)

We may infer the role played by the old leadership in thils

revolutionary =-- or rather, "peactionary"® -- turn of events,

not only from the article cited earller in this chapter, but

from the response which that article elicited from some of

these leaders.
. " "HUI‘REI‘E'
ecelyed a letter from the Jewlsh
]5'-11.1111‘;1:.ﬁ 1:.?;?'&;‘5?1 commlttee' in London, signed and sealed
with.the seal of that cnmmit.‘bﬂai s Ehig'il:lbnl;:yi?};nuin
: 1th his articles, L.
s amounﬂeithaghgiufficial standpoint of the "Bund". .

s o ThelXr ExPlE-IlE-'b nnt the Uffiﬂial EtEILdPOint of -t?g)

t, is
Eéﬁnzﬁplitn:uit; significent and important to lknow.
L

This statement, coming as 1t does a year after the adoption
»

int" by the “Bund'" y C
viewed thls natlionallst heresy.

learly indicates how
of the "national PO

the old pure-Marxist 1eadershlP
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Within three
years of ite foun |
dingl there was alrea R
dy mueH" ™

activity organized by the "
- Bund" among the N
ew York immigrants

to create T
unds and Sympathy for the Russian organization

Many of these immigrants
were themselves "Bundists", arriving

between 1900 and 1905 for the usual variety of reasons., These

new arrivals constituted a vital and fresh element within the
Jewish community, and the new nationalistic views which they
had infused lnto Jewlsh Soclalism in Russia were now intro-
duced into the Amerlcan scene, As 1n Russia, the leadershlp
was ideologlcally opposed to thils concept of Jewlsh natlonale
ism, and we find this attitude expressed 1n a comment of the

ukunft's editor on the ideas expressed in the article on the

"Bund" we referred to a few pages back.

We must state that we camnot fully agree with his
secondary contention. . . » The so-called "{mmenent laws"
of = mass movement can on occasion be very harmfule o« « -«
The intelligence of & mass (which 1s concentrated at its
hezd. . .) may direct the ®immanent law" of its movement
away from a damaglng direction onto a useful one. And
this 1is absolutely not contrary to Marxlst thinking. « « =
It is gquite possible that that the "immanent nature" of

the mass-movement of the Jewlsh workers would be to flow 1n
and it would then be the duty of

an injurious channel
the "pillars of fire"', the leaders, to build a dam 1in
the streasm from overrunning where 11(-‘”

order to restraln
EhDuldtno‘t, g0 and to divert 14 onto the better way.

Thus we see the leadershlp. of Jewish Socialism insls= -

e, they were the guldes, rather

ting that in thelr particular I'C
f the Jewish Soclal-

than the most prﬂminﬂnt repreaent.ativas 0
iniquitous doetrine as nationalism

ists, As far as such an
a, it had no place 1

n true cosmopolitan Soclallsm.
wae concermne :
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officlielly, Jewlsh nationalisy vwas something to be spurned and

repudiated, as inimical to true internationalism
(

and no op=-

portunity was lost to meke this very clear. In reporting the

fiftieth blrthday of the Jewish Austrian Socialist leader,

Victor Adler, the"Zukunft" had this to say:

We, Jewish Soclalists, are naturally proud that Vie-
tor Adler . . ., 1s, as are many others, a man who comes
from our race, a Jew, whom the proletarian class strug-
gle has brought out from Jewry's four cubit confine, in
order to bring him into the foremost ranks of interne=
t.lonal soclallsm. . + « Just as the class struggle re-
moves the Jewlsh intellectual from Jewry, so too it takes
the humanltarlan Frenchman out of the restricted realm
of France, out of French nationalism, And just as the
Jew forgets the Walling Wall as he proceeds towards the
Temple(gg Freedom, so too the latter forgets Sedan and

Metz.

Even stronger in tone are these words, written about Hirsch
Leckert, a young Jewish worker of Vilna, who attempted to

assassinate the local Russlan governors

Jew, but
Herschel Leckert, we should observe, was & ’

his deed has nut.hiné t0 do with Jewry =-- & body without
a soul -- but rather with the Wﬂrld-dEli?EféSIS, revolu=-

tionary soclal-democracys Remember that.

In speaking in this manner, these Jewlish spokesmen Ifor

Socialism were simply expressing their loyalty to the new

Marxist faith which they had espoused. The Jewlsh religlon
was merely one variety of the people's oplate, and needed no
further condemnation than this. Judalsm as & nationallty

aslly disputable fallaey, not yet ren-

was still a fresh and ©

tition. Rejecting both of these

dered into fact by sheer repe

re-Marxian Jews coul
Jews vere destined to vanish as &

4 come to only one logical
concepts, the pu

conclusion == namelys Ubke

d so we £ind the following statement in
An

distinet group.
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an essay submltted in g contest, on the topie "What Caused

the Survlival of the Jewish People?":

It would be a mist

ground up in the migh
the same fate awsits

ake to assume that only the Jew 1is
ty mill of economic change, No,

2ll other nationalities. All other
2l boundaries must also vanish. . . .
And the Jew, having survived, not having gone under until
now, will now in our relatively free time, certainly not
be the only one to decline. That is, he will have the
honor now of remaining independant, as a separate kind
of person, so long as all other nationalities will re-
maln =- that 1s, until the arrival of the new time to
whlch all the proletariat of all nations and all lands

are draﬁring; ?sa)j- -= the time after the great soclgl-
revolution! (10

Another clear statement of thils 1s the followlng:

If the result (6f the advent of Socialism] will be
the disappearance of the Jewish people, then 1t willl
come about in a natural, evnlutiunar{ way, whiech no
human force will be able to stay. (11)

This view, traditionally Marxlien, was that held by
the leaders of American Jewlsh Socisllsm through the 1880's

and '90's. Quite opposed to 1t was the concept of Jewlsh

"
nationalism being introduced by immigrant "Bundists®. A

clash between the two views was inevitable, and the outcome

of that clash 'was to determine the future form and content

of American Jewlsh Socialism.
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16: Jewish
0 _Natlonalism Appears in Amerlcan Jewish Socialism

In examining the guestion of Jewlsh nationglism as

it was encountered by and in the Jewish Soclallst movement,

we have seen how the leaders of the American movement con-
tinued to express, right through 1904, the familiar Marxist
formulas. On the surface, the problem appeared to be quite
simple and distinct -~ true Jewish Marxists were to regard
Jewish nationalism as & movement opposed to the soclal revo=
lution, a8 were all other nationalisms. 1In this, the Ame.r-
ican Jewlish leaders were simply continulng along the way
they had been going since the '80's, & way they had begun
to tread in Russia, and they continued to be falthful to the
Russian pattern when they came to America., However a change

had oceurred in the Russian prototiype. In 1898 the Soclal-

Demoeratic Party of Russia came into existence, as a union

of the formerly exlisting labor societies, The "Bund", whose

birth a year previously,had stimulated its orgenizatlion, re-

maeined as a separate autonomous Eroup within that party.

Thus there were two varieties of Jewish Soclalists active

in Russia =-- the "pundists", and those individuals whose

personal attlitudes of assimilatlion OT cosmopolitanism moved
the general Russlan partye.

them to remain and 10 work within

th this changed Russlan situation, the

Confronted Wl
in a genuine dilemna. In the American

American leadershlip wae
they had just g°
o SLP, organized lar

ne through the reverse pro=

Sociallst acene
gely on the basls of

cedure, in which th




g | ——
115 '.

omous |
autonomous national groupings oe- immigrants, had given way to

Socialist Party., Their activity in
the "Yiddish spesking brancheg®

the all-including native

Of the SLP had come about
becausge the Jewish lmmigrant masses provided the best oppor-

tunity for deriving a following. Such a system of national -

grouplngs dld not fit well into the new SP structure -- and
besldes they had alweys denied that the Yiddish-speaking
groups were a natlonal sector, equivalent to the genuine
national sectore, such as the German. And now in Russia,

in that arena which still took precedence on the Jewlsh
street when it came to politles, things had changed dras-
tically, and the pattern of national organlzatlon, dlscarded
by the American Soclallsts, had become the order of the day.
Not only that, but the Jewlsh Soclallsts were themselves suc-
cumbing to the bitterly-contested concept of Jewlsh nation-
elity. How could the Amerlcan Jewish Socilallsts take on the

Russian model, when the Americen movement had turned away from

it so decidedly? Yet how could they work into the American

movement, when the tmmigrant Jews insisted on paylng more

attention to the Russian, and preferred to Keep to alsystem

of political organizatlon with which they had become familiar

in the old country?
Two choices w-ere open to the american Jewilsh Socialist
o choilc
6 on into the general American

leaders, They could either mov

1n the Jewish. It was an either/or

in
area they could remé
y or y plete snvolvement in the area of

8ituation which snvolved COX
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'
one 8 cholce, and complete abandonment of the re Jected area.

The Jewish Soclalists woulg B_t'ill be expected to deliver their

vote to the SP, but aside from this they conducted their affairs

glmost wholly along Russlan-oriented lines, Thus we see in-

_ dividuals like Morris Hillquit leaving the Jewish world, and
moving almost exclusively in the general American movement.
Ab Cahan almost deserted the Jewish field, turning to general
Amerlcan Journalism during the years of Socilalist decline be-
tween 1898 and 1903. His return to the Jewilsh fold was the
result of a combination of factors, foremost of whlch were
his own convictlon that his literary abllity 1in the Engllsh

language was insufficient to carry him to the haightﬂ which

l

A — _,_-:"u
he sought, and his being offeryéd the editorshlip of the For-
verts on his own terms. By and large, the former Jewilsh
leaders decided to stay in the Jewish movement, where

they could operate freely without the competition which ex-

isted in the general movement: & competition 1;1 which they

were severely handicapped DY their own language difficulty,

as well as by not having & sizable interest group to rep-

resent. i
Choosing to remain in the Jewish area, the American

leadership hed to face the same problem whdich had confronted

sh counterparts == namely, the growlng

their Russian Jewl

feeling of the Jewlsh nasges for the concept of Jewlsh na-

continued to voice the old

n, some
ti ., -As we have Bee
onalism sme ¢ Bt Bt the seme tlme a change Was
Nne.

purist cosmopolitan 1
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teking plece. Among -
g the early issues of the pevived "Zukuntt”

’

we encounter an
article by B. Hofman (later to become famous

under his pe
pen name of Zivion), entitled "Nationaldsm and

Zionism", in whi
’ ch he ventures to demonstrate that one may

be =2
nationallst, without falling into the deplorable heresy

of Zionlsm.

