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o REACTICNS OF THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMUNITY TO MAJOR FROBLEMS
: DURING THE YEARS 1929-1939--A8 REFLECTED IN THE
ANGLC-JEWISE PRESS

Summary of Concluslions

The problem: to examlne the reactlon of the American Jewlgh
comnunity to the events and soclal forces of the thirtles; to

ascertaln if those reactions(institutional and ideological) were

random reactlons or were based on any dlscdrnable patterns,

The procedure: The community structure of the twentles and
that of the thirtles were compared. .Problehs of the thlrties were
seen to be: Depression, New Deal, Preparedness program; fentrall-
zatlon trends; Intra-Jewlsh Tenslons; Hltler; Natlve American
Anti-Semitlsm; Communism, Zlionism, and Judalsm were viewed as

1deologles that attempted to meet the needs of some of the Jews,

The theslg: The reactlons of Amerlcan Jewlsh communlty could
be best understood through class analysls, as the varlous soclo-
economic groups reacted to the above problems and ldeologles

{ according to a pattern indicated by thelr class position and
y‘ lanterests., This thesls 1ls proved by the abundant evidence which
‘ Bhows how o0ld middle~class, new middle-class, manufacturers,

Jewlsh "professionals,"

and different labor groups reacted to
the problems confrenting them,
Related conclusions: The maj]Jor characteristics of the Jewlsh

community are molded by the general environment of that community.

Intra—Jewish tenslons are based on soclal dlvisions wlithin the
community., Any lssue, whether of objectlve inslgnlflcance or of
Paramount importance, may be clothed In these antagonisms. Wlth-

in eaeh class there ls gome difference between the Interests and
attltudes of the leadership and the interests and attitudes of

the rank-and-file of the class. The attitudes of each class towards

the social problems and ideologles within the Jewlsh community are




Summary of Concluslons

tremefidously influenced by the needs and interests of that

class. When members of a class become aware of those class

needs and interests which are 80 important in shaplng the

class point-of-view, they are better able to understand

“reallty.
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REACTIONS OF THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMUNITY TO MAJOR PROBLEMS
DURING THE YEARS 1929-1939--A5 REFLECTED IN THE
ANGLO-JEWISH PRESS

INTRODUCTION

Whaet were thé problemg--what were the reactions--importance
of the reactions-~problem of research--plan of analysis

The worldwlde depression of 1929 wrought great changes
throughout the world. Hitler gained power in Germany, and
the fasclat government prepared for war and persecuted the
Jews. America was shaken by & severe crisis, and the New
Deal«attemptéd to restore progperity. The new soclial forces
unleashed by'the depression wrought changes not only in soclety
in general but also--as would be expected-~in the American
Jewish community in particular. For that community was
suddenly faced with problems that were strange and new to the
Americgn-Jewish gocene. The Depression iteelf dld not dis-
criminate between Jew and Gentile. And the Jewlsh community
wag faced wlth hardship and poverty and with the task of
fin&ingsa golution to the great crislig. Nazlsm ruvined a
tremendous Jewlsh community, and American Jewry. tried to
understand as they groped for an answer. Even in America
Father Coughlin and William Dudley Pelley found a market for
their bigotry. And American Jews in the land of the free
wondered.,

The first problem of this study is to determine the
reactions of the American Jewish community to the forces
unleashsd by the Depression in general and to the problems

created by those forces in particular. These reactions were
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of three types: Changes in the socilal structure and general
nature. of the Jewish communlty...for example, an increage 1in
antagonisms among Jews, an acceleration of the trend towards
centralization in the Jewilsh community. Attempts to solve
the partioular problems of the Depression, anti-Semltlism here
and abroad, And modifications of already exlsting ideologies—-—
Communism, Zlonism, Judeism--to meet the changed conditions,
It ls inmportant not only to list these reactions but to
understand them. For the problems that faced the Jewish
community during the thirties are stlll very much allve to-
day and maey be with Jews for a long time to come. The
problem of the capitalist crisis has not been solved. Jews,
beling ﬁhe early victims of society in crisis, have a par-
ticular interest in this solutlon, (Although no. group in
soeiety w1ll in the long run escape from the results of a
crisi@ that remains unresolved.) It is especlally im-
portant for the middle-classd (Jew and Gentile) to be aware
of the soclal forces in capltallst crisis. For it was this
middle-class in Germeny's crisis which enabled Hitler to
triuvmph, Anti-Semitism is & problem that presently engages
several Jewlsh defense orgenizations, and Jews still quarrel
about the most effective methods to combat it. There are
many tensions within the Jewlsh community, and the sub-
gtance of the argument geems to be an intellectual veneer
that covers a deeper emotional antagonism. Centralization
within the Jewlsh community is proceeding apace, and large
organizations quarrel one wlith the other in order to gain

wider Jurisdiction or more funds.
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The problem of this research was not the slmple list-
ing of different reactions. The problem was: how can
g N these varied gropings be understood? Is there any pattern

E 4
o that will explain why some Jews found a solution in Hapoel

o Hamizrachl and others gave large gifts to Palestine but

opposed Zionism? Is there any pattern that will explaln
why some Jews thought anti-Semitism in America was an idea
imported from Germany while others thought it was born and

bred in America by native social condltions? Is there any

of Germany and mass meetings while others opposed both
while still others favored the boycott but opposed mass
meetings? Is there any pattern that wlll explain why some

Jews were lured to Communist front orgenizations and sup-

1 pattern that will explain why some Jews favored the boycott

ported Birobidzhan while others opposed both while still
others opposed Communist front organizatioﬁ: but supported
Birobidzhan? Is there any pattern that will explaln why
gome Jews supported the New Deal in its early days and later
turned against 1t and why other Jews opposed Lt 1n 1ts early
days and later supported it and why still other Jews never
gupported 1it?

Were these reactlons simply differences of opinions
among individuals, each of whom thought the problem through
ahd came .to0 his own conclusion? If so, this study might
simply ligt all of the differences of opinlon and dlsregard
any factors other than personal motivation. This parade of
facts could give no understanding of soclety and would lgnore

definite patterns of attitude and ideology.

[\ _
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Were these reactions based on rellgious beliefs? Une
doubtedly a particular brand of Judalsm influenced some of
the reactions in the minds of many individuals. But could
thege reactions to the pressing problems of the thirties be
intelligently consldered under the categories of religilous
denominations. Would the ideologles of Reform, Conservatlsm,
or Orthodoxy show clearly why one grouﬁ would favor the boy-
cott and another group would be partial to Communﬁgz front
activity and why a thlrd group would bellieve that the poor
will elways be with us while other Jews find soclal Justlce
in an elimination of the capitalistic gystem? Organization:
along religious lines would explain very little.

Were these reactions based on geographical areas? No.
Tt ig found that in every geographlcal area there is the
same broad range of reactions...with the exeeption of New
York City where there are certain reactions not'found else-
where.

The only organization of these reactions that can throw
considerable light on why Jews differed so in their attitudes
ie the organlzation along class lines! Ali of the questlons
agked above--from the boycott to Blrobldzhan--can be explained
through class analysis. The Amerlcan Jewlsh community con=-
tains several distinct or almost distinect goclo=economic
groupg—--from the old middle-class of German background to
the Bundists of the Workmen's Circle. These classes had
periodicals that presented answers to the problems of the
thirties. They had orgenizations that were formal spokesmen

for the class point-of-view. They had leaders that guided the
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class--although their attitudes were not always preclsely
ghared by the rank-and-file of the class. That different
perlodicals represent class viewpoints was obvious as 1%
became clear that different magazines sponsored by the
game clags all had the same attlitude towards the problems
of the thirties. And so, 1t was on the basls of the Anglo-
Jewlsh press that the i1desologles and attitudes of the dif-
ferent clasgeges within the Jewlsh community were recorded
and analyzéd.* It was found that each class had a series
of reactlons that could be explained--in large measgure--—
by the needs and interests of»that clags in soclety. The
parade of facts begen to make sense.

The importance of this interpretation ls that class
members whose attitudes and ldeologles are so influenced
by clags needs can gain more control over those game atti-
tudes and ;deologies by understanding how the clags needs
shape them. |

The restrictiqn to material in the Anglo-Jewish press
gsomewhat limlits the scope of this study. However, the limlta-
tlon 1s not so serious as mlight be expected. For there are
several classes (eg, the 'Communists, Labor Zlonigts, Labor
anti~Zionists) that have several publications in both
English and Ylddish. And for the purpose of ascertéiﬁing
the class viewpoint one language is as good as another. The
Forward and the Call speak with the same volce. However,
the European Orthodox group centered in the Agudas Ha-rabanim
had no available English publications and will not be in the
seope of this study. However, thls ls the only class that
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the limitation of the Anglo-Jewish press will eliminate

from the class analysis.

It is unfortunate that the approach of class analyeis
1ﬁﬁ creafes coneiderable resentment in many people. The ecommon
| reaction.is the cry, “I‘am'not determinedbby my class." Or,
Wthere are meny influences; why stress}the class?! This
analysis 18 not interested in demonstrating any abstract
theory of hiétoriography. It is interested in discovering

an approach to the data that can throw the most light on

understanding the reactions of the American Jewish community.
Other "influences' are not denied. It is not the concern of
this study to debate how primary those other influences are.
But since it has been found that elass analysis can give the
mos?t 1bgical underst&nding of the data, thatvapproach is
being employed. The tremendous influence of class needs
and 1ntere$ts will be shown. This is not to exclude other
influences. It would be interesting for the critic of
clage analysis to take the data of all thése reactions and
explain that data through some other approaéh.

Class analyslg does not assume that every membef of the
class is a carbon copy of the cléss program. For there are

pergonal influences that affect different individuvale and

even shunt them from class to clagss., Ludwig Lewieohn, &
German Jew railsed in the South, had a personal life of re-
Jection by the Genfile world and various personal factors
uprooted him from his clags and transplanted him into
another social groupQ And there are some individuals who

have really pulled themselves up by their socilal and
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emotional rootn and have gained sufficient self-under-
standling to achieve freedom of will. But 1%t need not be
,§§‘ : labored that the magg of mankind follows in general terms
hie own class. For the members of a class support_its in-
stitutions and read its periodicals. There ls frequent
friotion between rank~and~file and leadership, but this is
taken into account within the olass analysis._

The plan of analysis will be the following:

I. What wag the nature of soeiety in thc roaring twenties?

: _*i II. What was the nature of the Amerlcan Jewlsh community
’ -towands the end of this decade? Ite general trends
and characteristicé nill be examined and 1t will be
geen huw theJ were influenced by the general environ—
ment. The socio-economic classes within the community
| will be analyzed their spokesmen will be revealed«-both
men and magezinesg.
I1L. What wag the nature of the worldshaking changes that
N - came about in the thirties due tu.the Depnession?
| | IV. How waslthe nature of the American Jewish community

affected by these general changes? What were the new

or accelerated trende? What were the pressing problems?
An underlying characteristic that pervaded all dis~
agreements and different reactions was the increased
amount of intra-Jewish tension. And so, a class
analysis of these tensions leg glven.

What were the reactions of the different Jewlsh clagses

to the Depression, to the early New Deal, the Supreme




viil

Court contraversy, the preparedness program? In what
way (if any) did these reactions differ from the cor-

regponding non-Jewlsh classes? (The general press 1s

here used.,)

How did the different classes react to the growing

B ) trend of centralization? The whole‘problem of centraliza-
tion in the Jewish community will be dlscussed.

VII. What understanding did each class have of the Hitler
phenomenon? What clagses were able through thelr

analysee to predict the rise of Hitler? What program

did each clasgs have ag an answer to the menace of
Hitler? Did programs always flow from analyses, and.

why not%

VIII.What did each clase believe to be the cause of American
anti-fSemitism? What were the prdgrams offered by each
elass ﬁo combat native anti-Semltlem?

IX. What clasées seemed most sympathetie to the Communlet
front organizetions? What were the Communist gsolutions
to the problems facing the Jews durlng the thirtles?

X What was the attitude of each class towards Zioniem?

How did its particular brand of Zionism or non-Zionlem

golve the problems of the thirtles?

XI. What were the religious attitudes of the varlous
classes? In what ways did Judeism furnish angwers to
the problems?

XII. The final chapter will be broad conclusions drawn from
the data presented. But thrbughout the analysis the

many relations between the class needs and interests
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and the attitudes and ideologiles of the class will

be expregsed.

gﬁ I should like to express my lnfinite appreclation to
Dr. Ellis Rivkin who has given me most of my training in

the field of scientifilc historiography.




I. AMERICA, THE BEAUTIFUL

America asg the twenties came to thelr roaring climax—-—
this America was the social setting of the Jewish community
that was affected by the depression. And so, thls America
nust be described and understood in order that the Jewlsh
community and the depression 1tgell may be>understood. For
that Jewigh community took a form indicated by American
prosperity. And that'depression had ite roots in the roar-
ing twentles.

“America, the beautiful'--that was the appearance to
the man at the helm of American free enterprise in 1928.
Calvin Coolidge was certain that Americe was in an ‘“era df
prosperlity more extensive and of peace more permanent® than
had ever been known. The reason was obvious: "The main
source of these unexampled blessings liesvin the integrity
and charaetér of the American people.“l On occasion the
Americah;people would share with God the responsibility for
their prosperity as they "prais'd the Power that hath made
and preserved us a nation." There were & few dlscordant
notes in the Jazz age: the intutive skepticlem of,é Cabell
or a Lewis knew that the patlient was not well but had no
ldea ag to the nature of the sickness. Uncle Sam had beconme
Jay Gatsby, and America was one big party of hilarious
frustration.

To understand what was happening in America, to see
Trom whence flowed the undercurrents of the depression

America's economy must be viewed in 1ts world setting. For
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at this time the whole ecivilized world was gasplng for air
N that would revive the capitalistic spirit,.

The basic problem was that after World War I, capltalilsm
in Europe began itg decline and.capitalism in America (while

not on a decline) had consumed its possibilities for internal

expansion. Since capitalism 1s based on the profit motive,

the capltalist will continue producing so long as his proflt

is ihcreasingg The demand of the market at home 1s insuffieclent
for the supply provided»by a highly induetrialized economy.
gince there is insufficlent market at home, the capitalist

will turn abroad., When he cannot}find anymore forelign

markets, he muat curtail production--—egince he would be pro-
ducing at a loss. 8o the wheels of the blg producer-goods
industries start slowing down and workers are laid off,

This further reduces the purchasing power for the consumer-
goods industries which are already well stocked, so they

begin to lay off some workers. The result: a capitalisgt

crisls. But does thig theory explain what was happening to
K the world in the twenties?

b English capiltalism was stfuggling to reach its pre-
World War I production level. Why? England had the bless-
ing and the curse of being the first successful industrial
capltalist nation, After the labor pains of 1825-1850 when
B handicrafters were forced into the proletariat and there
were crlses due to the resulting glutted labor'marketnn
after these labor pains, Britain gave birth to a bouncing
baby capitalist. The labor problem was solved, because the

export industries.furnished many Jobs as England helped

L;%ﬂllll--_.____;¥
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develop more baékward capltalist countries such as Germany
and fhe Unlted States. England's home market could notb
absorb, for example, the textile products and the railroad
congtruction materlals; congequently colonies were founded
throughout the world. These colonies were wonderful markets
for her industrial expansion, since through alllances with
the landed feudal elements Britain successfully prevented
any native industry or native proletariat. In this way she

had a large market for her goods, because the impovérished

‘masses of India--not allowed to develop théir.own wealth—-—
did have'to be ¢lothed by British textiles. And railroads
were built throughout India. Furthermore, technologicél‘
unemploymént was forstalled by conslderable immigration
ffom Britain ﬁo America and other countries. Theré was even
a. shortage of 1abof.at timee,iand the wageg of the workeré
would rise. |

But after thé'World War, British production was one-
third below ite pre-war level. And the expansion that be-.
gan after the war looked in vain for the markets that were
" once abundant. Not only was imperiallstlc expanslon at an
end, but there were vague rumblings of discontent in far-
away lands that showed no gratitude for the mother country...
gone was the spilrit of Gunga Din. Despite all efforts,
native industry-~financed byvlanded lords and rural rajahs--
was growlng and growling nationalism. The European countries
to which Britain had exported capital were now her competi-

tors. Colonial Russia was lost. And ag for the markets that
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’ramained, Britain had to vlie with more modern German and

and the King and some merkets.

American productive technidques.  Still there was the Empire i
%
: \ . : |
jg ' . Germany began 1ts. industrial development later than il
I

did England and so was enabled to use more efficlent o I

- technidques of production. But this only made the German W‘!
. ' ' |
o i capitalist!s problem more acute. With all of his greater { ﬁ
| efflclency, he entered the race too late to grab colonial I.ﬂ

markets. It was this need for foreign markets to meet the

rapldly developing G@rmankindustrial machine that plunged i

capltaliem (says John Strachey) the wrong side won the first L
world;war¢2 ‘For. after Versailles, Germany‘with its tremen— f
dous industrial potential was even more desperate: If its

capitallst class was to continue in power, it must produce - vh
for somebody. And the few outlets that German capitalilsm ;
had were nbw closed. Her colonles were confiscated and her
markets in Bastern Europe were cloged through-thé break-~up

of Austria-Hungary end the formation of small capitalist
8tates there. The government was burdened by war debts, the
population was impoverished; yet industry knew that,to;surm
-k vive she must produce. v

« ’ There being no outside market, there were only two ways '

by which industry could be stimulated (and this holds for

‘éf all capitallstic depressions): a cut in wages through crushing

Germany into the first world war. From the aspect of world
the unions or a raise in prices (through inflationary

measures). Dying German capiltalism used both

i
§
K
1
!
-
N
!




measures which were bound to increase class antagonlsm
so that there would be a revolution to the right or to the
left. Through lssulng of more money, the war loans bought

by the middle and lower classes became practically value~

legs. Through a reduction of wages industry wag stimulated
and the working class became more clasgs-consclous. S0 with

these measures laden with political dynamlte did German

capltalism try to preserve ltself. (And, to date, has

gucceeded) .

progperous while the rest of the world was on the decline.
Naturally Americans were proud of thls remarkable phenome-

non, America wag the Chosen Nation and her people must

al But America was Aifferent! A capitalistlic country
gurely have a peculiar geniue for industrial prosperity.

But perhaps there were more rational reasons for the linger-
ing prosperity.

American capltelism began ite expanslon after British

capital had already been sunk in techniques of production

that were becoming out-dated. America's early lndustrial

L progress was extremely rapld, since she was gpared the

erises caused by replacing of pre-—capltallstic modees of pro-

duction (there were no such modes). The technological ten-

dency towards a glutting of the labor market whs eaglly can-
celled without the need for forelgn expansion: Expansion was
internal. Opening the frontier provided a large agricultural

gector to which workers disemployed could move, There was

endless investment in the new 1ahds. And there was always

another frontier. The large agricultural sector and the
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 tremendous opportunities for bullding up the country led

to frequent labor shortages. This in turn meant higher
wages and general prosperity in expanding American capital-
ism. America could afford to moralize about the imperial-
lgm of other nations who had no chance for gsuch tremendous
inner expansion. This inner expansion wag steady and not
go dependent on the jerking progress'of imperialist ex-
ploitation. America thanked God and her ingenulity when

gshe had more truthfully paid homage to the Mlsslselppl
Valley and the plaineg of Texas.

However, with the first world waf America had crossed
her last frontier., Inner expansion had ended, and the day
of 1mberial expanslion seemed to be over. Bubt thisg country
wag s8tlll the most prosperous capltalist natlon in the
world. World War I}Was an industrial boom. And after the
war America continued producing, hoping for a chicken 1in
every pot. Uhfortunately for American capitalism there were
too many chickens for every pot.

There was, of course, progperity. Amerlca was a populous
country with well-peid workers. As indugtry produced for the
home market, 1te products were bought in duantity by all
clagses (except the farmer) and wages were railsed. But the
;ncrease in wages did not keep pace with the increase in
productivity. And so, producing power gradually forged far
ahead of consuming power., Two striking examples of this were
the shos and agricultural industries. During the twenties
the boot and shoe industry had created three times the pro-

Quetive facilities necesggary for the pedestrian needs of all




Americans.3 Meanwhile the farmers who had geared thelr

crobs to‘production for sgale abroad had lost thelr foreign
markets énd were faced wlith overproduction and falling
prices while they had to pay whatever the protected capl-
talists wrote on the price tags of their tractors. In

America there was then naturally some technological unen-

ploymentuu But there was still enough purchesing power to

keep the wheels of industry going. Conecentration of the
nation's wealth in fewer hands wasg ignored, because there
was still enough of a market to gtimulate production for
mostlAmeficans. |

But as the wheels continued to turn and the profits
came in, where could the money be re-invested? Not the shoe
business. Foreign markets had no money for the tremendous
producer-goods industries. There wag already a fine systen
of railroades from New York to Frisco. 4t111 through the
twenties markets could be found, and holding companies held
their bfeatha Throughout the late twentles any investment
would pay off. For if production gtopped expanding, the
depression would start. And America played the stock market.
Why not? Coolidge promiged prosperity and blg business had
to keep moving faster and faster lest like a slowing top 1%
lose its balance and collapse.

The American government folded 1its hands, sat back and
smiled.- Thisﬂwas true prosperity. To forestall a successful

farm bloc the Agricultural Marketing Act wes pagsed in 1929.

‘A Federal Farm Board would lend a 1little money to cooperatlve




marketing assoclations, and the. baslc problems of tariffs
and the world}mdﬁket could be ignored. Thus the government
fpacified" the worst-hit class. All peoples were agsured
that there would be no more war. For in 1928 Uncle Sam
Joined with England, France, Germany, Ltaly, and Japan in
gigning the Kellog-Briand pact of peace.

g0 America was beautlful--to industrialists, to the
middle-class, and to most workers. True, a poem by Emma
Lazarus that offlclially welcomed immlgrants was only
recited on the fourth of July, for immigratlon laws had
recognlzed the dangers of capltalistic maturity. Still the
immigrants who were here could ascend the soclal scale from
an ungkilled worker to a gkilled., And the Amerlcan working
class with its high wages had ﬁever taken too seriously a
gsoclalist ideology. The immigrant lost his revolutionary
tinge, and the worker belleved hls son could join the middle-
clags, It was an age of optimism. God was in heaven, and

all wag right with America. And still...

This analysis has lald the groundwork for an examination
of the Jewlsh community in the mature American capitalism,
For that Jewish community-~its attitudes and social struc-
ture-~can be understood only in the light of the soclety

of which 1t was an orgenlc part.




II. THE AMERTICAN JEWISH COMMUNITY: 1924-1929: ‘REFLECTED
GLORY

An analysis of the soclal gtructure of the Jewlsh com-
munity that was hit by the depresslon 18 prerequisite to an
understanding of the Jewlsh reactions to the crash, What
were the general trends in the Jewish 1life of the period,
trends that developed out of the goclial forces of ‘the happy
twenties? |

It would be expected that the Jews should ghare in the
general prosperity, and, of course, They dide. Some indices
of this prosperity are the building boom 1in small cities and
the flourishing‘of schools supported by segments of the
Jewish cbmmunity.l The Yeshlva College was glving a Bachelor
of Arts degree in 1928. In 1922 the Jewlsh Tnstitute of
Religlon and the Hebrew Theological Seminary of Ghicégo were
founded. Even more symptomatié of prosperity was the rapid
rise of Jewish fraternities and snrorities,’and the Amerlcan
Jewish Cnmmittee wag urging the presidént of Brown University
to admit Jewlsh fraternal organizations. The Gommittee's
census in 1928 showed that there werek4,230,000 Jews in America,
2;948 congregations, 554 Sabbath schools, and 604 weekday
schools. This generallization about progperity will later
be modified by an analysis of what was happening to the dif-
ferent Jewlsh olasses. However, since all Amerlca except a
few workers and most farmers was "in the money" and since
there were very few Jewlsh (non—gentlemen) farmers and Jewish

workers were strongly unlonlzed—-11 18 understandable that




the Populist party--~that can never gain control, and these /
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the American Jewlsh community would bask in the reflected
gldry of the glowing twenties.

How were the Jews treated in a maturing capltallstlc
goclety? In a rapidly expanding capitalist soclety~-such
ag the United States from 1870-19li--there is relatively
1ittle anti-Semitlem gince there 1is relatively little

i & E‘ 2 . A4 e '
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frustration and an increasing amount of economic surplus
that can be shared by all. Furthermore the Jews are needed . ;5
ag laborers and middle-men in this period. Of course, there

are always sgome dissatiéfied elements~-in thils period notably ﬁ?}

&

groups will frequently resort to anti-Semitism in thelir ///
desperate efforts, But America did not have the complexi-

ties of an expanding France that expanded at the expense of

powerful Catholic, Royalist, and army groups. No such feudal
groups exilsted in America, groups that might be strong enough
to stir up prejudice to the degree of the Dreyfus Case which
wag perpetrated by these dying feudal elements in France.

But in 1914 the inner expansion of American soclety had

been completed. Still there was no obvious decline, and

prosperity was the dominant note. So in this meturation

period of prosperous American capitalism we see a gontinue-

tion of the era of good feeling very slightly tempered by

evidences of letent anti-Semltism. But these evldences

simply gave good will organizations something to talk aboube-
American Jewry was under Marshall Law, as Zangwill quipped, and
this was a Law of Brotherhood with all mankind.

In the S8pring of 1929, a scheduled Pagsion Play was
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cancelled in New York City. Then Louls Marehall took the
offensive and demanded that Christian groups cease proselyt-
1zing activities. That same spring the Supreme Court ordered
the jury commigsion of Bryan County, Georgia to cease dis-—
ecrimirnation against Jews. |

And yet, 1mmediatély after 1914 there were signs that ' 1
the Jews were no lbngef indispensable to the economy. The 1
klan attacKed the Jews along with Negroes and Catholics.
Tom Waﬁson played on the bigotry of frustratéd Southern
whites as he led the lynching of Leo Frank, But thls case
was written offrto i Yankee :Lm:er':f‘er-ence,"l and subsequent
evidences of anti-Semitism were summerlily and successfully
dealt with by influential American Jews. In September, 1928
a four year old girl dis&ppeafed in Magsena, New York, and
%he mayor ordered that the Jews be dquestioned as to thelr
ritual murder custom. The girl was found, Louls Marshall
received public apologles, and the Massena Affalr seemed To
prove that it could not happen here. The Council of Jewish
Women held a panel dlscussion on unemployment discrimination,
and. a charge of discrimination in medical schools was brought
up before the Asgociation of American Medical Colleges by
Dr,-Bchwitella. What happens in a democratlc land of op-
portunity when there is a limit to the number of opportuni-
tlea?®

But most indicative of the latent anti-Semitism and the
good feellng and the optimiem all in one package was the case
of repentant Henry Ford. In 1927 he accused--more correctly,

the Dearborn Independent,--accusged Aaron Sapirb of running
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agricultural cooperatives for his own profit. Sapiro's
famous suil against Ford brought forth a complete apology.
Thilig satisfied the Jewish community, and everybody was
happy. Especlally happy were the Happiness Boys who recorded
the following musical reaction of the Jéwish community:
Jake: I was sad and I was blue

But now I'm Juet as good as you

Since Henry Ford apologlzed to me

Igadore: That's why you threw away your little Chevrolet
and bought yourself a Ford coupee

Jake: I told the superintendent that the Dearborn Independent
' Doesn't have to hang up where it use to be...