Nobo denile
T s‘lgfer %Pimtzzcﬁacththat various nations exist,
St s other in certaln specific char-
S i e ;nﬁngngizgnllir Epegific, individual traite, -
i ers of each natlon there exls :
lzgizu:{ less strongly developed, instinctlvely or uuzf
y, & sense of nationallty. "Nati 3
means to exert oneself to keep and.t.; aevel e e
Eific individual traite which go to make upnfh:h;aige-
Each nation has its specific individual tralts hi En.
reflect themselves in its life, in 1ts histor ’agd i
its literature. Among us Jews, for example fre findna.
strongly developed individualism-- "a stiff:nackad
people", This characteristic reflects itself in our
history and in our dally 1ife, everybody 1s well acquéln-
:agm with this characteristic, and we need bring no
XamMpPLEBass a » & & 8 ¢ &, 8 .
In most instances, €vVe nation has ite own language.
I say "in most instances", because there are natlons
which do not speak one language, 8s for example, the
Swlss, who speak German, French, Italian, and Latin,
Even in Germany we ceznnot say that all speak one lange

uage, or even thal 511 speak German. « » o Germany has

however a single literature which is read by all Germans,
cach netion has its own language,

In general, however, . .
and only one. Each nation tries to develop: 1ts language,

+o enpich its expressiong, 80 that the expression of 1ts
thoughts should be oxact and correct. Each nation has
i1ts own skill, in which is reflected a specific national
character, ae IoTr example music, etc. Each nation triles
to develop and refineé its skill, and to take care that
it retain the gpecific national character. In addition,
each nation tries to. absorbt all of the fine tralts
which it observes among other nations, and to rework

shioNe=-+ =+« *
them in 1ts own i:m is rar removed from the Jewlsh

Tyue national = " :
: H : and from the: German Deutsch=
“ehosen People ..“““;Eﬁ’t;me nationallst « « « does not

land {iber AllesS e

. - - L] a - - - ] [ ] L] ]

_
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say that his nation 4
only that his nation iab;tter than others, he says

equ%l of other nations, ° Worse than others, and is the
ery often we 1
change natinnaliamntemhange terms here.as well: we inter-

and chauvinism
g%ﬂi?ﬂlgnt. Chauvinism means , , ’.wlt%:}; ::Ealrlzttﬁz -
osén reople, better than g11 others, The chauvinist

wlshes to separate his nation
rom all other nations
he wants to learn nothing from another nation, Eince’

everything that other nations possess is
only what his nation has is Eugd‘ 1s worthless

L
al4 Natlonallsm" 1s to be Tound 1n two varieties: nation-

sSm as 1t 1s found among ruling peoples, and as it is
found among oppressed peoples. When we spesk of nation-
El.li;.?‘-m. we must never forget the dlstinction between themn.

Natlonallism" as I have presented it to you 18 not at
all harmful, often very useful, but only == when it re-
malns In its pristine purity, and does not covertly
sneak scross the dividing boundary. Although they are
two separate concepts, the distance between nationalilsm
and chauvinism 1s not very great, and among ruling peoples
it 1s in fact guite narrow. When we observe a strongly
developed nationalism in a ruling nation, with 1ts press
clamoring like a cleaxon for nationalism, for the natlonal
feeling, it should be known that there 1s a reactlon
taking place in that natlonj the nation q.s going over
to chauvinism, since a ruling nation has no cause to
evoke national feelings in its members: they arecto be
be found .in every individual without thelr having to
be aroused., Whoever belongs to & ruling nation has no
reason for wanting to deny his nation. He is proud of
his nation. Therefore as 800N a8 We see national feellngs
being aroused in such a people, we should recognilze r%hat
this 1s a device used by the rulling classes to dlve

the masses whom they are constantly explolting. As we

with the nationallsm of
Sny, B MRS AN e e Germany and France. It

rul exampl
is éﬁftgaggﬁérﬂ;aiggr witﬁ the nationalism of oppressed

peoples. towards assimilation, 1t
+ion tends W

S Epﬁfiizgl?‘a 11;1'1111 the ruling natlon. Hr.:t:1:%11;111-1%:9'1

this inclination An oppressed nation's

holds nothing BACTC -uncomfortable. It 18 not as free

1e feels very
Ezuzgggiit as 1s the bourgeoisie

Ry, e ol t for 1ts
which is supported courage to fight fo
| The bﬂm‘ﬁﬂ"i“}ri’nﬁ“ﬁ;ﬁlmmn in assimilation,

B
'Jﬂ.ljllbi;flgigzt means which requires
fice. All that 41t nee

ness and a lowly

no . ocourage, no sacri-

ds 18 a goodly amount of slavishe

Eﬂ"ﬂl .
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The proletariat
Flrst, it i1s more e:ﬂcﬁlm obpressed nation also suffers,

recourse to the o odlted: « « Secondly, it lacks’

tariat of the mlultural macerials to whieh the prole=

1
The proletariat Dfng nz."zi?gcgnes have access, , ., .

£ > natlon end
lgi?gi*ajs_twej-l’ but 1t does not seek itauiiemifagzgzi
’ S Weapon 1is to fight. It fights to liberate e

itself and its nat
S EE Within.aniggaréggzg we observe a nationalist
5. e k people, we should call it
progressive step, a revoluti
’ utlionary spirit in the masses
e « « o It indicates that th ”
1s nation possesses a clear
consclousness, and holds it -
- 1 self to be the equal of all

The Jewish nation is ex :

2 « » o 18 exactly like other oppressed
nitions. The Jewish bour
e geolsle finds 1ts panacea in
;hisﬁcﬁ nt, and we may regard &8 the discoverers of

ure, the German Jews, who are almost exclusively

middle~class. Both the German and the French Jewg are
gm enslaved, that they cannot convinee themselves that
ews may have equal rights with other nations. . « «
QFly the rullng natlon may have rights, and to acquire
these ripghte, the abovementloned Jews renounced their
nation and became , . . Germans and Frenchmen of the
Mosgic religion.

This could only have come about in lands where Jews
vwere few, and where there were no Jewlsh masses., . In
Russia this panacea was introduced unsuccessfully, al=-
though the Russien Jewish middle-class latched onto 1t
avidly. During the reign of Alexander 11, the Jewish
Maskilim and bourgeolsie hoped fervently that Alexander Il
would, in his 1.:,1;1[151-.151116.11&55, grant Jews equal rights,
and there suddenly emerged "Russians of the Mosalc persua-
sion". BPBut this time the Jewish middle-class mlssed the
torget: in Russia there 1s an unusually large Jewish
population which conducts & national life and cannot so
readily become Russisnized. The propagande of the Jew=

gh bourgeoisie met strong resistance. The natlonallstse
iame Dﬁﬁsﬁtrgngly apsinst assimilation, and a natlonal
movement began, {_Tgu-tjg the bearers Ef thiatrgat%unaligﬁl
f on", and so 1t was utierly Wwo ess.
were the "Choveve Zion', 1t LhEL Jews 57

with other natlons and mu:ﬁ thirefnri
1v with other natlions, ey began to
d?mmfhﬁ?‘ ﬁgﬂr:%?:lmy"ﬁom Home", home to Palestline.
Elngf Palestine were the Jewish home, and not Russla,
13 they have lived for over & thousand years.
g % 414 1s dangerous to demand

underatandahle:
Eutaihis i:ﬂ in Russla:e s« whereas Palestine 1s a.

qu righ , Such 2 nationallsm could not sat=
a8 mﬁﬂngiﬂ'n;t and could not revolutionlze the
isfy us. It > taught the nasses indifference, to keep
masses. It only that political 1ife in an exlile from

them attached 10

a nation equally
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which we must flee .
nationalism brings g;l ;u%;kly 28 feasible, Buch a

different ¢ ™m: 1t renders the masses ine
e ? lé?_icﬁ.‘ by Against this nationalism
on”, we mey

allsm, which hag man Pose revolutionary nation-
repudlate the who Yy adherents in HLIEEiE.- * o @ ThEF'

le
question at all Philosophy of dlaspora. There 4is n

of our own or foreign territory. The -
tegr%ﬁﬂry of Russila belongs equally to Jews gd Russlens,
and the territory of Polang belongs equally to Jews and

that Jews as a nation
must demand to be reécognlzed as a nation equally with
other natlions. The Jewish proletariat in ite campaign,
must also fight for national rights -- i.e., 1t must
fight for all human rights. The revolutionary national=-
1ste do not consider that they are awakendng a conscious-
ness of nationallty in the masses, for they maintain that
thls consclousness already exists in the masses. We only
need formulate this consciousness of nationality + .
glve 1t a specifle direction. . . BSuch a nationalism

ls progresslve; 1t revolutionizes the masses and calls
the dissatisfled elements forth to the struggle., From
this we see that one can be an orthodox Ennial-deTurj:rat,
end elso be a nationalist in certaln situations. \1

These very extensive portions were quoted at length be-
cause they contain concepts and ideas which we are more than
surprised to find broached in the stolldly Marxist "Zukunft®.

That these ideas were current 1n Russia, we know from the

: n ni
"Bund" article. Indeed the same year which saw the "Bund” 's

3 ear in which
adoption of its "natlional point", 1902, was the ¥y

this article appeared 1n the American Jewish Soclallist perl-

odical. The "Bund" and its sympathizers were beglnning to

nake thely impsot felt: in the New Worie

rth while at this point to ¢
he materlal quoted, because it 1is

ite the varlious
It i3 woO

ideas which occur in t |

e

th id which shall be encountered increasingly in on
ese eas

a8
form or another in the following page

zionism represents harmful

2) In the Jewish world,

f

- -
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nationalism, Socialism the beneficial

3) Assimilation is the false solution sought by the

middle class, ?hE true solution, which is the goal of the

proletariat, 1s the achievement of €qual national rights.for

¢ the Jewlsh people?

%) Jewish nationalism differs from otheps in that the:
demand 18 for cultural, and not territorial autonomy. The
prime expresslion and vehicle of this national culture is

the Y1ddish language, so that the chief natlonal task becomes

the development and reflnement of the Yliddish language.
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17¢ The Arbeiter Ring,

In the
Previocus four chapters we have been able to

get an 1dea of what was going on in the offieial Jewish

Soclallst movement in America, such as it was
. L

period 1897-1502,

during the -
It 1s equally incumbent upon us to examine

what was happening in the Socialist periphery, among those
groups whose exlstence was also a part of the broad Jewish
Sociallst movement, because during those years of decline in
the officilal party movement, it was these emerging groups that
made it possible for Soclzlism to agein raise 1ts head begin-
ning in 1892.

Most prominent among these groups were the branches of

the fraternal organization "Der Arbelter Ring" -- "The Work-

men's Circle". Its first branch was founded April 4, 1892,

during the turbulent period of struggle between the Anarchists

and Socilalists. Its founders visualized an organizatlon for

the more socially consclous workingmen, which could provide

for their spiritual as well as thelr physical needs, the lat-

ter through a system of mutual benefll. Tl’f.l?ae men found that

the lanbmenschaften, the mutual benefit socleties organized

om the same home town, with their playing up of

nials in jmitaetion of the non-Jewlsh
traditional Jewigﬂkéﬁégﬁma. and
were little gulted to them-

g1 radicals they sought

by people fr
organizational ceremo
lodges, thelr agherence 10
their disinterest 1in aducation,

selves. As freethinkers and as pollitic

id —



In 1ts early days, the "Arbeiter Ring" ettempted to tread

a wary way through the political and union crossfire. In faot

the orgenizatlon was looked upon by its membeps aa}@aven, and it
deliberately refused to become involved on behalf of any faction or
party. The confllcting politlcal parties were then very much

out of touch with the realities of Jewish immigrant life, and

the "Arbeiter Ring"'s strong interest in mutual benefit earned

it indifference, and indeed contempt from the ldeallstlc
redicels. Both Socialists and Anarchiste were too much taken

up with hastening the social revolutlion, and they saw a concern

with mutual benefit as a mundane undertaking unworthy of true

soélal revolutionaries.
At first t-ﬁe "arbelter Ring" was tolerated, as were all

sympathetic "Fareins", "ghevras" and lodges whose support was

needed by the partles. But toleratlon was to become opposition.

In the clash between the gocialist "Arbelter Zeitung®" and the

M oW ATE e
Anarchist "Frele Arbelter ghtimme", the Arbelter Ring" aban

doned its policy of neutrallsmy when a:large majority of Ats .~

came out in support of the Sociallstis. This

membership openly
I gomewhal remote, 80 that the outcome was

support proved to be
- of the Anarchists without win-

atility
ist8.

that they incurred the ho

ure to obtaln
ning the approval of the Social This fall _

SOme
gy to fallure. The organl-

- Riﬁ-E“I'E prﬂsrﬂm

- part of the "Arbeite
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«
gzatlon looked upon its
policy of mut
ual benefit not onl
y as a

worthy actlvity in itself, 1
? ut also a8 2 me
ans to an end -- in

order to draw away workers
from the o
onservative “Chevras", and

scquaint them with their radicel Soclal and political ideas

They wanted 10 set up co-operatives which would similarly bene=

fit the membership and attract new members, and did indeed
make some trilal ventures -- e,g., a co-operatlve barber shop
Thelr own membershlp was insufficient to guarantee the success

of these undertakings, and lacking the support of the radical
partles, thls laudable attempt at setting up co-operatives for

the Jewlish immigrants falled.
During the period of schism and decline in the Soclallst

movement, official party hostility intensified. Many sympathlzers
had withdrawn from the political and unlon arena, disgusted and

disillusioned by the internecine warfare between the opposing

factions. To them, the "Arbelter Ring" provided an opportunity

to retain their interest 1n progressive matiers, and they were

saved the aggravatlon which belonging to & party or union lnvolved.

So it was that as party and unlon support dwindled, the strength

of the "Arbeiter Ring" {nereased. Preferring o fix the cause

of their decline elsewhere, gocielist and union leaders allke

N for producing their low state by

blamed the "Arbelter Ring
purely soclal and fraternal orga-

luring away supporters into &

nization. The unions particularljr
n-union members O join.

attacked the organization
The "Arbeiter .

because it a.llnwe& no
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members and educating them, they were creating new supporters
for the unions,

The breach bet
Ween the "Arbeiter Ring" and the official

soclallst movement was one which could not, by the very nature

of the situatlion, endure for long. For one thing, 1ts leader-

ship was close to that of the Soclallsts, and its general-secre-
tary amd most prominant theorist was none other than Benjamin
Felgenbaum. Furthermore as the organization gained strength,

it moved into & posltlon where the party had to come to terms
with 1t, in order to gain ite increasingly valuable support.

So it was that when the "Forvats" group split with the SLP,

it played up to the "Arbelter Ring" to gain its support, and the
situation came about that Louis Mlller and Benjamin Felgen-

W Yy
baum, who had cnnducteﬂ:%hvituperative debate on the Zukunft's

pages, were now wooing each other.

Its winning of officlal recognition from one of the

1]
party factions coincided wlth increased growun in the "Arbelter

. 4 by
Ring". The "mother" branch in the East Side, was’followed ‘by

to
an "uptown" and a Brooklyn branch, and then itself split in

three branches. In 1901 the organization won & atate charter,

1t to carry out a fuller program of fraternal

which permitted
P =four brancheBy and a year later,

benefits, By 1903 1t had twenty

' or INe
seventy, including gome for wome

ure of this increas
from 1900 OIle These individuals

e is ettributable to the |
A good meas

"gundl sts",

immigration of the

ener
the ardoul and
; gl soon formed thelr own

gy which charcterized the

brought with the

r erriv
Rusgian movement, and on thel
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landsmanschaften, "“"Bung"
. ¢lubs, Socialist Party branches, and

i t
Arbelter Ring® branches. Thus we fing o comment in the "Zukunft":

Among the newly-arri
ved
campalgned and suffered in Fﬁfaﬁéaranta are found many who

simple and unassuming a 18, Their very faces, their
" : pbearances, should make us " -
1zed" Jews blush with shame, when we consider how deouly

we have sunk, despite the fa
i ¢t that here we enjoy practi-
cally all of that freedom for which they have %lgd.fli

The popularlity which the "Bund" enjoyed among the earlier Rus-
slan Jewlsh lmmlgrants was traﬁsfered onto 1ts newly arrived
adherents and thelr activlties. As their numbers increased,

so too dld the limportance of thelr support, end so we find
such individusls as Cahan, Winchevsky, Liesin and Gordin speak-
ing out on thelr behealf in most favorable terms. Similarly,

as the "Bund"'s sympathizers and ideas became more numerous 1n

the "Arbeiter Ring", that organlzation benefitted from the pop-

ular esteem lavished upon that movement.

Previously mentioned was the attempt of the "Forverts"

to enlist the "Arbelter Ring"'s support, when it first appeared.

Even more significant was that organization's contribution to

the revival of the ngukunft® in 1902.
for although the "Zukunft" was

This is in itself 1ndl-

cative of its growing strength,

Supposed to be an independant gocialist perlodical, 1t became

r the "Arbelter Ring" and 1ts views.

increasingly a spokesman fo
n January of 1902, under the

The “Zukunft" resumed publicat.iun i
aspe and Morris winchevsky.

gerved &8 editor until April, 1903,

_ Caspe soon
editorship of Dr. A. C

dropped out, and winchevsky

ok over this poat followlng & reorganization
o
: time the general BeC= ,

when Feigenbaum b i
until
of the periodical. H® was upb
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retary of the "Arbeiter Ring". M thougn Philip Krant
rantz resumed
the editorship in 1904 and 1905, the "Zukunft" could in all safety

pe conslidered as representing the views of the "Arbeiter Ring".