Isadore: He's got an aviator for his new machine
Instead of Charlie Lindberg he's got Charles Lewlne

Jake: You've got e cold, now does it hoilt e

Tsadore: No, I don't suffer in De~troit

Together: Since Henry Ford épologized to mel

And so with a song and a bad pun the Jewlsh communlty
paésed off the superficial manifestations Qf'the latest
frustration in a maturing capitalism,

There was among Jews generally little concern with anti-
Semltism here. Two exceptions were the old mlddle-class of
German'background and (for a brief period) the heo~Orthodox
wealthy Jewe in New York City. Neo-Orthodoxy, as evidénced

2

In The Jewlsh Forum,” was very much concerned in 1929 wilth a

propoged Calendar Reform which would make imposslible Babbath
observance . Naturally vigorous were the protests of wealthy
ﬁeo«Orthodox Jews who had built their lives around acceptance
of American culture and observance of Orthodox tradition.

The old middle-~class of German background with its history
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of successful lntegration was naturally upset at the
slightest evidence of anti-Semitism. And yet thls group
was the most optimiegtic about Amefican goclety. On July

12, 1929, the Americen Hebrew's editor was certain that

"thelAmerican people is so sane that no such ginister move-
ment can long prevall or win other than benighted recrults.”
And on the surface there was no real cause for concern.

The Jewlsh community was.Amerlica-centered. There was
pome philanthropy on behalf of Jews in Easterh Europe, but
thelr problem wasg looked upon as pérennial and it seemed
certainiy no worse in 1928 than it had been 1n years past.
There was a famine in Besserabia, but then all Besserablansg
were affected and the liberal Peagant Party was 1in power.

In Februéry, 1929, the United Roumanlan Jews of America

ralged special funds for the Besgerablian Jews. Jewlsh farm
settlement in Russgla wasg alded by John D, Rockefeller and

ORT was sending duty-free tools and machines to Russlan Jews.
It was bémoaned that Yeveektsla, the Jewlsh section of the
Russian Communlgt Party, was trying to represg the Jewish
religlon, And a Polish minister named Filipowlecz sald that
pergecutlon of Jews in Poland was dve to the fact that middle-
men were being pushed out 1n a declining soclety. But this
was the extent of concern abroad Jjust before the crash, After
all, Eastern Europe had always been a sore spot, and some
remembered the really bad days of Kishineff.

This comparatively mlld mistreatment of Jews in Eastern
Europe was & glign of the times. It wasg something different

from the old feudal persecution. For after World War I a
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rising capltallst nationdlism was felt in Eastern Hurope
ovtside of Russia. And the "liberalt national;st parties
found that it was in the interest of nagcent capitalism %o
enlist the aid of all who had capltal-~especlally the
middle-men among whom were many Jews, 80 espentlal to the
smoo th wbrking of the system. However, two factors pre- o %
vented a completely tolerant goclety: The.old anti~Semitlc ' 3‘3
reudal elements were never completely pushed out. In ‘iﬁ
pdditlon, these embryonic nationalisms were barely stagger- ?“

ing along in a world full of big strong nations. As there

were crises in Hastern Hurope, the traditional gcapegoat
wes too convenlent to be ignored. ©S%t1ll, the Jews were
aided by "liberal parties!" whose nationalistlic programse

copled the Western world and spoke of tolerance,

Ags for the lack of obvious anti-Semitism in the capltalist

countries of Western Europe, the depriession of world capltelism

had not occurred and, although in decline, European capitalism

was making its big bid for survival as wag noted in the dis-
cussions of England and CGermany in Chepter I. It was only
when survivel called for totallitarianlem in Germany that
anti-Semitism was invoked as national poiicy,

Thus far three general trends in the American Jewlsh
community of the twenties have been obgerved: prosgperity,
just a tinge of anti-Semitism but generally an era of good
feeling with the Gentile world, and relatively slight con-

cern with anti-Semitism abroad. Within the internal life

of the community there were three additional trends that

characterized this period: a de-centralized Jewlsh com-
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munity, a spirit%of good feeling towards Jews 1ln other
groups, and a rise of Eastern BEuropean Jewry to wealth,
power, and prestige.

Horace Stern, author of the Stern Plan for Centraliza-

tion published in the American Jewlsh Year Book, 1933-4

gpoke of the Jews as one of the "most individualistic and
least organized peoples in the world," Writing of the
Wehronic leck of organization,' he stated:
«. W& find no basgic or comprehensive system whatever
in our communel organization; indeed we have no com=
munal organization., It i1s true that annuvally we lm-
provise in more or less hagty fashion a sgporadlc and
emotional campailgn for local philanthrople purposes,
but even in this matter...we have no really stable,
permenent mechanism for obtaining in systematic and
well-ordered fashion the cherity contributions which
should be regularly forthcoming...The religlous school
work of the commun%ty ig carried on in gtlll more
chaotic fashion...- '
Mr, Stern found the reason for this de-centralization 1n
"the game dif%erences thet exlst among the individuals and
the groups that make up other peoples, racesg, and nationg-——
the ordinary differences of education, wealth, and political
economic, and soclal viewpoints!" and he added the factor of
different immigrant backgrounds. However, in view of later
centralization that did take place under the same conditions
that Mr. Stern listed--perhaps there are other factors that
would explain why the community in the twenties was so much
less centralized themwesithecase in the thirties--when the
community was still composed of those same economlc and
national and immigrant groups.

The prosgperity of the twentles waes a de-centrallzing

Tactor. Progperity means for non-economic soclal organiza-
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tiong a great surplus of funds to support many different

organizations, Many different Jewlsh groups were striving

for expression and in this lush decade they could pay thelr

general secretaries and do thelr jobs. And yet in a world.

of standardization and centralized power, the advantages of

bigness and efficiency will gradually creep into communa.l

1ife., We see 1t in civic charities and even in the school %  ?

gygtem, DBut this soclal centralization 1s naturally pre-

ceded by the pattern in the economic sphere.,. It first
pays off for businessmen and is then translated into all

activity. ©So while the proéperity produced no immediate

need for, centralization of the Jewish community, the seeds

of centrallization were there as the whole world was headed

in that direction. And kehillot were formed in Los Angeles
and Philadelphia. |

A further factor impeding centralization of the community
was the small amount of anti-Semitiem in the world at this
time. What 1s often forgotten in eurrent dlscusslons of
Jewish communal life 1s that its degree of centralization

ls affected not Just by the progress of centrallzation in

general goclety (although this influence ie hailed as allw-

powerful by those in favor of a sbrong community). But just

ag lmportant i1s the strength of the feeling of loyalty to a

-8ecular Jewligh community that is induced by rejection from
the outside world. And in the twenties, few Jews felt re-
Jeoted,

The difference in kinds of centralizatiohs induced by

these two influences might be understood by lmagining a
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highly esntralized economy in which the Jews are well-
treated. There would still be the centralization wlthin
the Jewish class organizafions——suoh as, the Union of
Americén,Hebrew Gongregations; But the kehilla ldea that
would bring together the Jewlsh classes into an .orgenic com
munlty would make very little progress. So from now on,
when one blithel& speaks of "centralization," he mﬁst keep
in mind: 1g this centralization of exlsting organizatione
representing specific soclal groups or 1s this centralize-
tion of the community as a whole~-the organic community

1dea of the kehilla, An analysis of these two types of
éentra}ization will be found on'pages 114127, A%t any rate,
in thé twentles nelther brand of centralization was current.
Why? Becauée of the general prosgperity (which hindered
“class;centralization") and the lack of much anti~Semlitism
(which hindered organic centralization). But the seeds were.
there, - Why? Because of the centralized acoﬁomy‘and the
latent anti-Semitism welting for the crisis.

A second trend 1n the internal community was the general
good feeling of Jews towards Jews. Evidence of this good
Teeling 1s found in periodicals that represent the various
classes of American Jewry.

- The B'nal Blrith Magazine warmly praised the American

Jewish Congress when that body protested the anti-Semitism

in Russia,. The Congress spoke the "opinlon of American Jewry
with an authentic and confident voicel" Later will be noted

8 different attitude that the B'nei B'rith leaderashlp (Upper

mlddle-class Germen-background) had towards the predominanhtly
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Eagtern-fEuropean rising middle-class Congress when that

body attempted to voice the "opinion of American Jewry

with an authentic and confident vo:’l.ce‘."LP The participation

of Zionists and non-Zionists on the Jewish Agency was hailled
as work for the furtherance of the Jewish spirit.5 The editor
did wonder what would happen should the Zionists go arfter |
political ends, but certainly the tone of the Magazine was
free from tension, Henriette Szold was mourned as the most

"gaintly Jewess in America' and B'rith Abraham (formed by

German Jews but composed largely of Easgtern Europeans who

couldn't reach the B'nai B'rith level) was given warm

felicltatlions for its actions in support of the Americen
6 1

Jewish Congress. he Amerlican Hebrew--whose vlews and

supporters ~parallel thoge of the B'nai B'rith leadership--

went into ecstacy over the rapprochement on the Jewlsh Agency:
"The coming of the non-Zionists to Zurich was like the coming

of & fresh breath of spring."7 There were of course dig-

agreements—~~the American Hebrew opposed an American Sanhedrin
ag propoged by the United Synagogues--but the preponderance
of print was very kind.

The friendly feelings in the New Palestine would

naturally revolve around the new policy of the Jewish Agency.
It quoted Louis Marshall as saying that the upbuilding of
Palestine is the task of every Jew "whose heart beats in
unison with Israel."8 Felix Warburg blasted the rabid anti-
Zlonists with ﬁheir 120 percent Americanism.9 Dr. Julian
Morgenstern was quoted as sayinglthat today's most presging

10

broblem is unity in Israel, The Central Gonference of
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Amerlcan Rabbis and the Zionist Organization of Americe .
gxchanged cordial greetings,ll Congratulations to Cyrus
Adler on his new Job as president of the American Jewish
Committee and rejoiéing that Felix Warburg had Palestine
"in hie bones"--theese sentiments did overshadow occasional

arguments with the Amerilcan Hebrew regarding ite attitude

towards anti-Semitiem,

The embryonic Reoonatructionist movement- naturally
poured forth the spirit of friendship. After all, its
whole philosophy was aimed at unifing 8ll Jews. They had
to be friendly. The BAJ Review. hailed the establishment of

a Bhanghal Blnal B'rith as an admirable sign of the "catholic
12

spread! othhat organlizatlon which unites so many Jews,.
The SAJ ideological call is that Reconstructlonism ls not a
fourth denomination--~but an all-embracing philosophy of
Jewish 1life.

The Jewish Forum--representing reo-Orthodoxy--hailed

the rappygghement on the Jewish Agenay and the vigorous_
resolutions made by the American Jewlsh Congress offering
harmony with the American Jewish Committee.13 The outstande
ing Jew of the month of June (1929) was David A. Brown, pub-

lisher of the American Hebrew and leader of the United Jewish

Campaign,
The principal deviation from the spirlt of harmony was
found in the Zionist Labor group--its publication in the

late twenties, The Vanguard. It blamed the American Jewlgh

Congress for lacking constent contact with its members and

fo? not being democratic-~gince i1ts money only comes from a
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few people. From this quarter was heard a warning volice
to wateh out for the non-Zlionigts on the Agency. The
Vanguard feared that the bourgeois, non-Zionists will want
to set up several Jéwish’landholdersvin Palestine. The

Z0A was condemned for condoning British anti-labor inter-
ference 1in the Tel Aviv government and the proxy voting in
the Zionist organization was considered nonsdemocratic.

The whole movement should bear the expenses of the delegates
in the elections, 8o wealth will not have an advantage. o
a still, small, volce of anger in an era of good feeling.

In a period of progperity, of plenty for al;, a great
amount of harmonious feellng would be expected. There were
no momentous issues that challenged the interesits of the-
different Jewish groups. There was enough surplug~—of money
and pregtige--so that many organizations could be satisfied.
The capit&listic leaders of the Jewish community rejolced
together in their prosperi£y~~3ust as bishop, knight, and duke
once rejoiced when the feudal era was at 1ts height. PFurther
1llustration could be found in the balmy days of Sura and
Pumbeditha for examples...but that would be too digressive.

Just'Why the harmony should cenfervaround the affalrs
of Palestline 1s a matter that must wait until the chapter -
on Zionism. It would appear that there were some definiteX
reasons for the return to the movement of Brandels and the
flne actions of such wealthy investors as Marshall and\
Warburg,

With this view of the reason for harmony, we need not

be too surpriged that a socialist labor group The Vanguard
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did not share in the good feeling. Regarding tha‘general
soclety, this group was not sharing fully.the progperity

of maturing capltalism. They evidently were soclalists
because they felt the sting of a contracting system. In-
deed they did warn in Januvary, 1929 of the Wall Street pools.
Perhaps some of these workers xnew at first hand the techno-
logical unemployment that was in evidence in the slump of
December, 1928. Not only héd they the frustration of not
sharing the fruilts of a maturing capiltalism. But also the
Jewish communal orgaﬁization, bullt along the lines of this
capltaliet soclety, seemed to be overpowering thelr sociallst
brethren with wealth and oligarchy. And so, they complained
about the only organizations they could Jjoin to identify
themgelves with the larger Jewlsh communifty--the American
Jewlsh Congress and the Zlonlst Organization of America.

But this harsh volce of dissidents should not obscure
the fact that for the American Jewlsh community of the twentles
the general note was one of harmony. Senator Cohen and Louis
Lipsky, Mordecai Kaplan and Isaac Rosengarten recognized the
esgentlal brotherhood of Jews,

The final trend to be dlscussed in this plcture of the
Jewish community of the twentles is the rise of Lastern
Eurbpean Jewry to wealth, power, and prestige. Thls rise 1is

well documented in Raebbi Alvin Roth's Origins of the American

Jewish Gongress; The German immlgrants of the 19th century

rode in on the riging crest of Amerlican capitalism. Their
wealth laild the basis for theilr children's wealth and soclal

pPosition and control of the Jewish communlty. The Hastern
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Furopean lmmigrants, erriving from 1890 to 1914 did not

at first challenge this control. They were objeets of
philanthropy. But as they became lntegrated into the
American scene and found their economlc place in the sun,
they began to organize. They had the practical advantage of
numbers and the moral cry of democracy as they ralliled behind
the American Jewish Congress. The wealthler of this Eastern
European group controlled the Congress, composed of the
middle~class Eastern Furopeans and some workers. The
Eastern Europeans who had to stay in the proletariat founded
thelr own unions and sec rose in'the soclal scale., Others
left the laboring clages and ran grocery stores or put on
white ooilarse This sketchy account is simply & prelude to
the analysis of the social structure of the Jewish community
that wes effected by the depreseion. But as the different
soclal ciasses of Jews are dlscussed, 1t éﬂ&il be kept 1in
~m1nd tha% the division is not only economic but also socilal
(L.e., to what degree integrated and from what part of
Europe). Furthermore, it is a dynamic community--with the
Fagtern Buropean group gelning more power as 1t takes ad-
vantage of the progperity of the twentles. The primary
stabilizing influence was the limitation of immigration...
from July, 1927, 150,000 per year was the total immigration
allowed in the Unilted S8tates. And so, with this reminder of
the maturation of capitalism in Americe, it i1s now possible
to turn to a soclial analysis of the Jewlsh community that
went through the depression.