The far reaching influence of this fraternal organization is
well described in the following report of May, 1904:
[ ]

u "

The "Zukunft®, which the branches revived a couple of
years ago, 1le more than ever being supported by them.
Breanch E wes the first to move renewal of publication,
of the "Zukunft", and the rest of the branches seconded
this, The,}r provided a large part of the $1000 fund. Since
then, the "Zukunft" is beilng supported almost entirely by
the branches. In the branches they also agitate on behalf
of the "Forverts", and distribute it in sundry clties,

The Russian "Bund" has been supported by the branches
in the finest way. The sacrifice which they have evldenced
in thie instance 1s amazing., They are equelly unstinting
in their support of the Socialist Party, every union, every
progressive fareln. ok M

Even this early in its career the "Arbeiter Ring" was
well on its way towards filling the remarkably accurate pre-

diction voiced by its ardent champlon, Ben)amin Felgenbaum, 1n

May of 1903:

nly permanent sociallst
The "Arbeiter Ring" will be the o |
organization of Jewlsh workers in America. It 1s g.lriaﬂ,y
tl’lisn in many cities. Following the deluge in the Jewls
socialist movement, there remained no vestige of a move=

i ; gller cities. No matter how much effort was

f organlzatlions =- either nnthir;tg
1ld be accomplished, OT what was done quiuﬁg falilﬂﬁ; 3
st n ter Ring" gppeared ae & verlita ang

And the “Arbeiiis ment for soclallsm among

move
deliverance oOn behalf of th?: naye now come to the firm eon-

the Jewlsh workersSe e * ¢ cranized socialist move=
clusion that L2 mturerﬁgrinu?‘ Emarica. 1ie8 in the "Ar-

ment among 't.};j.ﬂ -{ ewish WO

beiter Ring".
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18: The Ylddish Press after 1902,

In Cha
pter 13, the condition of the Jewish Socialist

press wes described, and it was seen how its sad state mirrored

the general decline in the Socialist movement., With the turn

of the century, the new currents within Jewish Socislism already
elluded to began to improve the prospects of its press. The
"Forverts" which had been floundering since its founding in 1897,
once again invited Abe Cahan, who had been working on the “Com-
mercial Advertiser", to be its editor. By this time the paper
was no longer overated by the old "Forverts Press Federation",
which had been intended to give the varlous Soclallst groups

a voice in its publication, but by the newly-instituted (1902)

"Forverts Assoclation", which conslsted of those interested indi-

viduals who had stood by the paper with their money and work

during the lean years. cahan egreed to return to the editorshlp,

but soon after resigned agaln, because of the constant frictlon

which sprang up between himself and the "apssociatlon" and the

The newspaper stood in such need of

staff of the "Forverts'.

the editorial talent wﬁich Cahan 8O abundently possessed, how-

nce agein asked ©O take over 1ts

ever, that in 1903 Cehan was ©
This meant that Cahan was

editorship, and on nis own Lermse
golute formulator of
npgsociation” was Lo be 1o .

the policies of
to be the sole and ab -

and the PubliShiHE

to approve of his actions unguestion=

+o0 be no

the "Forverts",

more than a rubber stamP:

ingly. Naturally there W&o
paper’ B stafle

question &8 to the abso-

And so it was that Ab
lute pbedience of the

L . 3 U
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¢ehan, lifelong Soclal Democrat apg champion for justi
ustice and

equallty, assumed his lifetime Position as the absolute and

autocratic master of .the "Jewlsn Dally Forverts"
L8 .

With Cehan at its h
ead, the "Forverts" quickly became

1 i A
a 'success’. His ambltion was to publish s genuinely American

Jewish newspaper, and not a pallid imitation of the European
press. To accompllish this he hoped to build up a staff of
Americanized college boys, whom he would train in the arts of
journallism, and who would loyally and obediently follow his
instructions, Tne type of young man whom he was counting upon
however preferred to make a career for .1tself In the more pro-
mising English language press, and Cshan had to make do wlth
the existing established writers whom he triead constantly to

reshape according to his concepts of the ldeal newspapermal.

Soon the formerly staid pages of the "Forverts" began to blossom

forth with light serials, popularized acience, advice to the

lovelorn, and other regular columns in which the general and

personal problems of the readers were met. Whgtever might be

said about the good taste of nuch of the meterlal, 1 neverthe-
n
less remains true that +hrough the agency of Cahan's "Forverts™,

{mmigrant Jews Were Americanized and taught

& generation of

g00d manners.
zed by Sociellsis for abandoning

Cehen was much eriticl
more than willlng to sub- |

and for belng |
goal of the "Forverts". h

Socialist principles
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the guestlion of rellgion, when he came out with the stat t
gstatemen

at there w
+h a8 no inconsistancy involved in Socialists observing

religious Traditlons. Such a position was manifestly counter

to the relatlvely strict Socislism of his day, and is simply
’

snother example of his already alluded to opportunistic revision-
jsm, An even more vivld example of this can be cited in Cahan's
relationship with the "Bund", and Jewish nationalism. As one

of the old line cosmopolitans, he had short shrift for the cone
cept of Jewlgh netionalism, untll the "Bund" began to galn in
popularity in America, at which point Cahan overlooked hls 1n-
ternationalist creed, and became quite friendly with the "Bund".
This did not prevent him from publiclzing the visit made in 1904 to
the United States by Chalm 7hitlovsky, a8 representative of the

Socisl Revolutionary Party of Russia. Since the "Bund" was

asgsociated with the Russlan goclal Democrais, who were the

bitter opponents of the Soeial Revolutlonariles, Cehan's support

of Zhitlovsky alienated the "Bund" from him. Consequently

Cahan entered into debate with the visitor, hostility developed

wpuna" swung back to him.

between them, and the
which shocked the Jewish Social=

In 1905 antevent. ocarred”

ngugunftt" described in the following

ist world, and which the

n doubtlesas know of the type-
The readers of the nzukunf® N
setters' strike which took place 1n the dally Socialist news-
e ik i
rte” . s go out on strike

Npopve + workers
paper "F come about Wha® WO = et expresses 1t,

occur, when 1t aper, then, =
cislist newsp ? tate of Denmark". Then
against a 850 thing rotten in-tgi t;er o wnion misunderstands

"there is 8ome

it'a mlal or ﬂlﬂ‘,s PR > » ¢
1ts principless * ¢

tErmE:
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The "Forverts" has
Sociallst movement. Iizmﬁi;’gfd 2 erime against the whole

undermine the whole ing of the strike tends to
movement. . , foundation of the Jewish Socialist

. The IF n
have conceded Evewthin;rggta g8ays that the union should

Fight Ut 1ts Comtemiion, ., o T ity 1% eEtoryeras
e wésl‘niﬂncemed a signifieant union principle. . & .'
vérts" DA QUE‘.:Etj_gn of principle in the case of the "For-
th » @nd 1t was its duty to concede unconditionallv. f

e time being, . nally, for

== == « « The “"Forverts" should not Tos
the affalr to develop into = Birikes o « .[Buxtlci m];i:erz-;iuwed

rehenslble, more dangerous, is the posi
tion "For-
verts" adopted to combet the Btrikelj . s ? Whifh.ﬂ.le. E-‘m:

the theoretical arguments of the “Fnrverts"'aéa.inat the

unlion, and l1ts deslire, based on these &
LR NI e ¢ @ v @ w ’ & % B nTade e @ f'stxm?n?s: ?D.E?E?h

The Type-Setters Unlon raised the cry of "open shop"

2 * \ i n ;
and the "Forverts" replied: "It ls not a question of an
open shop, but of a closed union". . . « The capitali?t?
slso complain continually against the “elosed union". 1

This extraordinary state of affairs came about through
the "Forverts" -- that is Cghan =- insisting on the dismissal of
one of their type-setters because hls work was.unsatlsfactory. The
union loecel insisted that the fact that he belonged to.the union

attested to his being a skilled ecraftsman, and in addltion he

had worked on othér newspapers without recelving any complalints.

Thet he worked more slowly was agmitted, but the local refused

to consider this as valid grounds for dismissal, and went out |

J
nporverts", the workers' own newepaper.

on strike against the
trike on two fronts
nsure bhe union for perpetrating this

o break the strike by hiring
he succeeded in breaking

-- first he applled pressure
Cehan fought the 8

upon the .UHT itself to c¢€

affront 3 and secondlys he tried %

"geabss After
returned to the' }Job, & new |

non-union labor, 1+€e»

issue arose.

refused to accept the
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1}
g "closed shop" -~ 3 th
P ~+€e, at only union labor be employed
t this point Cah '
A P Cehan began to attack the union accused it of
]

being a trust
e » @nd came out for the lofty democratic idezl of

q e N
the worker's "right to work" ang the "open shop"

The "Forverts"
87 Proclalimed that the uni
igitzﬁﬁrefure 1t should be rooted out, 1:.112‘1.L ﬁ E’tﬁ? EJ}?‘E
o itszf not motivated by its owm interest, that if "
paig e mcm da?age were entalled it would readily have
ney i1or nothing, that it wented only to save

the labor movement by seein
g to 1t that t
masquerade as unions, etc., etc. + + o aﬁzz;ﬁﬁﬁemt

"
Forverts" won its point, as WE
; aoon ae it was.able, with the
D,-f the“tﬁade uniﬁns, to force the union to acnep{. those ai_d
who hed "scabbed"” agalnst it, then 1t suddenly fell silent. (2)

In yet another instance duting this perlod did the “For-
verts" appear in a role strangely inconsistant wlth 1ts avowed
pulic:;r of being the champion of Jewlsh culture and enlightenment.
In 1903, Jacob Gordin was accused by the commerclal Yiddish

press of undermining traditionel Jewish family purity by means

of his pleys. Gordln, who had been induced to0 become a dramatist

by Philip Krantz, had indeed succeeded, and was meking a name

for himself through hils Tbsen-like plays in which he deplcted

¢ 1ts soclal problems. Like Ibsen, he too

family l1ife and some O
i1ye newspapers , “which untll now"

was castigated hy the congervat
word to say againat muc

much of what wes passin

h of the crudity and

had had no harsh
g a8 Jewlsh

vulgarity which made'up

theater; Needless 10”881
dinh; a8 witness the

rthday :

he Socialist press was'completely

t
- words. with which the "Zukunft"
in aceérd with GOT

observed his fiftieth bl

end hays higher, &nd higher
Long may he€ live o 11terﬁturh5“f : Zher,
ama 2 1 . : L: Ral M
cievate iceiar [oatene eptritint Lttty domal OF
;uﬂ%l:lbn?’u:% ag he has already 80 ¢
PUubDLlilC,
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The "Zuunft" w
ag
not the only Soecislist organ to support