The analysis of the social structure shall indicate the
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.class composition of each group, the secular organizatlons
representing i1t, the periodicals published and read by its
members, and the attitudes of the group towards Judaism,
Zioniém, and America's prospects in the year 1929.

The most integrated group was the old middle-clags
merchant of German background whose parents or grandparents
came to this country in the nineteenth century. Of course,
| the term merchant 18 only conveniently characteristic., There
were bankers and real estate men, and, of course, the pro-
fessiong (lawyers, doctors), writers, and "“poor relatives'
that are attached to every soclal class. 1.

This group was led by the American Jewish Committes : ‘ﬂ
throughout the thirtlies. Louls Marsghall wag president of |
the Committee until he dled in 1929, Marshall was by pro-
fegsion a lawyer of congtltutional and corporation law with
the firm’duggenheimer, Untermeyer, and Marshall, and a member iﬂﬁﬁ
of Congregation Lmanu-el in New York. He was succeeded by
Cyrus Adler, born in Van Buren, Arkensas but affiliated with
the aristocfatio Sephardic congregetion, Mikveh lsrael, and a

leader in the Conservative mowement...president of Dropsie

College, he had taught Semltic languages at Johns Hopkins.

Vice-president at this time was Juliuvs Rosenwald, the mer-

chant-philanthroplst, born in Springfield, Illinois. He roge
ffom the Rosenwald and Well Manufacturing Gompaﬁy to the head
0f 8Bears and Roebuck. His religious affiliation, Temple
Sinal of Chicago...the Classical Reform group on the south
8lde. On the executive committee in 1928 was Leo Brown--

Prominent in the fields of real estate, insurance, and Lam--
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who practiced in Mobile, Alabama. There was Cyrus SBulzberger,
the Philadelphis merchant and president of Erlanger, Blumgart,
andeféompanys An active Republlcan, he wag an anti-Tammany
candidate and reciplent of appointment by Charles Evans
Hughes. There was Max Kohler, son of the theologlan of
Clasgical Reform Judalem, and a Detrolt lawyer and writer.
There was Abram Elkus, a lawyer who represented the Merchants
Asgociation and the American Assoclation of Woolen and Worsted
Manufacturers. He was appointed ambassador to Turkey by
Woodrow Wilson. Fill out the list with euch namee as Becker,
Fuld, Lehman, Rosenaus, Stern, Strauss, and Ullman. Out of ?wg
twenty on the executive commlttee there was only one ob~ ﬂ?ﬂiT
viously non~German: A, C. Ratshesky, & Republican State

Committeeman from Boston and president of the United States

Trust Co. and the Armstrong Co.
It will be recalled that the Eastern European Jews
were steadily growing in wealth and lmportance--go through-

out the thirties—~-even in the American Jewlsh Committeew-

they gained positions in the older organizations, By 1940
Fred and Leo Butzel and Leo Finkelstein were on the Com-

mittee,

While the American Jewlsh Committee represents the

leaderghip of the old middle-class, its views and interests

do not always coincide with the views and interests of the

rank-and-file of that class. This is a frequent phenomenon:

there 1s often a gap between the leaders of the class and

1ts memberg, since the leaders have interests granted them

Py their high position and withheld from the rank-and-file
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of the class., The gréater wealth and large lnvestments of
the leaders of this group 1n_Germany and elgewhere abroad
and thelr close connection with the financial interests be-
hind the United States goVernment would naturally at tlmes
affect thelr attitudes towards important problems. The
result would then be a difference of opinion between these
leacders and the rank-and-file of the old middle-elass. Buch
differences wlll be seen when the problems of the boycott
agalnsgt Hitler and the attitude towards Zionism are discussed.
Thls same CGerman-background old middle-class also
dominated the leadershlp of the B'nai B'rith., Its president,
Hon. Alfred M., Cohen, was a lawyer specializing in corporea-
tlon and commercial cases, and was president of the People's

Bank and Savings Companies. Here too was Sephardic back-

groundeith Luclus L. Solomons of Han Francisco an editor
and public speaker, and son of Cershom Selxas., Another
official?was New Orleans philanthropist, Archiba}d Marx.
Since the B'nai B'rith organization extended throughout the
country and was not confined as was the American Jewish

Committee to individuals elected "from above! from cities

throughout the country plus Clasgs B delegates from national
Jewigh organizations plus a few members at large--since the
B'nal B'rith was much more of a "mass" organization (rep-

resenting the best integrated of the middle-class in every

community), there were many local organizations that were
controlled by the rising Lastern European new middle-class.
This would be only natural in a communlty where there are

Very few German merchants and where those of Eastern European
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backeground were rapldly rising to civic prominence. During
the thirties this trend took-the form of revolt in the ranks,
as individual chapters such as the order in Los Angeles
would complain about the policies of the leadership. By
1937 the changed gocial complexion of the orders was felt

in the leadership--as Henry Monsky, an Omaha lawyer became
president and Sidney Kusworm, also of HEastern European back-
ground, was made treasurer.

However, the Anti-Defamatlon League the purpose of
which was "to eliminate defamation of Jews and to counter-
acf un-American and anti-democratic propaganda' remained
under the control of Sigmund Livingston, born ln Glessen
- Germany; and the National Director in 1940 was Richard
Gutetadt, & member of Temple 9inail of Chlcago.

.Thus far it hag been shown that the American Jewlsh
Committee and until 1937 the B'nal B'rith leadership rep-
resented the integrated German old middle-clasg. What
periodicals expressed the views of thls clasg? The éggg;ggg

Jewigh Year Book published by the American Jewish Committee,

bears the imprint of that Committee and its class-although
1t is necesgsary to read between the lines, since this 1s

primarily an informetional periodical. The B'nal B'rith

Magazine published by the Grand Lodge in Chicago is the
organ for B'nal B'rith leadership. The volce of the

rlsing Bagtern European groups ls heard in the B'nal B'rith

Eéﬁﬁenggg of Los Angeles. The ADL Review begins in 1939

and so ig a 1ittle late for the purpose of this study.
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But the periodical giving the fullest account of the

view® of thls group is the American Hebrew. The paper

clearly represents a Y"eclase" point of view. Hegarding the
important issues of the thirties, the Hebrew pralees the

gtand of the Committee and the B'nal B'rith and condemnsg

their opponents. Its approach to anti-Semltism parallels

that of the Anti-Defamation League. It is'qbviously addresged to
the well-integrated old middle-cless as there isg frequent

concern with discrimination in exclusive gentile soclal sets

and a series entitled, "Intimate Glimpses of the Country
Ciubs."15 As its editorial views are discussed 1t will be

geen how those attlitudes are influenced by 1ite clags pogltion.
Further evidence of a clags point-of-view 18 the more~than- H
coincldental 1dentity-of editorial opinion of all thg afore~ ﬁq;ﬁfﬁ

mentioned periodlcals together with The American Israelite,

The Jewish Women, and The Council of Jewigh Women Newsgletter-— %;?wﬂ”

also periodicals directed to the integrated old middle-class

of German-background. Kvidences of this ldentlty of attitude

will be given when the various problems that confronted the
Jewg in the perlod are discusged. For example, the attltudes
towards mass demongtrationy and the World Jewish Congress were
80 gimllar in these periodicals of the sane sociél group that
there must have been some reasgon other than a colncldence of
subjectiVG‘reasonings. And that reason 1¢ now perfectly clear:

the identity of clags background, neede, and interests!

It may be objected that Isaac Landman, editor of the Hebrew,
was born in Russia and that Louls Rittenberg who replaced

Landman in 1937 is a Hungarian who wrote a preface to Molnar's
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vplays, The preface has dealt wlth the cases of certaln

[

7

1nd1vidualé who for personal reasons become aligned with
certain clags interests. In addltion, it must be stressed
that the "publicity men" for the eclass viewpoint are not
necessarily from that eclass. That is, the Journallstic
middle-men who are supported by a class and whose welfare
1g determined by the continued merket of that class very

freguently do not spriﬁg from the class itself. Without

infering value Jjudgments through the comparison, 1t ls known
thet Gerald L. K. Smith in America and the brilliant French
Journslist Edouvard Drumont were not members of the classes
thet supported them in their anti-Semitic tirades. Of | R
nore significanee 18 the publigher of the Hebrew, David Brown,
chairmen of the Broadway National Bank and Trust Co., & banker
and financier., |

Briefly‘and without analysis of how the attltudes may
he deri%ed from the'class position, what were the views of
this clags towards Judaism, Zioniem,and Americe of 1929%
As we noted, the majofity were assocliated with classical
Reform congregations such ag Rabbli Jacob Mann's Temple Sinal
of Chicago., A very few were prominent leaders in the Con-
servative moﬁement. This group composed the "non-Zionist"

camp and in Januery, 1929, the Americen Hebrew defined a

"non-Zionigt" as:a person opposed to natlonallsm butb

interested in the cultural and economic rehabilitation of

Palestine. The Hebrew looked forward with optimism to 1929

becauge of "two. momentous occurences' of 1928: the "pacl of

glory" between Zionists and non-Zionists and the functioning
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of the Hebrew's Permanent Commission on Better Understanding. =

The B'nal Blrith Magazine stated that after slxty years of

16

advance, the Jew now had equal rights. Benator Cohen was

almost megsianic in 1929: ‘'“Mankind enters a new year more

s

lovely than in all the years of his long sojourn on eaaanr-th.]"'z

But then, this attitude would be expected from a group of
integratéd Americen Jews, reaping the fruits of the prog-
perlty.of the twenties. It seemed to them as though their
whole philosophy: of integration wag paylng off,

The rising REastern Huropean middle-clasg was pressing
for national recognltion in 1914. At this time-«according.

to Rabbi Alvin Rothlaumthe ghtadlanut of the American Jewish

Commlttee wag at a relatively low ebb, since there was a
Democratlec adminlstration in Washington and the Committee

wa.s aecustomﬂto dealing with the Republlcan party. The

new middle-~clags weas more closely'aasociated with the
Democratg."But the most powerful force behind the'rise'of the
new middle-class at thls moment was the need.for the American
Zionlst Organization to heave a powerful organization through

which 1t could speak: Wrote Louis Lipsky:

The American Jewish Committee claimed hegemony in
American Jewish 1life. That leadership might be
challenged by the B'nal B'rith or the Union of
American Hebrew Congregations. All three bodies
could be relied upon.not to he friendly to the
Zionlst cause, We therefore thought 1t to be of
the utmost importance to bring into existence a
new American representative body, all' inclusive
1f possible, democratically elected, in-order to
engure: _ '
1) the creation of an authentic personality
to gpeak for American Jewry,
2) to mold that body into a likeness satisg-
factory to Zionist hopes
3) to have a forum towards which our propaganda
might be directed.
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To that end after some hesitation we became pafties

to the organization of the American Jewlsh Congress.

And thus we were plunged into the most interestling

strqgglelémerican Z}onism went through in all its

history.

The reagon for this great need of the Zloniat organiﬁa—
tion wasg probably that World War I had deadened the ef-
fectlveness of Européan Zionlism with 1ts center in Berlin,
Therefore, Shmarya Levin, Buropean Zionism's emlsgsary in
America, enlisted the aid of Louis Lipsky and Louis Brandeis.
This group respondé& eagerly to the call for the Congress,
which was lssued on Aﬁgust 30, 1914 by Bernard Richards,
Menahem Syrkin, and Baruch Zuckerman. The Provisional
Committee for General Zlionist Affeirs invited the Americaﬁ
Jewlsh Committee to cooperate. The AJC, probably seelng
the inevitablility of the Congress, Joilned on the provision
thet this was a temporary Congress, and in 1916 the Gongreés
adopted 1ts mlld Philadelphia platform: 1t would operate
for “"defence' functions exclusively; 1t was a temporary
organlzation; 1t was not a spokesman for all Jewish life.
Thisg grpup adjourned in 1920, and in 1922 a new American
Jewleh Congress that would be a democratic representative
body fof all American Jews to deal with all Jewlish matters
wag organlzed. And so, thls CongreSS of 1922 was baged on
the desire of the new middle-class to have a more important
Volce in American Jewish affairs. The most powerful ideo-
logical weapon used in the struggle for power wag Zionlsm:
the Zionisgt organization needed a spokesman., And the moral

cloak for the gtruggle wag the cry of democracy,

The Congrese election in 1922 clearly shows the class
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composition., Delegates to the Congress were chosen on the
local level and also on ﬁhe organizational level. There
were thirty-rive delegates from the Zionist Organizatlon of
America, B'rith Shalom, the Jewlsh Progressive Order, and
Bl'rith Abraham., There were twenty-seven delegates from
fifteen other organizations including the United Roumanian

Jews and the Federation of Hungarian Jews.zo

This division
hag-glgnlflcance when it is considered that the representa-

" tives of the dominant organizations were the wealthlest of

the Eastern Huropean mlddle-clasgs ahd that these organlza-
tions themselves represented the best 1ntegrated of the
Bastern Buropean middle~-class. For example, there was
délegate Scicmon Kraus of B'rith Shalom, born in Philadelphia,
vice-presldent of the Congress and well established in the
Buil&iﬁg and Loan business. Aaron Levy of B'rith Abraham

wag a New York born lawyer and Jjudge.

dn ﬁhe other hand, the delegates of the minority organlza-—
tions in the Senate were less lntegrated and not as well |
established in the middle-clagss. Samuel Buchler, president
of the ngeration of Hungarian Jews, was & rabbl born in
Budepest. Actually, the great majority of all delegates were
foreign born, but the wealthier and best integrated seemed to
°0nﬁrol‘the Congress.