. fend him in the campalgn of vilification which

the general Jewish press h
gd unleashed
against him: JIn commen=

ting upon thelr previous silence witnh regard to the extant Yid

dish stage, we find:

However these hat |
sullying the Jewish stage acr oo Lo, ROST soriously
o ey S Blage some time before modern Jewish
et h"e nto beinﬁ from the best writers, And the
Eeceamr; ;réméz;sa i‘rdfamiiy purlty" have never found it
; against this: And who was it
Eﬁ:ﬁfzﬂ?k & vigorous campaign againa‘;. thls cyniélsm .inw}’cﬁe
ater? Actually an edltor of the "Forverts"! For months
igmiializﬁrggetﬁb'tgmm thundered forth agalnet the actual
& e eater, and in t
hls Catt ’ fact purlfled 1t to a

The outcome of the controversy was that Gordin emerged

as 2 popular hero. He appeared 1o the public as a martyr who

had been willing to sacrifice himsell for his artistic principles,

and so his figure dominated his Jewish world. Not for long was

he to be allowed to occupy the pedestal of popular esteem uncon-

testedly. Once agaln he came under attack, and this time from

cahan turned against him, and em-

a most unexpected directlon.
le considerable Jnumaliatic +alent and resources

ployed his who
the newly-made hero.

ook himself to ahatter Gordin's reputa-
tiﬂﬁn% E;eg;ﬁagszﬁeatﬂual eriticism. He besa:g t? demon=-
Etr&"beynn every -pccasion that & new play of Gor igriiw:;
the play"wright'a work wes nelther stic
Skt . 2y In review after review (Cahan kept ham-
Gordin was nob doing anything at all
agterial. « = @ In order to intenslify
e they should be able to harm
din's which were in theatrical reper-
shower pralses upon the raw melodramas

to the task of toppling

w rgyorites had written.
but they lacked
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organ of e '
the g Xpression which Gahan enjoyed and used so effective

. The "Tage "
1y geblatt”, which hag taken part in the earlier anti-

Gordin campalgn, observed this ¢clvil-war among its  idedlogieal

foes with amusement, and peppered both sides throughout the long,
drawn-out affalr, which went on into 1905, The "Freie Arbeiter
shtimme" allowed itself to be used by the pro-Gordin fection,

but compared to the clrculation of the "Forverts", its own was
so small as to make thls assistance of little practical value,
Because of 1ts nature, the "Zukunfi" could not become embroiled
in a dispute of this type, but indirectly 1t revealed ltself as
pro-Gordin. Throughout 1904 1t published as seriles which Gordin
wrote entitled "The Great World Dremas", and in additlion 1%
festured a favorable review of his new play "True Strength" (6),

and printed the prologue of another, The Stranger" (7),

To better defend himself in the unequal battle, Gordin

and his distinguished supporters, among whom he could.count

Winchevsky and Miller, undertook to publish a magazine, "Die

Dramatishe Velt" -- "The World of the Theater" --. to publielze

This became & monthly, and was used not only

his viewpoint.
improve the theatrical taste of the

as a platform, but also to

Besldes dealing with
the history of the: theater, from

contemporary Yiddlsh drama,
Jewlsh public.

Gordin also wrote articles of
11 the presente

jodical were
14 provided Cahan wi

Nelther the circulatlon nor
its beginnings unt

e gquality of 8 |

th snother area
Jewish public, bub still

to conquer. »
phase of the cahan-gordin controversy 8
The final _




which Cahan clalimed w

a8 stolen from an English text., Nothing

more serious was Involved than two writers using the same

limited materlal and arriving st the same wldely

but the mere fact of the accusation, presented in Cehan's flame
boyant naenner, was enough to titillate the public whom Czhan was
intent upon swaylng. That the Jewlsh intellectuals supported
Gordlin had no effect upon the outcome. The publiec was content
that a popular idol had been shown to have feet of clay, and
Gordin's reputation was permanently impaired. His authority

in Jewish theatrical circles was shattered, and a new era was
inasugurated, or rather, a return to the old era, whose vulgarity
and tastelessness Gordin had done so much %o thrust aside. From

this time on the Yiddish theater declined steadily, & fact

for which Cahan and the power of his newspaper must shnu.:Ldar a

good measure of the blame.

Another outcome of this controversy W&s the appearance of

a new Yiddish dally. puring the helght of the struggle, Louis

Miller had requested of Cshany his friend and colleague of more

than two decades, that he be allowed:space _..-‘Ln the newspaper whose
y

go much toO his gacri

Cahan gbsolutely refused to grant him

fices, in order 1o reply to
existence owed

the anti-Gordin criticlsms,

th Cehan's
nFﬂ,rvEﬂ,a“, and this; combined wil

| sué¢h.space in the |
- m, succeeded 1n sundering these

jon of plaglaris

subsequent accusal _
t{ a gudden breach,

but had been building up
two men.. This was 1° 1

b tporverts" increased,
as Cahan

control of the

Over the years,

=held conclusions,
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i
and Miller's, correspondingly, decreased. Finally, in the sum-

ner of 19051 Millepr fﬂUl‘].dE'd his new dﬂll}", “DEI‘ Varheit" —- "The

1]
Truth”, and his first issue appeared on November 1lth, 1905,

The time was a fortultous one for such: an undertaking,

what with the constant increase in the Jewish imnigration,

end the growing interest in local and forelgn Jewish affairs.
The Russlan situatlon particularly stimulated the sale of news-
papers, and wlthh hls own experience, and with the assistance

of many supporters, Miller's new venture flourished. Many of
the writers and supporters of the "Forverts" had deserted Cahan
to work with Miller, and he was able to include among hls co=-
workers such individuals as Gordin, Farnberg, Entin, Slonim,
znd zlso Winchevsky, who aided him financlally as well, The
"Varheit"'s program was one of full support for the Soclallst=-

1abnr-préé;ressive sector of Jewry, and was written in an even

" "mageblatt®.
more Hearstian manner than the wpopverts" and the "Tag

dvnamic speaker did much
Miller's own personal populerity as a 4y

10 make the "Varheit" an immediate success, J1ts emergence as
d a new phase 1in the Miller-

8 competitor to the wporverts" opene

g to contlnue for BoOme YEa&rs, and conse=

Cahan feud, which wa
. pe'nf thls. present.studys

. o R el - 8co
quently lies beyond: the anions themselves began ‘U

1902=1905, the

eriod
g The United Hebrew Trades,

in an attempt toO ,
e & union lable” s

ticles which hav _ %
£ Philip Krantz.

5
5
8
|
c*
o
3
3
=
ck
=
1
d

unger the editorshiP ©
o ah TO.
"Workmen's Woyld" =7 pog
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its appearance was greeted b
y the "Zukunft" wi |
th the follow
worde: ing

It is with heartfel |
tion" greets the new figﬁiﬁrtﬁttﬁﬁe "Zukunft Press Federa-

proletariat, the honorable and cnuraranka of the Jewish

Unlited Hebrew Tr L geous organ of the
Trades Dle Arbeiter Velt", which in fact

reminds one of the "

UHT complete Eucc%gnﬁeiheﬁbiﬁi ﬁiﬁﬁi’éﬁliw‘“ Such -y
journal as the "Arbeiter Velt" is :

tation, and deserves the moral anda?iiggzgigtun%pgif ggs-
2ll Socliallsts and enlightened workers. We are certain
that the readers of the "Zukunft" will also be .happy:to:
welcome thls publicatlon, which is striving to organize
and educate the Jewlsh workers, Let us hope that this
newspaper will revive the Jewish labor movement, and bring
harmony among those forces which ere dlvided and have become
hostile through various causes in the past.

Such optimistic hopes were all in valn, and the "Arbeiter Velt"
soon resembled the "Arbeiter Zeltung" in yet another way =- after
publishing twenty-two 1issues, the weekly was dlscontlnued.

Other short-lived union publicatlons appeared during thils

period, "Der Kopenmacher" == "The Capmaker" -- was a monthly,

printed in both vYiddish and English, and published by the Cap=-

makers Union. It first appeered 1in Mey, 100%, and was in exls-

tence for about three years. Less successful was "Der Cloakmacher"

-= Which gppeared on August 5th, 1905, and
1¢ wes published Dy the

-= "The (Cloakmaker"

which only lasted through the ERUIETES

lLadies Garment Workers Unlon as the result of a

union end Cehan over

which the wporverts
hed "Der vecker" -- "The Awak-

International .
the questlon of the alle -

8 that
plit between " was supposed to

pleneas of the publiclty

give them. The ILGWU alBo publis
nter of 1906, in
w from the point of view of

| which it carrled on &
ener™ -- during the wi

RS -

"porverts
keen polemic against the "FC

L uniﬂ'ﬂa ®

the "pure and gimple
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It 1s necess :
_ ary to return to Cahen and the "Forverts"

what hag
hes emerged in the pages of this chap-
ter, 1t can be seen that in bullding up the

for a moment. From

. "Forverts", Cahan
had readlly sacrificed the two main Principles which had char-

‘zcterized the earlier Socizlist press -- namely, the Soclalist

ideal, and good literary style. As far a: hig labor orienta-

tion wes concermed, he was caught between two fires =~ the old
1ine Sociallste, and the new generation of “pure and simples".
In trying to please both, he failed to satisfy elther. We have
seen how the ILGWU came out with its own publications, &as the
result of its dissatisfaction with the propaganda which Cahan
was coming out with on their behall. He fared similarly with
the Socialists, despite hiring BenjaminFelgenbatm:in.

1904 in an attempt to silence those voices who complained that

the "Forverts" was insufficiently goeislist, When Miller came

out with the "yarheit" a year 1ater, meny of the prominent S0=-

cizlist leaders and wfitera went over to his rival. In this

situation it was only Cghan's firm control of the UHT and the

n that enabled him to weather this serious threat

"Arbeiter Ring
existence.

nted by meny influential 1ndividu-

nsationelism of the "Forverts",

to his stature and Very

Gahan was also conir?
ed ageinst the se€
at the literary
¢ Sociellst journal
wporverts' Degen

als who protest
: gtandards, formerly held up

an ed th
d who insist 1sm, be adl'txared to.

odel ©
e igosi aat A to publlish & weekly,

e
S0 414 was that in*1905’ th The “zgithﬂiﬂt“

n
wne Spirit of the Times .
ured good 1iterature and serious

. t
was to be & magazin® yhich €2

M"pDey Zeit-Gelst" -~
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ticles. 1Its he sut .
ar Publication in the & umn of 1905 was int
: ntended
erve ULWO purposes =- to still the voices of criticism, and
.0 s
4

to divert 1into another are
g
certain of the "Forverts"''writers.

h
ypon vhom Cghan was finding it difficult to impose his own weys

1n adéition to these writers, Czhan was also able to attract
other high-ranking journalists, who despite thelr personal or
jdeological grievences with him, were unable to overlook the
fact that the "Zelt-Geist" was &ble 10 'pay weli for their work.
In theory, the "Zelt-Geist" had everything in 1ts favor to be
a successful serious Soclalistic weekly., However, after the
appearance of its first five numbers, the Nzukunft® had this
to say about 1t:

As far s the "Zeit-Gelst" 1s concerned, it is from 1ts
inception in a far better fimancial situation than are other
Yiddish Sociallst periodicals, and we may therefore demand
far more from it than from its poorexr colleagues, Unfor-
tunately it is much worse.than some Soclallst weekly 'which
might be published with much less materlal means, but with
2 serious desire to create "an organ of sclence, 1iterature,
and Sc:cialism“. One has to don powerful spectacles in order
+o make out the Soecialist spirit in the "Forverts"' "Zeit-
Geist". Even though it 318 published by Socialists with
the prime purpose of spreading Soclallsm among the Jewish

public, yet Sociallsm takes third place in 1b. (9)

The "Zucunft"'s eritic,

nt out that the ngeit-Gelst"
inclusive, thav it 1s meaning=-

goes on to pol hag setl j1teelf &

program so broad in BCOP®» so all=-
n¢o gerve the mévemnent, and

less to say that its prime-PuI‘PDEE‘ is
What meager scle

eraha&nwed by the d4sproportion-

| Social=-
to educate t.he:JéwiEh publiﬂ"- ntific and E0¢

istic articles there are,

ate literary cgnt.ribu‘biﬂnﬂ of PerelZ,
antz points out thet it 1s |

ar writers. Kr

ar in the “2511:.-&9151:.“
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freely-tran :
in a y=translated seria] form, but he questlions first, whe
, —

ther thls constlitutes good material fopr pPopularizing Sociali
oc 8m;

_ dl ra
gecondly, granting that it is g good project, whether the work

can be siudled intelligently as g serlal; and thirdly, whether
the translation, by Cahan as it happens, 1s adequate to the task,
gesuming that serialization 'is agreed on as practical. This, and
other critliclsms which he makes, must be read with the mental
regervation that it 1s not the "Zeit-Geist" itself, but its ori-
ginator, Cahan, upon whom Krantz 1¢ training his critical eye.

It may be that his attack lacked objectlvity, Ihec&uaa the weekly
did arvceed in attracting a considerable reading public. Never-
theless its income falled to meet 1ts generous budget, and this
fact, combined with Cahen's inability to run both papers, finally
resulted in the "Zelt-Geist"'s demlse in 1508.

when the "Zukunft" resumed publication in January, 1902,

after five years of silaﬁce, 1t was only superficlially the same

magazine which had appeared 1in the 1890's. At that tlme it had been

in 2 certain sense, & semi-official organ of the Sncialiﬂt: Labor

Party, being publiEhEd by its ﬁfiddiﬂh-ﬂpealcing branches, After

the gschism of 1897 it was taken over
had to be diacontinued.

by the "Forverts" faction

In its new incarmatlon,

of that time, but

the "Zulunft" no longer appeared as the spokesmen for an officlal
S

ut rather of the "Zukunft Press Fed=

3 : b
part faction thereof,
S fon of Sociallstlc groupss This

iat
e " untary assoc
ration", & vol . among the Jews, Socialism

very fast in itself 1ndio=es ho

affairs of an American
taz; of part.icipatinn in

on in the
~ceased to involve Pmiﬂipﬂti -
ame snstead & D&

political party, and Pec
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g fraternal or educationa]
onal group, in which dlscussion, education
: ’

d the su
an Pporting of Russian Soclelist parties made up nearl
the whole of Socialist content 4

By 190
y 1902 the concept of Jewish nationallism had permeated
the Socleallst movement quite strongly, and its particular stress

and manifestatlion lay 1n the area referred to in Hofman's article

" "
on “"good" nationslism -- namely, the Yiddish language, and Yid-

dieh litereture. This was not a sudden development. Even in
the original "Zukunft" literary articles begen to appear more
frequently, out of deference to {,he Jewish public's evolving
demand, as time went on, Furthermore 1t was almost inevitable
thet the former generation of Jewish Socialists, who had pre-
ferred to regard themselves 85 wyv44dish-speeking" Soclallsts,
should in the changing currents of Jewish life, assoclate them-
selves with & Jewlsh nationalist outlook, who had to find 1ts

glim proof of Jewlsh nationallity in the Yiddish language. In

: n
the first iesue of the revived Hzukunft™ we therefore find

stories by Peretz and Leon Kobrin, and poems DY Yehoash and

Liesin Other well-Knowi iiterary names gre frequently encoun-

tered Ren)amin RosenbloOm, g. Rosenblatt, David Goldsteln,

gholem Aleichem, and others.

z- Libin, Shﬁlﬂm Aﬂhl
| 4 & high stendard

nguunft" maintalne

| 4 large the
g 1t kept 1its readers well

its
of writil and served
&7 al and palitiual interest in the

informed of matters of socl

and the world at large. They were

gla
United States, RusSE=™? ta in the world of Soclal-

en
kept abreast of the 1atest developl
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les on h ory, literatur
artlc ist » Llterat €, natural angd physical ience
BC ce,

A1l of thies, well blended wi
th stories and poems y made the "Zu-

ot

xunft® a harmonlous and readsble periodical

This does not mean to say that the "Zukunft" hed no dif-

ficulties when 1t resumed publication. The general state of

Jewish afTalrs was such, as we have seen, that it was only the

fact that the magazine was supported and sponsored by the "Arbei-
ter Ring" and by a good section of the "Bund", that made its
renewed existence possible, In 1904, the "Zukunft" was able to
look baeck upon the two previous years in the following words:

Two years ago « « « we worked feverishly for the "Zu=-
runft" with scant success, We saw no slgn of achlevement,

. and we were discouraged. Everybody stood at a diastance,
nobody helped us to increase the eirculation of the "Zukunft".
. « « » However this year we are encouraged, because we
can greet you each month with the happy news that from
month to month the "Zukunft"'s circulation is mounting.

. « « » We have no.more coples of our January, February
and March issues; evel though we had to print 1000 more
copies of our March issue, We must print an’additional
1000. . « o And what brought about the great success of 3
the "zukunft"? We can glve N0 credit to any outside piuz e,
to any schemes or tricks, but only tﬁ U}tl;u;u“if{’ﬁ”%::ﬂ:tf
Jewish organizatlons, thr'”“g- whnmh te nioyed by any other
tained a circulation largst than thet enJjoy

o es W B e WG WG S50

Jewilsh periﬂdiﬂal' .l ;nig-t.; those. branches of thé immer-
First we Eﬁzegiazg"ﬂﬂ;bﬂter Ring", who were ;theﬁfﬁrat 5

tal progressl 211, and sdopted resolutions that each branc

to answer the C&r -y . . o touxunft" each month accurdiﬂsnk

should take cnp%EEtE members. After this, thﬁfaami 3‘1& 8

to the number © iye independant "fareins ,

are expressed to the Pund“: which have declided and are

thet the wguunft" was able to FoyLve

w 1t was :
And so we see ho 1 up witn the "Arbeiter Ring" and

un
and to flourishs it was BS

grewv in the perlod 1?02-1905,

the "Bund". Ae the
) | n
80 too did the "Zuk t_.
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19:
9 Yiddish Literature Evolves®

A word must
be said at this point about the slowly

emerging Yiddish literature, We noted in Chapter Six that

Yiddish w
= t:: :ZE;iizi:Tg::ﬂme a serious form of expression

, and that the originel "Zukunft"
was one of the ploneers 4n this area. By 1902, the time
when the "Zukunft" reappeared, some great strides had been
taken. in the literary use of Ylddish. This progress was
guantitative rather than qualltatlve, as we find the "Zukunft"

décrying:

It is difficult to belleve how poor our Ylddish.
14terature in America actually is; after we see the

ten pound, two hundred page novels, it is difficult
to Lelieve « « o that viddish literature in Americe

scarcely merits the appelation of '11terature'., And
I want the reader 1o understand me: when I s&ay 'poor’,
I am not referring to quantity, %o the number of books

being published here --- 1 mean poor 1in quelity. Quan-
titywlse, no country has published as many Yiddish books

as America. There was a time when new works were
literally pouring forth; but the poverty becomes apparent

when you open these works and leal through them.