There was no attempt at a democratic election from 1922
through 1938, By 1928 the leadershlp group was well con-
solidated ahd throughout its whole history the same names
are found: Stephen Wise born in Budapést was president and

1ts gulding spirit. He was repleced from 1929 to 1935 by
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Bernard Deutsch, Baltimore lawyer. There was no competition

in the election. The suggestion of the nominating committee
wag accepted "unanimously" from the flooro21 Vice~president
wes GQustave Hartman, born in Hungary, a Judge. Other vice-
presidents were Dr. A. J. Rongy; Mrs. Archibald Silverman;
lawyer Max Steuer; journallst and outstanding Zionist, Louls
Lipsky; 1awyer Carl Sherman; and fur-merchant George Fox was
treasurer. Bernard Richards, journalist, was executive
secretary,22 This leadership was middle-class, not'quite

so wealthy o8 that of the American Jewlsh Committee. The
wealth that lay behind the Congress was being made by mer-
chants and traders in iiquor, Jewelry, and scrap lron. The

important faoct 1s that the money was being made--and the

wealthy backers had not accumulated enough to retire snd
serveé on the Congress ag had the German.baokground upper-
middle-class—~witness such retired philanthroplsts as
Julius‘Rosenwald and Archibald Marx'who served on the American
Jewish Committee. And so the pald professionals of the class
took over its leadership!

A more detalled comparison of economic roles of the old
and new middle-classes wlll be laﬁer presented¢23

Further evidences of the rule by a section of the hetero-
geneous new middle-clasg are the complalnts of thogse on the
lower levels and the procedures in the electlon of 1938,
Jacob Minkin, a Polish rabbl with a masters degree from
Columbia and a spokesman for the New York neo-Orthodox group,

8tated that the Congress wag "concelved as a democratic alle

Jewry organization...lt was vitlated from 1ts very inception
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by the fact that it was primarily the personal movement of
one man, Who though & leader of great power and abillity,
hag never succeeded in making the volce of the Amerilcan
Jewlsh Congress the volce of a united Israel."24 The mén
referred to L Stephen Wise. The Congress in its effort
to unite American Jewry had some success with its appeal %to
1abor. The strongly Zionist Jewish National Workere Alliance
did join, as did Poale Zion (which overlaps the Workers
Alliance). But this participation was with reluetances

The American Jewish Congfass should be reorganized

on a broad, democratic basis, so that the Jewish

masses in America-—-labor and folk organizations--

may participate in its affalrg.?
Protesting that a non-democratic Congress cannot be a spokes-

man for Amerilcan Jewry, the Alliance in hopes for eventual

democracy did join the Congress.

el
Further evidence of oligarchy are the charges levelled o

against. the. ZOA with its twelve delegates in the Congrees! ;VHE

Senate. The ZOA itself is not democratic acecording to the .
Eﬂgguard.,,as gtated above.26 If this be true, then the

organizational delegates would not repfesent their orgasnizea-

tionel  And in the local electlons of 1938, there was, if ]
&ﬁything, a decrease in the "democratic base" of the Congress; I
In 1918 with a Jewish population of three and one half million,
355,000 votes were cast in Congress elections. In 1938 with

& 20 percent increase in population (four and one half million) & §

“there were only 351,000 votes cast in the election-~&a decrease

in the democratic base,27’ ‘J
Degplte claims of democratilc representatlon, the facts vgy

are that under 8 percent of the American Jewlsh community par-— Ll
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ticipated in the elections of 1938, that the Congress
represents the upper eschelon of the rising Eastern European
new middle-class, and that the group leadership ls composed
of the. most successful of that class which is striving for
leadership in the American Jewlsh community;

What periodicals represent the views of this group?

Obvicusly the organs of the Congress itgelf-~The American

Jewish Congress Index, The American Jewish Congregs Courler,

and The Coneress Bulletin. The officials of the Zionist

Organization of America are also offidials of the Congress,

So, the ZOA's official publication, New Palestine also

contains the point-of-view of this group. Stephen Wise--

the splrit of the Congress--and his son James Watermen Wise
began publishing Opinion in December, 1931. This became a
mouthpiece for Wise and intellectuals of his group, such as
Luawlg Lewisohn and Maurice Samuel. Mordecai Kaplan--with

the close of his SAJ Review--was on the board and wrote

regularly expounding his philosophy which found most gympathy
(excepting in the cless from which 1t grew) in the Wise camp.
Opinion algo wag an open forum for meny divergent viewpoints.

The Binai B'rith Mesgenger—-as has been noted--represented

Tthls riging class which had taken ovér the B'nai B'rith in
Los Angeles, Any of the periodicals of the dominant organiza-
tions in the "Senate'-—guch as the Birith Abraham Beacon--will
give the same point of view. An interesting periodical was

The Jewigh Spectator--published by The School of the Jewish

.Woman in November, 1936, It would appear that it was directed

to young New York Jews who were Just becomlng accomodated to
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this country. Bernard Richards and Ludwig Lewisgohn fre-
quently wrote for the magazine and told ite readefs what
a wonderful land was America and how great were the New
Deal principles. Perhaps here was & consclous (or not)
weaning of young immlgrants away from Luropean radicallsm
and. into the respectable American liberal camp.

| What was this group's attituvde towards Judalsm, Zionlsem,
gnd America of 1929% The rank-and~file of the group was
Orthodox: the rabbinic leadership of the Federation of
Polieh and Hungarian Jewg point to this fact, But higher 1in
the scale of lea&eréhip, more and more Conservative and even
Reform Jews are found. The bulk of the Congress leadership 1is
Conservative, followers of fellow Congress-lte Solomon Goldman
and ZOA leader Israel Goldstein. The Reform leadership--—
Stephen Wise and the Reform Zioniste—-was not of the Claseglcal
Reform'variety that represented the old middle~-class. These
wegé heo-Reformers who were constantly galning strength wlth
the rise of the Eastern European middle~class. The 6nly
prominent member from the German group was Nathan Straus who
for whatever personal reasons at the beginning of the Congress
movement lent his name and the dignity of Macy's to the move-
ment, and, as a figure-head, gave more 'respectabllity" to
the new Congress. Thie class, as mentioned, was strong be-
hind the Z0A, the general Zionist organizatlion. However
Mizrachi and Labor Zionism are repregsented--although they
have an insignificant share in Congress leadsership. Regard-
ing America of 1929, there was a tempered optimiem. The group

looked forward to a "milestone of Zionist development,"28 but
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recent experiences in Eastern BEurope and the (resulting)
Zionlast 1ldeology precluded an exﬁreme optimiem that sald
the messilah was Just around the corner--—even in the pros-

perous twentles,

A local but important class in the American Jewlsh scene
is located in New York City: wealthy manufacturers of conw
sumerggoods, financlers, and real estate men--Eagtern
Europeansg of recent immigrant origins. This class isg not
organlzed in a "defence" organization as are the old and new
middle-~class. Its members do belong rather reluctantly to
the Congress, But this group~-with its professional children
and 1ts rabbinic, legal, and medical appendages-—-~does stand

behind The Jewlish Forum--a monthly mageazine with a board of

directors and an advisory councll and a discussion society.,
Who are the members of the advisory council of The Forum? In
September, 1932 (pp. 276-7) & 1ist of the council was published
and various Who'!s Who's rendered the following information:

| Mr., David Podell was born in Ruséia, a léwyer who was
counsel for the National Food Brokers Assoéiation, trustee

of the Eduéational Alliance, member of the Bankers Club and
the Trade énd Commerce Bar Assoclation. Mr, Clarence Y.
Palitz was born in Lithuania--he was a financier, wag presi-
dent of the Credit Alliance Corporation and chalrman of the
Americap Forelgn Gorporation. Maurice Davidson was New York

born, a lawyer and member of Property Owners Agsociation,

H. 1, Wachtel, born in Cracow, was a doctor.
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In 1936, J. L. Markel, born in Russia, wasg treasurer of

the Forum. He also organized and was president of the

‘Merchants Bank of New York. Loule Gold, with The Forum in

1936, was a real estate man,29 FrequentAliterary contribu~
tiong Were received from Marcus Schloimovitz--a manufacturer
from Manchester, England.

The advertisements of the magazine provide further evi-
dence of clags alignment. Shapiro's is the "most exclusive
Kosher hotel in Atlantic City." However, The Lorraine Hotel
cleims to be the newest Kosher hotel in Atlantlc City and
clagges itself as "The Jewish House Beautiful'--%all carpets
factory fresh.' Congratulations were offered to Mras. Leah
Pearlstein of 645 West End Avenue on the marriage of her
daughter, Dorothy.

And so 1t i1s evident that here 1s a group of wealthy
Jews who were born in Eastern Europe and who rapidly made
money in manufacturing, real estate, and bankihg. Howéver,
these were small banking interests—-notassoclated with the
larger houses. Thls class with i1ts professional appéndages
are not leaders of the American Jewleh Congress or in the

General Zionist Orgenization. They are "neo-Orthodox." Thelir

‘religious spokesmen are Leopold Jung and Bernard Drachmen.

While they‘ﬁphold Orthodox practice they favor absorption
of American‘culture. Their Zioniem 1s of the Mizrachi brand,
and they speak fondly of HaPoel HaMizrachi-for reasons that

bear investigeting. Isaac Rosengarten, editor of the Forum,

18 an ardent Mizrachl Zionist. While the predominant policy

of this group favored Mizrachi, there was an occasional non-
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Zionist voide. And Betty F. Goldstein, pregident of the
Woman's Branch of the Unilon of Orthodox Jewlsh Congregationa
of America (Jung and Drachmen's group), stated in a 1937
Forum: "I do not believe in political Zlonlsm and am there-
fore opposed to the establishment of a Jewish state."BO There
wag a fear of smugness as the members were very much worried |
abput the proposed calendar reform that would make Sabbath
observance difficuvlt. But decisive views on the prospects

for American soclety at thie time were not avallable.

A periodical that expressed approximately the same views

as the Forum was The Jewish Qutlook, the official organ of

the Mizrechi party. This group is naturally English-spesking o
and favors some form of integration. In contrast to this
grovp which mlght be called American-Orthodox there 1ls the
European-Orthodox group~--Yiddish~gpeaking and composed of
petty-bourgeoisie and laborers. This group had no spokesman f@,
in the Anglo-Jdewlsh presgs, so knowledge about i1t in thise | ’ !
study 1s derived through inference from The Forum. The | ;i g

European~0rﬁhodox group 1s opposed to neo-Orthodoxy aﬁd
ls opposed to the Kashrut reforms proposed by the Forum

group. It would seem that perhaps the poorer rabbis of the

European group need the income the.t a centralization and
hon-profit kashrut progrem would eliminate. Furthermore, any
centraldization program would rob these rabblis of the control
they néed to exerciese in local éreas, However, since first-
hand information is lacking this clase will not be analyzed
in this study,
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on a gtrong Jewish community or with a social background of ﬂ

‘and more influential as the thirties progresgsed wag a group
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There 1s & class that might be called "Jewish pro-
fessionala.' It includes all workers and directors of Jewish
sociél welfare organizations, As in every so-called "classg,”
there are differences in outlook between the leaders of the
clasgs and the workers. And in this clags 1t 1s necessary

to digtinguish between the more integrated and the immlgrent
groups., These distinctions are vital to an understanding of
the ideologies and attitudes of the "professionals,"

There are four categories within this heterogeneous

clasg. There is the worker or d;rector successful in the
generallAmerican scene~~elther through social work or through
an academic position in e ranking univergity. Such a men

was Harry Lurie who wag with the Illinols State Public Welfare ;
Commiseion and who taught at the universlties of Chicago,
Callifornia, and Michigan. Then there are rank-and-flle workers, ?1
well~integrated, often of German background. Such a person

wag Charles Schottland, born in Chicago and a member of Zeta

Beta Tau fraternity. These two groups, elther not dependent

integration, formed the core of what we will eall the
universalist school among Jewlsh soclal workers: there is

very little that makes Jewish social work "Jewish.! There

18 no need for an "organic community." These groups would
lean towards Reform Judalsm (if any) and towards non-Zionism,

The third category of social workers which became more

Of executive directors and federation heads: men like 'i:;”

Samuel ¢, Kohs, executive director of the Federation of fw“
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Jewish Charities; Samuel Dinin, principal of the Bureau of
Jewish Eduecation; Israel Solomon Chipkin, eduveational
director of the Jewish Educetional Alliance, and on the
board of the National Council for Jewlsh Education; Ilsasac
Rubinow, director of the Conference on Jewish Social Wel-
fare; Abraham Duker, research librarian for the graduate
school for Jewish Soclal Work. To this group of men whose
existence was bound up with a strong organic Jewisgh community,
there must be added the fouvrth category: the nameless
numbers of workers who were first generation or lmmlgrant
Eastern Europeans...the rank-and-file that are found working
in every Jewish social agency. These two formed the core
of the Reconstructionlst movement in Judaism.,..the leaders
of that movement already have been recognized from the names
of many of the directors listed in this paragraph; some of the
followers of the movement we can find among the immligrant or
first generation Eastern-Kuropean to whom the group appeals.
The inferences thus far made, of course, wlll recelve more
exact treatment,

The magazines that represent the last two categories and
that indeed are written largely by the leaders of Jewlsh

soclal service organlzations-~these are the SAJ Review--

of the SBociety for the Advancement of Judaism~--and the

Recongtructionist. Chipkin, Dinin, Duker, and Kohs all

served ag agsociate editors on the Reconstructionist. And

the SAJ Review was an early venture of the Reconstructionist

Phllosophy in 1928-9,

For the diverse views of all participants in the Jewlsh
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gocial welfare field there are the accounts of the annual
meetings of the National Conference of Jewlsh Boclal Welfare.
This is the blg meeting of whet in the mld-thirties was
Harry Glucksmen's Jewlsh Social Welfare organizations, the
National Association of Jewish Center Workers (A; Bloom),
and the National Council for Jewish Education (J.8. Golub).
Thege include family service agencles, hospitals, homes

for the aged, welfare funds, big‘brother leagues, and orphan

homes . Also'representlng these heterogeneouvs views ls the

Jewlsh Social Service Quarterly. 8o when the attitudes with

which the Jewlsh profeseionals met the problems of the

thirties—-from depression to antli-Semltism--are discussed,

the four categorles mentioned above must be kept in mind.