%.era whu.hé.ve develcoped on the free
American strand; with the exception of a Tew thin booklets,

d here
viddish works nhave been create G
#ﬁaigiginfi find here 1g translated, reworked, « « o

and reprinted. 1)
this traﬂﬂlated m

\:’E.have no Yilddlsh wri

sterial was of extremely

At first
cﬂnmgting of the trashy romantic and adventure

poor quallty, iy
ar Il

1ding a creat of popul

were currently T
g new trend devel=-

goon, howevely
r the future. Beginning |

novels which
g world.

grEEtEr pr;jmiEE fo
W g new gpat

the English-re€ adin

rried |
oped, whilch c& o of translated

'
with Tolstoy yng UpOn genuine world 11t~

Tolstoys gervantes, 20la, Swift, Daudet, |

literature enaued

erature. The workse of

| -
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de Maupassant
p » Leasing, and others were seized upon eagerly

to be trenslated for a walting public

Thos
e tra:hWh; & year earlier had been translating the
13 op ;:.hiw undertook to translate the best works
S accomplished 1n a single breath. (2) ’

Unfortunately this reading trend, which could have
been cultlvated and expanded, was instead perverted and ex-
ploited. The game Yiddish writers who had been employed 1o
translate the trash, were being called upon to translate the
good literature, and they proved unequal to the task. These
hacks wrought havoe with the material they were supposed to

be translating, and soon the reading public came to sense

the wrong that was belng done.

When, however, jnstead of Tolstoy, Zola and Daudet,
they began imposing ‘he same trashy writers upon him,

who had been inundating the market a few years back
with their trash, the better reader caughl on that he
was being swindled. Understendably. readers began to
fall away, end a stagé was reached where it beceme im-
possible -E.n publish the petter wWorks, just as a few
years earlier, it had vecome impossible to publish the
trashy novels. (3)

avated when the book pub-

In the former competitlive perlod,

lishers formed & trust.
that good 11terature might emerge.

there was always the hope
11 of the ‘I:I‘llﬂ't-:

possible. And yet the

no drastlc exparimentatinn

wi atlo
th the form Woukunft" held out

of this nature wes

uture?
hope for the f e that we shall nave

i
o Yidﬂh gemanded EﬂﬂtgrpriﬂillE 1ndividual, or when

n 11y
11 find 8 c _¢or the publicatlon of rep
when 1t wil society £O Absnes

gl facetd; ¢ ° =

True, we
but even these few




rth while to write
% « During the
a single original work oo in Yiddish was flourishing,’ not

This closing statement was nut'béing blindly optimistic.

Appearing Iin 1902, at the end of thsat perliod of literary

decline which it described, this series of articles found

1tsell in the same volume of the "Zukunft" alongside numerous
contributions by Peretz, Winchevsky, Gordin snd Yehoash.

In 1903, contributions by Sholem Ash and Sholem Aleichem
appeared, and by 1905, materlal by Avram Ralzin, Morrls Rosen-
feld and Sh. Ansky was to be found in its pages. In September,
1905, the slituatlon was SO improved, that a series of critical

articles could be undertaken __"The New Yiddish Literature" (5),

The reasons for this upﬁurge in Yiddish literature

are too many and complex to go into in this work, Yet one

of them may legitimtely De mentioned, since one of the poems

0
of Yehoash points 10 1t directly. In his poem "Olympus and

5 theme 8imlila
Horeb", Yehoash gwells upon &

r to 'E.hat which we

Wphe Floating coffin". He speaks of

o M
encountered in Gordin 8 ‘
cape the difficult world of

the Jewlsh poet who sought to es

refuge ©on Mount Olympus. However even
E 3 7

his people bY takin

in this idyllic haven,
people DYy & e

(6) What makes

poet 18 summoned to the service

ice emenating from another

this poem particularly

the

of his suffering

Pogrom" .

-
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In the
June 1903 issue, Fhillp Krantz interrupted

his popular sclence series with some comments, prefaced by

the followlng remgrks:

Let me set aslde intellectual pro

ress ~
erj:is and inventlons in the EEFEI‘EE b%anché:::? gii:;:e
engineering and technology, to say a few words about :
another kind of dlscovery, an ugly dlscovery, one which
caste a bloody shadow over our whole civilization. I
am referring to the horrible discovery that 1ln this
twentieth century, such & savage outburst of the beast
in man 1s possible, as that which occurred in the
Kishinev pogrom. (1)

The Kishinev pogrom which took place April 6 , 1903, had s

tremendous impact on the whole civilized world, evoklng

protest and sympathy fspom every quarter. In the Jewlsh

world its effect was, understandably, much more drastic.

Jews had comé to accept the antipathy and hostilty

of the Russlans as natural phenomenoi. Pogroms resulted

from the very nature of the Russlian peasant. Kishinev

quantitativaly gifferent from all
For the first time

however was nob merely

put qualit atively t00O.

other pogroms,
thout question, as a feature

pogroms emerged, clearly aund wi

1tes effects

of the official Russian _
currents in motlon whoge

galvanized world Jewry s

to0
full effects have yet 1
ffect we have geen in the previous chapter.
°C |
o ad 1looked upon themselves &8 coB=- |
tuals who B . :

Jewish intellec 14ke Yehoseh, were forcibly

o cked. Some,

mopolitans, Were gh

gh origins ¢
reminded of their rbi 1¢. The Jewish Booiallsis,

to interpret the ©
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whose V1ews pa
particularly concern us, responded
ed in two

distinect wa
Y8« The first was the way of the cl
classical

Soclallst.

A fire has b
roken out

i%gﬁi adwui doing what we nﬁgha?dtgedgave lost our heads.
This ia Eﬁlﬁin@ our hands, weeping aadwﬁaﬁi - e
kinfolk qu%‘t,e natural, There are hﬂWEvEI‘nE;II" :
actlons ;JE%i%t rom whom we have a right to demand
EL guitn ing relatives, But they are dol
i 14 as the wallers, , . And thus these pergglzxactly
comniting u worsl orine,sgelinst those vhon they vould

3 ‘ 8 is no time to philoscphize."
. . « But what can we do if we do not philmsnphgzage'

He proceeds by referring to the Zlonlst position of Llilien-
blum, which meintained that the reason Jews are persecuted 1s

that the Russian peasants. hate and envy them for belng success-

ful forelgners.

what 1s the [Ziuniaf_.] solution? « « « The Jew
must return to the land o: hils origin, where he will

no longer be a foreigner. . « There he will be
equally resented by the present inhabitants of the
land, but they will not be able to drive him away as
a forelgner. « « ¢ Thus Lilenblum philosophlzed

eighteen years 280e +-* > puring the past elghteen
arned something. 1t hasg learned

ears the world has le
' the peasant who attacks the JEewWs,

h though it 1s
that al en ssian government which 18 respon=

1y the Ru
it is m;ﬁ:lwk{olﬂ world unanimously agrees that 1t 1s

iézlzavemmant which is the real ocriminal in the Klsh~-
iney poOgromse

ernment dolng this? « « =« Israel
Why A8 ke & ranment wante to get rid

zangwill maintalns .
e Russlan 5nvarnment . » o Undere
of the JOWDe 217 azhit can not rid itself of six or

stands full s tha py these means. 4Lt KNOWS well
nor does 1t want

m ed to arouse the populace
i1te dgifferent reasons. The people

' le 18 robbed dally,
18 being nppreaaai. g; peop e
= ;acaaam, we need someone to point
i n the misfortuns, gnd the Jews &are

e ullty oné - purpose. Israel always makes
to.as W8 0 a for thiS : verpment has yet another

4 quite 80

apegoat: >
;a:;g: fG.P. wnich 18 1O

abfiﬂuﬂ- s a &
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Today Jewe ar
€ being attacked, not because th
e ey are

allens
; - [ [ ] md nﬂ,t be
wants Jews to knafr EII;:tJig:l but because

are Jews,

and 1t wants th
€ Nnon-J -
Why does t ews to know that t
tence of the 211;51}111&51&11 Eﬂvementazagne evio_ars Jows.
varlous peoples I;HEE movement? All natizgteﬁge axom=
the least gtir usslia are 'Euppl‘ﬁﬂﬂeﬂ ’ of the
Qumﬂhed; o gins of independance is prﬂ::*: Epgﬁsﬂad;
organ’in&%iindapendangeu: 1%:?’9 a movement for
zatio P38 AL e, ey m
conduct apegapiggazziginas, they may gnlﬂcltla;zng};e .
congresses, Where duez—:ﬂflfbﬁﬂl%hliteratum_ even hold
Eebguvamem suddenly become aniifbﬁiﬁm? il e
cause 1t 1s imperatlive that the v 1 8 SRR
who inhabit that vast and glo 1 arious peoples
from each other. "Divlde Endumi sor alananini divided
of the Jews were Zioni ponglea® o o o o  SESALL
onists, then I am convi
they would be ellowed to travel nced that
soverelgnt , to go on toying with
cinE tgn g’laltraﬂr;%iling to the Sultan, speaking Hebrew
8 on abbas, throughout their llves 1
no one would utter a word against them, and I a;ic:ﬁain
+that there would be no pOgIYoms,
o lBttli today there are other kinds of Jews in Russia,
olutionary Jews, s« - = Jews who demand rlghts, human
rights, for the needy masses, for all humenity, for
Jews and Christlans ~]1ike: and they demand these rights,
not in some distant place, far away, bub right here and

now, in the place where they were born and ralsed, where
and where they bleed when they must.

they work and gweat,

s » & @ These J EWE cannot be lulled to sleep with dreams
of ZiON. o o s LIR€F have to be dealt with in such a way
that they will cease ningling with Cchristians, that they
should begin to hate christians; they must come to know
tile 18 & gentile and a Jew 1s & JeWe

that a Gen
t solutlon, he then proceeds

1Epruved the Zlonls

ngow 1s it thal the American newspapers

to another matters
h & fués about

ryy over the ghedding

the Kishinev pogrom?" He questions

have made sul :
their sudden conce of Jewish blood, and
further that

000 Chinegs,

two years earlier, the Ruseian govern-

without eliciting newepaper
re recently,

polnts out

ment had drowned 6,
thy aroused when mo

in cold blood at an

arbitration peeting 7 Rusal&s




Thus the solution tTO the

grom is not to mourn gnd lament,

the Russian governme

Russia, not because o and ory over the J
F ¢ ews of
the American Jews, The gzwguiﬁ&n Jews, but because of

force to be reckoned with, Trey hossice leVe become a

EEQE Eﬁeb'&cnie bresident ., , , go becauszfufmiﬂiﬁaaizt
el Rﬁigia‘ff the Jews, ang sends special Eﬂrréﬂpnn_
e part of the Jews
ave y
Pmlitical j-ntETEEtE tD Jﬂin in tﬂnt ThEF also hEWE

And as for the Yahudim? , ., .

Mayor Low, 80 how can thev pemain gile

too bestirx_‘ed themselves ibaut threelwlelz?:ia ﬁgeiti’ e
What does this demonstrate? This demonstrates that

where Jews have politicel rights, they also have politi-

cal power, and need fear no pogroms -- at least no EOV=

ernment sponsored pogroms. So they mey ery sloud when

Jews are beling attacked in other lands.

They are supporting

He points out that the situation of the Jews in

France 1s =2 clezr demonstration of the fallaclousness of the
Zionist contention. Antisemitism exists in France, but there

is no pressure to get French Jews to move to Israel.

d, here they
Whv? Because here Jeys are rot oppressed,
have frge.dnm. And this is the very pcinfc.' The trnub;e
with the Jews in Russila is not t.h%i they are Jews, or

e

is, on the one
aye aljens. Thelr trou ,
ﬁﬁig,tiiit in Ruseilsa everybody 18 oppressed, and the

emoat: and on the other hand,
SEVE foy e m:ﬂerigﬁgagﬂﬁ “hﬁman rights", and the

‘{0 segregate.them.
problem raised by the Kishinev po=
for this 1s precisely what

nt wants. A
of the Russlan
the Jews 1s the W&j -~ = :
The UFS Vey elong with e ROTSS P eaunate the-
Revolution, UC whic i
Sestrey the mueslen, " EiLey e, SIS, 0 WDt
peasant ;ﬂd Ehe Jewse, just as it ¢
him and 10T
where JEW:-‘E’; now an'ﬂf;g of Russlé,
only way
himyﬂthewiﬂﬂ is ©

.+« This 1s the
humarn I‘iEhtH;na whoever advises

r & traltor. (2)
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ThiE thEIl I‘E[ﬂ&‘_ e a1l

JEWiEh Soclal
ists, and they made theiy answer as Socialist
8T8,

In an article on "7The
Jewish National Question", the "Zukunft"

elf :
its chose to categorize them as "Boclalist-Internationalists"
B o

The Jewish '
e P b o b ?ﬂ;é:;iggﬂngi‘ Ehia varliety are not assim-
keep thelr own language and chaizzt:?itger el S b
selves speak end sgitete in Yiddieh, interest thomseives

1alrs and despise th

non-Jewlish. But they do Eat beliziem;; Erizﬁng PE ide’
and are I1ndifferent as to whether Jews cover t-hemselggs =8
with the cloak of present-dsy superficial 'eivilization! _
or whether they remaln enlightened Jews, openly 'n-.fearins.jl
their Jewish racial [sic] gestalt and speaking their
mother tongue. (3)

The article then proceeded to differentiate them from

the "Jewish-Socialists".

The "Jewlsh éucialists“ are quite a new specles of

humenity, which suddenly emerged alfter the Kishinev mas=-

czere. Most of them believe almost everything that the
previous ones do, except that after the Kishinev murders

L
they began to evoke an undefined "Jewish feeling", began
to graige Jewish characteristlcs a8 the best and.the
finest, and began proclaiming tha.:c; Jewlsh Soclallists
" remoBt,; Jews .
must be “first and for ’ S by this? What ere

they me
what, precisely, e0 e to strive as Jews?

and towards whet are we
Kigntldl:} have never ﬂpecified. They are therefore not

separate factlon, since
to be seriously peckoned as & 8€P . "_Iiddiaﬁkeit‘?.

am in thel
ositive Progr such cheap phrage-spouting

tion.
ides oy Hogs opportunity to galn favor
A e n Jewish massess (4) |
the c:nmplinat-ad plcture we ghall also
er Fifteen,
inelude the viewpoint which we encountered in Chapter I I
ude :
z.inniﬂt Hatianalut-ﬂnu19.11232;'2;;::%
The Anti- of the weli= sl ine goes
an important By - a8 gociallst doctrine goes,
o 1, A S8 Bnniﬂiﬂta'mtemtiunal_iatn,

Bun RIJ.EE!-E- . -
theg :.f-e 1dentiﬂﬂl yith the in Russila 18 & people

To complele
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with the rights of 4

a dis They

B te i%gczmnﬂ:gﬁn Tor the Jewish iegﬁmtﬁ? ?ghtﬂ -
the right to Exizzlﬂ end universitieg 1'1’1 !Eiddiaghtaflg
regarding it 88 Jews. They don't believe 1 Zioni
malntain thataihémgsiizical and impractacable; ‘mftl th:; il
nations achieveq natinnfmﬁulgarﬂ, Americans ang many other

d in lands int
dmmigrated, even much 1 ; nto which they
Into Russis, 8o that Ja:Eer than the Jewish lmmigration

in Russia too, But the

. y believe that the
achleve this through the Bnc1alist-Reva1u{i:ila§cLyﬂﬁ¥*ugsle
Jewlsh and Russian workers together, but still with = ;
distinct Jewish organization, and with the insistance
upon Jewlsh national independance, (5)

People,

It 1s the second category, that of the "Jewlsh-Sooclale
iste", which attracts our prime concern., We have already
seen how the other two factions emerged in Russla, and were
trensplanted into the United States of America. It should
not be too difficult to predict that this new factlon
Nyhich suddenly emerged after the Kishinev massacre", should
also be found represented in America. We neEd'puatﬁlat.e'm

_ , 5
immigration of individuals pelonging to this "factlon®.

; : : = i
Indeed, it seems difficult for us to accept the "Zukunft®'s

degignation of 1t as & faction. There is 1little to distin-

nal istic
guish it from the third group, except that its natlo

emotion and feellng than are

1gt8., The wave of

ught for no ration-

claims’ sape based even more on

those of the pure Nationslist-Soclel

the Kishinev massacre 80

emotions evoked bY of feeling, rather than in

£ in words

1teel
ale., It expressed yr4c and {ntellectual concepis.

11-reasoned sclent
o the reactlon 0

clear-cut, we 7 Yehoash, and this was

We have referred v wish masses reacted

unsuphistriﬂl’tad Je
attention toO creeds

en intellectual.

0
similarly, and in doing =%
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This M"nati,
nalist" fervor
, ) can well
be compared to the "Zionjgtt POFTOr il
ch gywe
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or politiecsl theories,

Pt through

were cerried along by the flood, protesting more and mop
e

feebly; as they compromiseg with the inevitable

The full effects of this aftermath of the Kishinev

massacre lle beyond the scope of this present work, Yet
thelr beginnings are clear. We find a reader challenging
Felgenbaum, that doughty champion of "classical™ Socigliem,
with the following words: * .

Because ] am not a Hottentot or & Chinese, because
my family tree includes such flne people who have played
such an important role in univeprsal clvilizatlon and
progress, because I am the son of & people which has
suffered persecution ceaselessly for thousands of years
and yet ever held aloft the toreh of light, which offered
the grestest number of martyrs in the combat between
light and darkness =-- therefore I also must ever be
in the vanguard of thils struggle, also holding high the
torch of light, the flag of freedom, and fight for 1%,

for: it.
e Egiie'i you think, Mp, Felgenbaum, that with guch
an approach, with such an attitude towards Judalsm,
which is, additionally, the real tru_‘bh, it would tn:-;
much easier +to attract the Jewi.shdmagsiz u;,]i iﬁ;ei:l em,
to education, 1nsiea 0

Egiﬁgggﬁ:ié“ :'b every occaslon, and always belittling
Jewish culture? (6

ind euch -ldeas on the pages of

We are surprised to T

They are certalnly @& srar cry from the con-

the "zukunft".

cepts of earlier yearss

Others Were surprised and displeased

Fed&ratiun“_ hereby expresses
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The protest of
the "
omrades" against the "mister"

may have succeeded for th .
© moment, but the
' current was in-

orabl alnst then es
exor Yy ag « Despite g rearguard action, a
; &8

artlcles through 1904 and 1905, the
deys of a purely scientific Soclalism were drawing t
0 an

expressed In several

end. What good could logical intellectual argument do

agelnst such a point of view as expressed by Dr. Farnberg

in his artlecle on "Nationality and Science"?

If a particular group of people feel themselve
be a nation, if 1t presents partisular national d:m:ngz,
then the state must arrange matters so that its national
gentiments are satisfled. « ¢ ¢ 06 5 s 6 6 6.0 o o » »
As soon as the fact exists, a8 soon as a certain people
feel that they are a separate natlon, then this ls
SUTEIOIENE o o o o' # @ w6 wwmrtlerh e e e Ba e
National unity is a purely spiritual unity. Ite roots

lie in feeling, in consclousness, in the fact that
hemgelves as a:nation, wish to remaln

people consider t
a nation, and strive to national unity and freedom. (8)

With its Socialist goals vanished, with its Boclallst

tenets compromised and petrayed, the Jewlish Socislist movement

of the United States was destined i eke out its remaining

rned with nurturing the Yiddish- =
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