And two additional groups might be mentioned: One, those

appendages so necegsary to the soclal work flelds-—-the

wealthy philanthropists, who are financially behind much

of the work and who address the meetings and may color the

ldeology, and, two, the academic allies llke Morris Cohen

and Milton Steinberg, universlty or rabbinic supporters from

'any one of the intellectual camps, But the workers themselves

and their leaders are the prime consideration of this study.
It has been noted that the workers or directors,

economically integrated in the non-Jewish soclal service

world, and well-integrated rank-and-file workers of German

background would tend towards Reform Judaism and non-Zionisme-

the universalist school. The directors or federation heads,

dependent on a Jewlsh "civilization" in this country, and

lumigrant and first-gensration Eastern Europeans tend towards
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Reconstructionism with its bhilosophy of Judalsm as a
clvilization that includes a humanistic religlon and
7Zionigm-—elther of the labor or genefal Zlionist brands.
No decisive view of America in 1929 was avallable: The
Recongtructionists were busy developing their phllosophy
and the group as a whole was concerned with personal more

than social problems. But this was to change.

The most complex class is Jewish labor in America.

The two great "Jewlsh! unions were Sidney Hillman's Amalgamated
Clothing Workers of America and David Dubinsky's International

Ledies Garment Workers Union. Abundant material has been : |
written on the development of these organizationSQBl But
what groups of Jews did they represent? The answer 1g-—- g
&8s can be geen from organizational affiliations of the unions'
members and from the friendship of the union's publioatlbns

to diversge and opposed Jewlsh organizations--that these unions

covered in thelr membership the gamut of the Jewish organlzed

working class; viz., union leadership (Hillman, Dubinsky),
union radicals and spokesmen for the "masses'" of workers

(perhaps Charles Ervin), socialist anti-Zionists (The

" Workmen's Circle, the Forward Assoclation, the Soclallist
Verband), socialist Zionlsts (National Workers Alllance,
National Labor Committee for Palestine, Ploneer Women, and
League for Labor Palestine), and the eclectic labor "defence"
organization, the Jewish Labor Committee. Of course, other
unlons algo ran the gamut of the above groups. The United L

Hebrew Trades leaned towards the socialist anti-Zionist ;’ﬁﬁ-
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1deology. Before analyzling the class composltion of these
various sub-groups, we had begst mention something of the
condition the Amalgameated and the ILGWU were in on the eve
of the depression.

The Amalgamated was being led by Sidney Hillman, Joseph
Schlossberg, and Jacob Potofsky. These men had come up
through the ranks of the labor movement. They were now
the union.leadershipo And their union was in relatively
sound. condition., In December,,l927, Schlogsberg and
Potofsky's project of the Amalgamated Cooperative Apartments
was begun, and in 1929 Hillmen began his successful drlve
to organize the unions in Philadelphia. His success was
timely~~-Jjust achleved as the depresslon started.

The ILGWU had a new treasurer in 1929~-David Dubinegky.
At this time President BenJjamin Schlesinger was trylng to
put the pleces back together again--after the union had been
8plit agunder by Communist dval union policles. Just ae the
economises of Dubingky were being put into practice, the crash
came. Dublnsky, a product of the Bund movement in Russian
Poland, served as both treasurer and president in 1932, and
he guided the union through the New Deal days.

The organized Jewish workers were mostly lmmigrants
and many of them were working for Jewlsh menufacturers of the
clags mentioned above, The union leaders--by virtue of their
Position~-while also immigrants from Eastern Europe may be
Congldered another social group., After all, they were
brilliant administrators who were drawing middle-class

Balaries, Would theilr attitudes remain proletariant? They
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had to receive such salarles--1f one can judge by what
neppened to the German labor movement: the Social Demo-

cratg ruled that no leader would be pald more than the highest
paid skllled worker; this led to a deterlioration in the ranks
of the leaders whosge ablilities could find more compensation
elsewhere in the social system. Thig drift of labor leader-
ghip from the working class 1g perhape the greatest problem

of a successful working class movement. KEvidences of the

more middle-class attitude of the leadership will be abun-
dant when the depression and New Deal are discussed. Those
attltudes can be traced through the editorlal pages of the
Amalgamatéd's Advance and the ILGWU's Justice. N

The views of the rank-and-file of the workers are not

very articulate, since the 1leadership controls the periodi- o

| : I
cals. However, there are individual colunists, intellectu- Hood [
als who are making little money and who are not tied with ‘j[ RIS

the politics of the New Deal,~-these men seem to be slower o f{

to change from their proletarian views even when the leader— ﬂ ;,J’
shlp has made a shift. Such & man 1t seems, was the brilliant

analyst, Cherles Ervin.,.for the Advance.

e R

There were other labor sub-groups formed along strictly

Jewish lines: the soclelist anti~Zionist group and the
soclalist Zionlst group. The anti-Zionists were centered
in the Workmen's Circle. In 1935, this group had 70,000
members, many of whom were also members of the Amalgamated
and the ILGWU. The Workmen's Circle was primarily a social

8ervice organization for the workers, providing a sanitorium,

8Chools, social agencies, and a cemetery.33 The core of the
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Workmen's Clrcle were members of the General Union of Jewlsh
Workers in Russia, Poland, and Lithuani@-~-commonly known as
the Bund. This was a gtrictly Sociallist anti-natlonalilst
group that carried on revolutionary activities in Russia
ggspecially in the 1905 embryonic revolution. The Bund provided
the great bulk of immigrante who Jolned the Circle between
1901 (872 members) and 1912 (over 40,000 members). "The

influx of these‘Bundists not only swelled the ranks of the
Workmen's Circle, but profoundly affected its character énd
policies.“34 After some conflict with the cosmopolitan
antl-Ylddlshists of the 19th century circle, a more cultural~
ly-minded group took over ﬁhe'leadership and held it through
the thirties. Further evidence 1s found by noting the in«‘
dividvals who were leaders in the Cirele and in other anti-
Zionist labor ofganizations. There was flrst and foremost

the great adversary of'Zionism during the thirties, B. Charney

Vladeck--menager of the Dally Forward who met fellow-Bundist

David Dubinsky iﬁ 2. Russian pfison. There was Joseph Baskin,
general secretary of the Workmen's Circle and editor of its
publication, The Call, Born in Mingk in 1880, he helped
organize the Bund in Wilna and came to the United States in
1907,

But what about the clase composition of the soclalist
Zlonists? Obviously they were non-Bundiste from Eastern
Europe, but can any more be stated about their social back-
grounds? Some of them were members of Poale Zlon--—the
8ocialigt Zionist organization--in Russia and Poland: there
was Louls Begal, secretary of the National Workers Alliance

who Joined Poale Zion in Poland in 1906, Just why some
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Eagtern Buropean Jews Jjoined the nationalist group and why
others remalned wilth the Bund ig an interesting plece of
research outside the lmmediate scope of this thesis. How-
ever thls problem is examined in Appendix I. The conclusion,
after examination of the rise of the labor movement in Russia,
ls that the Labor Zionlst movement was an outgrowth of the
pogroms in South Russia in the 1850's and 1890's., From l1lts
inception 1t moved towafds congervatism, as its leaders to
gain a volee in world Zlonilsm had to cooperate with the
Jewish capitalists., The Bundist group, centered in North
Russia and Lithuanlia, dld not develop a '"Palestinlem" asg

they were not so early subjected to pogroms and ag they

could more easlly migrate to America, BSince the Bundists had
no organizational need td cooperate with the Jewlsh middle-
clags, they remained lebor-led and retailned a more consistently
soclalistic ideology.

By the 1930's American Labor Zlonlem wag rapldly losing
1ts soclalistic cﬁ&racter. Its leadership wag mliddle-~class.
Jacob Katzman, secretary of the Young Poale Zion Alliance,

was a consulting engineer. And other prominent leaders of
Poale Zlon were not working men at all: David Pinski, who
came to America in 1888 with Joseph Schlossberg, was a writer
of plays and novels—-not an active laborer, And Reform rabbis
of wealthy middle-clasgs congregations added a bourgeols touch

to the Labor Zionist movement--Jacob Weinsteln and Samuel Wohl.

In 1934, Rebbi Wohl made a plea for more "influential' leader—
ship in Labor Zionism.-” And he was heeded as the movement

became more middle-class. Such leadershlip from a “higher"
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class is a common soclal phenomenon: members of the higher
class, not finding posltions enough to go around in that
group become spokesmen for the clags below it. This phe-
nomenon 1g evidenced‘by garly Christianity, the Karaitilc
movement, and the Peagant Revolution. And it lg true that
an-additional factor behind the conservatism of American
Labor Zionism is that the Amerlcan labor movement ls dig-
tingulshed, especially during the twenties, for ite drlift
from. Y0ld world" radical ideologles. And so, those who
were not committed Bundists would be very likely to accept
the nationalist ideology of their culture...just as soclallste
accepted the respective nationallisms in the world wars.

Mention  ghould aleo be made of the:other:labor-Ziponlet groups.

About HaShomer Hatzalr and Left Poale Zion: 1llttle informe-

tion is sultable concerning their memberships. They are
generally pale reflections of vital political movements in

Palestine., Left Poale Zion probably represented the rank-

and-file of the Labor Zionist movement. Hapoel Hamizrachi, .

on the other hand, met the needs of & deflnite group of
American Jews. In Fastern Hurope there were thousands of
de~clagged or e¢lassless Jews stlill loyal to Orthodoxy. Their
Zionism would naturally be of the Mizrachi brand. Depending
upon where they were in the new scheme of soclety, they

would have sympathies towards labor. This represented a
problem to the Orthodox rabbis who were losing many people

to the non-religious labor ideclogy. And so, Hapoel Hamiz-

rachl would meet the needs of the proletarianized Jews who

Were very much in the Orthodox community. And it would be

il
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advocated by those rabbis who were afraid of loslng these
Jews., In fhis country, it would be expected that the
children of Orthodox parents not at all sure of their clasgs
position would be attracted by this ideology and that young
workers would be appealed to by the Orthodox rabbis, Evi-
dence foy this expectation is found in Rabbl Manuvel Lader-

man'e eseay on Hapoel Hamizrachi in the Mlzrachi Jubllee

Volume of 1936: He praisees Hapoel Hamizrachl because it

brings youth into Mizrachi...and the movement 'ceases belng
old stuffs It'e very new, very exclting stuff. Migzrachl is
not Jjust an interest in kosher meat...(1t 1s) interest in

hard 1abof.,.(Hapoel Hamizrachl) should attract the marginal

Jews (because it is) the most universal kind of Zieonlem...
1t will be good taste and not logs of caste to be a member."
fo the appeal is to young Jews--intellectuals and workersg-—-
who are rebelling against their parents! world. You won't
loge dasté! This is modern and exciting and universallstioc
gtuff!

Within the laboring class there were, therefore, several
sub~groups with different needs and consequently different
ldeologies: . union leadership, radicals and spokesmeﬁ for
the labor "masses," socialist anti-Zionlsts from the Bund,

Soclalist Zionists, and de-classed immigrants loyal to

Orthodoxy but drifting to proletarianism (Hapoel Hamizrachi) .

There was also the Jewilish Labor Committee, formed in 1934
under the leadership of B, Charney Vladeck. Its treasurer
wag David Dubinsky, also a Bundist. But Zionistic vicew

chairman Max Zaritzky and Joseph Schlossberg gave it a
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heterogeneous officialdom. Still in its official pronounce-
menfs 1t stayed away from Zionism, I1ts member organizations
were the Workmen's Circle, ILGWU, ACWA, the Cap and Millinery
Workereg Union, United Hebréw Trades, Forward Associlatlon, and
the Jewlsh Socialist Verband. With this membership it 1s
natural that America would be stressed as & homeland as the
Committee attempted "to fight Fagelsm and Nazism...to
represent organized Jewish labor to all Jewlish problems."

We have seen how the different labor groups viewed
Zionism, The soclalist view towards Judalsm 1ls elther in-
difference or hostility. Later the Socialisgt'a philosophy
of Jewish Life wlll be examined, but religlon-wise there 1is
nothing to discuss. Many non-Socialists and the Hapoel
Hamizrachi were naturally attached to Orthodoxy. The Re-
construétionist Movement had some following among thelr
workers.,

The worker's view of America in 1929 hinted of the days
to come. Jugtice-~the ILGWU paper—-complained that Hoover was
doing nothing about the four million unemployed:

Today we have a large army of unemployed even in time

of prosperity when all factories are open and running

day and night. New inventions and labor-saving de-

vices are congtantly throwing large numbers of workers
out of work,>
There ig the claim that prosperity has been for the $5,000
and over class, and that the textile workers and miners have
been eapecially herd nit.-¢ But in July, 1929, a general
8trike in the clothing industry wae called and victory was
achieved in twb weekge-just in time for the Crash.

What periodicale represent the viewpoints of the ' layers
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within the working class? The editorials of Justice and
Advance speak for the leadership of ILGWU and ACWA. A
columnist like Charleg Ervin in Advance might provide some-
thing eloser to the rank-and-file opinion. The Call and The

Gall of. Youth are official orgens of the Workmen's Circle.

The Jewish Frontier and Labor Palestine and The Vanguard

represent the Labor Zionlst groups. No pentodlcal was

found representing the HaPoel HaMizrachl program: the

parents of these youth were with the Mizrachl group. The

Jewish Labor Committee had no periodical in this period.

A group of Jews very vocal during the thirties was o
those members of the New York State Buro, Communist Party.

Its official publication for Jews was Jewish Life. But was ] %

this a ciass? It seemed to attract dissatisfied members of ;? ﬁ J
the laboring and middle clasges. The front line of the

Stalinist group were the workers who in 1927 plagued the e I

ILGWU with its dual union movement. Thle revolutionary f f
program wag adopted probably to prevent the working clagg-—-

by now disappointed with the collaborationigh policy of the

nid-twentles—-Lfrom degerting the movement. In 1928 the
Trede Union Educational League was formed in order to rival | { |
the AFL as a federation of dusl unions.38 By 1929 the - : 5, 3‘5
Stalinist National Organization Committee begen a dual union i
ovement in the needle tradeé, including furrlers, milliners, i
and men and women's clothing. The furriers were the strongest

led by Ben Gold. These groups formed the Needle Trades S

Workers Industrial Union--its cheirmen was Louis Hymen.
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© .Meanwhile the Communist Party, needing scapegoats be-
cauvse of 1ts quick reversal of policy, chose Jay Lovestone,
secretary of the party, and his aide, Ben Gitlow. These
unionists, now in dilsgrace, were called right~wingers and
soon gathered around them & group known as the Lovestonltes.
One- f these was Charles Zlmmermen, who later became & vice-

presgident of ILGWU. He disagreed with the change 1n line

and dropped finally from the Lovestonite rightists out of the

party altogether. He led part of the dissident Communist
group back into the ILGWU in May, 1931.

But who were these people who were attracted to the
Communist Party? Information is very scarce, and even the
Who's Who seems to have been censored so that useful facts
concernihg the backgrounds of Party members may be forever
obscured. We do know of Charles Zimmermen that he was born
in Russia in 1897 and in 1913 came to New York and began
work ag & knee-pants worker., He Jolned ILGWU and from 1916
on drifted towards the Communist Party. After all, this
wag a period when few could actually Jjudge the happenings
in Moscow, He bit the bait and was caught on the hook for
fifteen years. So groping workers, looking for a solutlon
to their problems that the mlild Amerilcan labor movement was
not answering,~-~yes, men like Zimmerman may have become
Communistes. And these Jewish workers--mostly Yiddish spesk-

Ing--were constantly appealed to by the Communisgt press, es-

peclally after 1934, by playing on concern with anti~Semitism

and the survival of the Yiddish language.

But the "eream" of the Communist crop was 1ts intellectual
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bourgeols writers. The New Magses could boast among thelr

writers Upton Sinclalr, Théodore Drelser, Malcolm Cowley,
Sherwood Anderson, (Clifton Fadimen, John Dos Passos, Louls
Adamic, and Whittaker Chambers. These were llterary men with
gensitive souls and keen imaginations. They perhaps sensed
the rumblings in our society, but they were accustomed to
dealing in metaphors and not economic science. Certainly
a dramatlic solutlon was the Communlst party line.

The Jewish intellectuals of a middle~clasgs variety also
Joined the stream. Waldo Frank was the most promlnent.

Jogeph Freeman-~editor of the New Magsgesg—~told in his avto-

blographical An Amerilcan Test how he, as an artigt, found . f

Communism. Robert Gessner in Some of My Best Friends are

Jews (1937) came to Communiem because he found 1t to be |

the answer to anti-Semitism.-’ The Call of Youth wrote o

satirically of these Communigt intellectuals, many of whom

did 1eavé the party after a riotous February, 1934 Madison )

Square Garden meeting at which blows were struck.“o The Call j %

in 1939 characterizes the fringe~Communists asg unemployed

middle~class: "Lumpen bourgeolsie, the Jobless spawn of

steam-heated, electrically refrigerated and radio equipped “

apartménts."ql i |
S0 it seems ag though there were several types attracted

to the Communist movement: workers groping for a solutlon

that the American labor movement did not seem to offer: ;‘

litterateurs and artists genging the 1llness of soclety

more than their fellow-mliddle-class members but golng to a

Quack doctor; de-clagsed bourgeolsie accustom to middle-clasgs
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exlstence now able to be leaders in an outcast party. Per-
haps underlying all the pérsonalities from whatever clads |
who were drawn to Communism was a frantic gearch for an
absolute in a world of infinite uncertainty. And the dogma
of Communism furnighed this abgolute. |

Tn addition to Jewish Life, the Jewish People's Volce

expréssed the view of the United Front's League againgt
FPagolem and anti-Semitlsm...in the late thirties. The
Communist solution during the thirtles wili be dealt with

in a separate chapter. Sufflce 1t to say for now that the
policy of the party as dictated from Moscow was always to
defeat a successful working class movement in the capltalistic
world, Only in this way could the Russilan hierarchy keep con~ ' Q -
trol of its own people. A successful revolution outside e
Rusela would give the lie to the Bolshevik regime. This
policy meant different tactics in different couhtries. In
America before the depression it meant dual unionism and an

offensive against American labor.

Regarding Judaism, the Jewlsh Communﬂﬂb,,of course,
were anti-religioms. Being strictly revolutionary in this

period, they were anti~-Zionlst although 1t will be geen that I E R

this anti-Zionism was tempered in the. late thirties. In
America the Communlsts hoped fhat the bomb of prosperity
would not‘set off too big a blagt as would destro& the
capitalist system. But they preached revolution to dissi-
dent workers and mocked the gay twenties in a hymn to pros-

Perity:
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gpeed, speed, speed _

Racket and rush and strife

Fagter for profiteering greed,

Louder above the Workersi need,

Clangs the mill of life.'?

Thig dissonant note concludes the class analysls of the
NG

American Jewlsh community that was confronted by the de-

pregsion.

Tt has been shown that the American Jewlsh community
emerged out of the socilal pattern of the twenties, Its
six major characteristics--—as has been demonstrated-—flowed
from @ boom perlod in a matured éapitalism that had seen
the last days of 1its steady expansion: the prosperlity of
the communlity; the latent anti-Semitlsm not dangerous or
threatening but very much under the surface of all the good
wlll meetings; the relatively slight concern with antl- Lo

Semitism abroad; the decentralized Jewlsh community; the

lack ‘of ténsion among Jews; and the rise of Eagtern BEuropean

Jewry to wealth and power. All of these trends were grounded.

in the condltions of America's roaring twenties., It will be
gshown that under the different conditlons of the thirties,
most of these trends will fade away...and the Jewish com- ) ;‘[;g

munity will take on different characteristics. ; “fyk

A clags analysis of the American Jewlsh communlity has

been attempted, Distinctions of economic gtatus and length

of residence in America geparate the Jews into different
groups represented by certaln organizations and periodicals,
The attitudes these soclal groups held towards Judalsm,

Zionism, and soclety in general have been noted. That the 8
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variousg groups tend to express themselvesg along particular
ideological patterns shall be demonstrated throughout the

remalnder of this study. But the importance of thls analysis

thus far has been to show thet there are definite class

divisions within the American Jewish community and that

those divisions find outlets in different organizations

and, further, that thoge divisions express thelr views
officially or unoffilecially in one or more periodicals. That
these vlews become the centers of controversy in the thirties
wlll later be geen. How these views often spring-from the
needs of the different classes will also be seen. But that
there aré such clasges that do speak out in the Anglo-

Jewlsh press and that do represent not isolated individuals
thinkinglbut groups bound soclally and economically--this g }‘
much has been demonstrated in this chapter. The following i %!
chart more clearly indicates the class lines, organizations,

and periodicals, A
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I1Y. THE THIRTIES--AGE OF GROPING

The crash and "recoveries" brought & series of new
problems to the world in general and to the Jewish com-
munity in particular. But in order to understand these
problems, 1t is necessary to examine the crash and itg
reverberations throughout the thirtiea.,

1t wag & world-wide depression that shook the American
Jewlish community in the thirtiés. It wag a world-wide de-
presslon that produced a Hitler who was to obliterate German
Jewry and stlr anxlety and internal dissension among American
Jews. Bo first it 1s necessary to examine the depression in
Europe. Fritz Sternberg notes several distingulshing
characteriastlcs of the great depression: there were criges
simultaneously in 1ndustfy and agriculture for the first
time-=-except in France-~(hence there was more overproduction
and a larger sector of the economy was hit); the depression

hit the whole capitalistic world for the first time; fixed

income groupe, previous aids to recovery, suffered; capitalism

throughout the world was the dominant form of production
wherever there was production (except in the Soviet U‘nion).l
The factors that led to this situation have been discussed:

operators of heavy industry throughout the world—-and this

~industry 1s the basls of capltalistic production--must find.

markets if they are to produce according to the profit

motive; when they cannot find new markets, they stop pro-

ducing; at this Juncture in history no nation could find

enough new markets; and when world-wide production wag so
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gtymied, there was world-wide unemployment. Bome econo-
mists state that a capitalistic nation can find an equili-
briuvm within itself based on the consumer-goods market,
However, this market is relatively small compared with the
producer—goods market and compared with the means of pro-
duction in developed capitallism. For whatever reason, no
capltalistic natlon has yet succeeded in finding this
equllibrium once the expansion period has ended. And the
world-wide depreséion was caused by the fallure of world
capitalism to find such equilibrium.

The various factors that made Germany the most degperate
of the capliltallsmg after world war one have been dlscussed,
Its markets at home and abroad, were gone and it had the
largest industrial apparatus in Europe. Bo impoverished
were the masses and so in debt was the nation that infla-
tionary meagures could not stop the depression. The only
way remaining gﬁe restore the profit motlve, 80 necessary to
reéovery was through wage cuts. But when wages are dlready
low, only in a totalitarian regime can there be additional
slashes (and then not indefinitely); and that i1s what happened
in Germany. The German middle-class (50 percent of the
population) feared a workers!' re#olution more than a gtate
Capitaiism and so threw in their lot with Hitler and the
big industrialists in 1933, A militant workers movement
that maey have been suceessful was weakened by Stalinist
Consplracy, for Stalin did not want a successful working
class movement in Germany that would show the Russian people

what a real class movement was like and that would threaten

i
|
|
!
b
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his regime.z

What was the Hitler Yrecovery" program? He crushed
labor organlzatlon and desplte the Germen war boom, there
wag a 7 percent fall in real wages of an already poverty-
stricken working clags., He %golved" the crisis by a peace-
time war economy stimulated by the wage slashes. This en-
abled him to ald the farmers through state control of agri-
cultural ilmports. Independent existences in the middle-
class lost out through the rapid centralization process,
but a dependent middle-~class based on trade and white
collar work actually prospered during this period. Even
gome workers, now employed, gathered around the Nazi banner.
But the wage slashirg did allenate most of the labor move-
ment. There were purges that eliminated industrialiste who
had - thought in a controlled capitalism they could éontrol
Hitler. Also purged were those under the 1llusion that this
government wag for the beneflt of the petty bourgeoisie. But
_the important factor is that even with the Nazi state .there
must be minimum wage standards and new markets and, therefore,
war, To gain power and to divert the frustrations of the
Germanvpeople during "recovery" and to blame somebody for‘
the trials of the coming war-~Hitler used the Jew.

Britain was less severely hit by the depression because
0f a fall in the price 1evei of the world market for agricul-
tural pfoductso She bought her life's blood through these
lmporte, and the fall in their prices was greater than the
fall in the pricea recelved for Britain's monopolized export

industries, Fuorthermore, there were new industrles being

?

I
b

|
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developed: chemicals, electricity, and cars. Still the
outdated coal industries were in chronlc depression, un-
employment was at the million mark throughoﬁt the thirties,
and the crisis was not resolved. The Labor Party grew
stronger, but not strong enough to threaten Tory rule after
the crest of the crisis. And it was the Torles who feared
.social revolution in FEurope and who, therefore, appeased
Germany through Munich,

France was glven some stability by a large agricultural
sector which was not tied up with the new capitalistie
apparatus. However, France had more congtant capital than
did England and could find no new mrkets. S50 also in |
France there was no way found to resolve the crisis. Leon
Blum's.Popular Front government did not'change the eggentlal
structure of the society and soon gave way to a frightened
rightist elique. And these parties of the right...(according
to a theorist of the French monarchist}movement):

These parties (of the Right) felt that in the event

of war not only would the dlsaster be immense, ln-

volving perhaps the defeat and devastetlion of France,

but that a German defeat would mean the crumbling of
the authoritarlian systems which constitute the main
obgtac}e~to the communis?ﬁrevolusion, agd pgrhaps

the immedlate bolshevizatlon of Kurope.

And then there was Munich.

And after Munich, events marched quickly. The failure

of the Anglo-French talks in Moscow,the resulting Stelin-

Hitler pact--as Stalin was rightly fearful of a one~front

War against him-—,and the invasion of Poland.

And there was depression and "recovery" in Ameriea.
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American capltalism 1t will be recalled, was gpinning
fagter and fasgter like a top that sooner or later had to
glow down and collapse.3 It has been noted why the crash
had t§ come: There was an end to America's inner expansion,
and she could not expand outwardly as the day of imperialism
wes over; there wasg an overﬁroduction of consumer goods (eg,
shoes and foodstuffs: and textililes)and egpeclally of pro-
ducer goods for whiech no foreign markets could now be
found; there were no places for profitable re-investments.
3o the wheels stopped tufning and there were millions unw
employed, What could be done?

President Hoover at first thought that nothing need
be dohe, as the crisis was temporary and the result of a |
Tew speculators. When he recoghized that it was a real 3 1
depression, he invoked the only formule America had known: j ?;;!

We have pagged through no less than fifteen ma jor

depressions in the last century. We have learned

gomething as the result of each of these experiences,

From this one we shall galn stiffening and economic

diseipline, a greater knowledge upon which we must '
bulld a better safe-guarded system. We have come

out of each previous depression into a period of

prosperity greater then ever before. We shall do

80 thia time...Surplus money does not remain idle

for long...We should have full faith and confidence SR
in those mighty resources, those intel lectual and - o
8piritual forces which have impelled this nation

to a success never before known in" the history of el
the world. Far from being impeired, these forces i
were never stronger than at this, moment. Under the

guldance of Divine Providence...

This was in 1931. Burely Hoover was counting on more than in-
tellectyal forces and Providence. He wasg counting on the
¢lassic answer to depressionsg as stated by Dr. Hayek and his

School of economists.5 The proflt rate had to be restored, ;”ﬁ
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and this could best be done by cutting wages. The most
efficient induétries when they cut wagés would force outb
of business less efficlient industries; the most rugged in-
dividualisgts would start producing for profit again, ﬁhere
would be new markets; the less rugged individualists would
get back in the running; and there would be prosperity.

This theory could scarcely be applied in the face of
the realities of the depresslion. Industrial capitalism was
at this time so monopolized that the greater proportion of
productive potential wasg tied up in a few handa., Thersfore,
the oligopoly in'é given industry restricted competition by
maintaining an artificielly high price structure.Thieg assured
the producers that no one would be foreed out. Furthermore,

gevere wage cutting with ten million already unemployed 1is

politically inexpedient and impossible in a democratic soclety.

Buch cuts may restore their profit rate, but they may also
cauge revolution unless a totalitarlian state is established.
And finally, once industry would be revived, where would be
the new markets for the greater-than-ever prosperity? In the
world of the thirties those markets would be all too few for
the great industrial apparatus. So the deflationist solution
of Hayek and Hoover--while never seriously attempted~~had
these inherent weaknesses which have been pointed out by
various economists?

Hoover did try in 1932 mild inflationary government
intervention. Through the Recongtruction Finance Corpora-
tion he lent money to banks, farmers, and rallroads...but

N0t enough to stimulate industrial activity. In July,
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1932, discontent reached a peak as the- "bonus army" was
dispersed on the fields of Washington by General Douglas
MacArthur, Between June, 1931 and June 1932--go greal was

the run on the banks by people‘who had lost confidence or

“who needed money for the rainy days that--bank regources

dropped from seventy to fifty-seven billlon dollars. But
this was not known to the people as they voted for Franklin
Delano Roosevelt and his mlld program of social reforn.

When Roosevelt came in; he found the situsftion more
gerious than had been anticipated so the New Deal--more
radical than the Democratic platform--wasg begun. The banks
were cloged and the moneychangers were lnvestigated. J. P.
Morgan was held out as & scapegoat to the people to assuage
thelr frustrations and to give time for the New Deal program
to get underway.

The New Deal can best be understood in the light of the
economic theory on which it was based. The advocates of
New Deal eoonomicslwere known as "under-consumptionists."
Bince there is not sufficient purchasing power (in view of

unemployment), more money 1s needed in gsoclety. More money

can be injJected in various wayg, but the underconsumptionists

diffe:ed 89 to how: government loans and contracts to in-
dustry, wage hikes, new money minted. Once there is more
money in soclety, producers can raise their prices'and the
profit rate will be restored. Thig is based on Irving
Fischer's Quantity Theory of Money: if a soclety produced.
more commodities, there must be more money in that soclety

%o buy them; aince workers are not paid in keeping with their
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productivity, more money should be created. In thls way

the price level and profit rate are meintained. The de-
presslon-cure: reatore the price level and profit rate
through more moneye.

The inherent weakness in this economic theory under-
1ying the New Deal has been polnte
It is true that production will be stimulated by new money

and higher prices. But as soon as the wheelg of L ndustry

begin turning again, the economy wlll again be faced with
the problem of overproduction, For the producers in glant
industries will have found no new markets for their goods.
Tegulng more money cannot solve the problem of a saturation
of markets. This theoretical critique was gupported by sub-
gequent developments; Even though production never reached
the 1929 level (in fact, it remained 17 percent below
throughout the thirties), there was still in11937 a lack

of markets and, therefore, & recesgion...despite the renewed
efforts of thé New Deal.

This discussion of the theory behind the New Deal pro-
videg ample background for an examination of the events them-
selves. These are divided into three phases: early policles
of inflation and of restriction of production; the reslatance
of some segments of the economy from 1935~6; the recesslon
and preparedness progran.

America was gradually taken off the gold standard, This
meant cheaper money; farmers could pay off. thelr mortgages,
and prices could rise. More money was brought into soclety

by the Citizens Civilian Conservation Corps: 300,000 fought

d out by critical economista.7
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fires and erosions and helpedlstave off economic dlsaster,
The divil Works Administration employed four million, and
big business feared competition. But more money meant higher
prices and more profits, The Chamber of Commerce sponsored
the National Industrial Relations Act which saw labor and
management swear that their interests were one. Hlillman

and Dubinsky Jjoined in forming a Code of Fair Practices and
seoured'a thirty-hour week and rights to collective bargaine-
ing...and told thelr unions that the New Deal was salvation.
The Code controlled prices and wages. It permitted higher
prices with strategic wage hikes that would in turn put

more money in soclety and allow even higher prices., These
policies pump-primed the -economy and gtimulated profitaa(
The Agricultural Adjustment Administration fostered higher
prices through government subsidies to farmers who would

curtaill production. The Public Works Administration, sug-

gested by Hearst and heavy industry, allowed the government
‘to glive money directly to industry, primarily to the low-
cogt housing indusiry. More‘money wag pumped in through
the ?enneesee Valley Authority. All this, in 1933. In 1935
there were the Sdcial Security Act, the Wagner-~Connery Labor
Relations Act, and Harry Hopkins'! Works Progress Administra-—
tlon...all with the same purposés as the rest of the New
Deal: to add more money to the society so that prilces might
be raised and the profit‘rate,restore@; Throﬁgh such\in—,
flation and restriction of produotion wag business stimulated.
There was also the pseudo-economics of Father Coughlin

who firgt supported Roosevelt and advocated glving credit to
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the petty bourgeolsile through an evenlmore inflationary
pollcy. Also there was the Townsend Plan which gald a $200 per
month old age pensglon should be spent within a month. (The
drawback: revenue for the pension would be gathered through

o sales tex). And, finally, the technocrats: The machine
cahnot re-absorb the workers 1t disemploys. The only answer

is for the engineers and gelentists (hence, technocracy) to

get up a'standard of meagurement that would give the relative
value of all conmoditles (relati#e to what, 1s not made clear) .
This Would eliminate the present price system and ralse the
gtandard of 1iv1ng58 Obviously thig messianlc vlision had no
real economic program, but 1t dld attract visionaries 1ln the
niddle-clags—-~including, of course, some engineers.

By 1935 there was rising dissatisfactlon with the progreds
of the New Deal. Radical workers were complalning that‘price
riges and cohtinued unemployment have given the lie to the
Roogevelt policies. Willlam Saroyan wrote o story called,
"Agpirin ié a Member of the NRA." But these segments of
gsoclety had no big voices, Who was making all the noiee? In
Moy, the Supreme Court declared the NIRA unconstitutional.,

In 1936, the Court nullified the AAA and the Guffey-Snyder
coal bill--the latter setion throwing John L. Lewls on the
side of the Presgident. But where wag this opposition coming
- from?

Some segments of indusfry had been stimulated enough.

They were back in the saddle again, and they wanted Washington
t0 gtop this "soclalistic’ pump-priming that they themselves

had originally advocated, Which were the segments that would
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first no longer feel the need of Washington? Statletlcs
reveal that the 200 largest corporations gailned--during the
depregsion--more control over the economy. In 1929, they
controlled 49.4 percent and in 1933, 57 percent.9 The
middle-men guffered. It would be expected that these power-
ful combinatlions thet actqally*mmofited from the depregsion
would be_the first to rebel against the New Deal. They were
gsound once again: thers was mohey in America; larger profits
could be made by eliminating wage hikes and government com-
petition; the NRA which fixed prices and restricted compe—
tlon limited "free" capitalism. And who were these people?
Primorily the blg producer-goods industries...like steel and
chemicals. Also the chain stores opposed Roosevelt, as they
had been part of this group which gained through centrallza-

tion. And the firme of Morgan, Kuhn-lLoeb, and Chage-—gmapt-

ing from thelir persecution--were ready to branch out again.lo

Among the producer-goods industries, Little Steel was par-.

tlcularly rabid in ites opposition to any aild to unions. While
Blg Steel had investments abroad and more reserves 1in general.,

Little Steel was fighting all the way agalnst labor. In 1937,

8% Tom Girdler's Republic Steel plant outside of Chicago,
armed police killed seven workers and injured over a hundred
Others in the worst labor riot since the Haymarket. DBut the
OPpogition to the New Deal went beyond these large producers.
For many Americens had interests connected with the big
industries; ror example, the middle~clasgs owned much stock
in broducer-goods industries. Those people living off a

fixed income were belng hard hlt by the inflation and price
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rige. And, above all, the American petty bourgeolse-—~hardest
hit by the depression--was per haps the most frustrated clase.

They now found themselves disposgessed by the trend of cen-

~tralization., So the chaln gtores and thelr victims looked

askance at the New Deal. And there were still a few
goclallsts, but the radicaliem of the early depresslon years
had given éway to Wellmrespeoted union leaders urging the
workers to support -their only practical hope, the New Deal.

Eepecially when the New Deal was challenged in 1936 did
labor rally round. The farmer, angry at the recent Supreme
Court action, supporﬁed Roogevelt. Also the consumer-goods
industries such as mob%ion pictures and liquor and tobacco:
for the Roosevelt fegime had pumped more money for congumption
in the hande of the masses. And also behind FDR was a solld
Bouth.

Despite the appeals of Landon and the demogoguery of
the Lemke-Coughlin party with ite appeal to the frusterated
lower middle~clags--Rogevelt won a handy vietory and pro-
ceeded in 1937 with more New Deal measures. He appointed
to the Supreme Court men sympathetié to his program, and
his methods brought violent criticisms from all hls enemles.
But the Wagner Labor Relations Act was upheld.

However, with all the New Deal policies, the spring of
1937 saw what is politely called a "recession' in business
activity. Ten million men were unemployed., - Between 1933
and 1938 production averaged 17 percent below the 1929 level,
In 1937 1t was 20 percent below. 8o even though production

had not reached the 1929 peak (for the economy dld not come
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out of the depresesion into an age of more proaperity and
greater production), by 1937 markets were still lacking and
profitable places for re-investment were few. And how dild
FDR meeﬁ the recessglon?

There was & renewal of more New Deal policles: to
put more money in the economy and to reetrict production.
A new AAA and a Failr Labor Standerds Act were enacted. DBut
this pump-priming could produce no new markets, The New
Deal had taught that lesson. There then followed a more-than-
coincidental change 1n-foréign policy. The nation had been
maintaining strict heutrality, In 1936 the Neutrality Act
that prohibited the export of munitions to belllgerents was
amended to read that not even loans could be floated to
belligerents. But just as the economy faced the paradox of
the 1937 recession, a new "neutrality’ act was pushed through
Congress. There would be embargoes on forelgn belligerenté

at the Presildent's discretion; and the cash-and-carry pro-

vision allowed foreign nations to be helped--with correspondling

benefits to our big industries. Japan and China were not

listed as belllgerents. On October 5, 1937, Roogevelt made

e dramatic anti-fascist speech in Chicago. Thlg aroused the

nation and set the tone for other speeches and the super-navy
bill that was passed in 1L938. The preparedness program was
underway, and Americe had prosperity again.

(That America would have entered the World War II to
Save itgelf ig undoubtedly true. Therefore, the prepared-

nesg program was in the national interest and opposed to

Hitler . )
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The higtorical forces Just desgcribed had tremendous
impact on every strata of soclety. Of primary interest
in this study ies the effect o¢f these forces on the Jewlish
community. For the world-wide depresgsion changed the face
of the American Jewlsh communlty and confronted lts members

wlth pressing problems.

I
i

1
|
v
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TV, CHANGES IN THHE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMUNITY: 1929~1939

What were the changes wrought in the American Jewish
community by the world-wide depression? The nature of the
Jewleh communlty is molded by the conditions in the general
goclety. So naturally, when the prosperity of the twentles
was no more and & world-wide depression was raging, there
were mérked changes within and many problems for the Jewlsh
society. What were those changes and problems?

It has been observed that Prosperity weg a mark of the
Jewish community. Wlth the deprescelon c ame poverty~for
many Jews--naturally, for this was the way of all flesh at
the time., Since all segments of society were hit by the
depression, except the glant producer-goods industries and
chain gtores,--the Jews, belng by end 1argel in all strate

except that one which wag not hurt, suffered along with the

rest., How did the financial resction in the Jewish world
parallel the reactlion in Americe generally?

Ag in the larger soclety, the wealthier Jewish organizaw
tions were not sgerilously weakened (and some even expanded)
while the poorer groups were going bankrupt! In 1930, the

American Hebrew hails the growth in Reform Synagogue bulld-

ing.2 In the midst of the depression a Houston philanthro-
plet endowed the Wolff Home for homelegs children., The

Jewlgh Porum bemoans the "rather strained economlc condltions

which brought disagtrous results to the lese organlized chari-
table and educational inetitutions.," And after listing en-

viouely the big philanthropic groups, the Forum states: "The
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gitvation was entirely different with the Orthodox in-
gtitutlons of learning and Hebrew schools which have no
endowment fund." There then follows a list of yesghlvasg in
financial distress. All this difficulty while the Jewish
Theological Seminary is bullding a library, a teachers!
inetlitute, and a dormitory!3 The Forum constantly makes
pleas for the aid of Yeshiva College and pralses Rabbl Abba
Hillel Silver for his agreement to stop a bullding project
while‘others do not have the funds.

Witﬁ the New Deal the Jewigh laborer seemed to proaper
with the Gentile. The Hillman and Dubinsky movements grew
with labor in géneral and both halled the revolt of the ;j
CI0. There wag even a labor movement among the socilal |
workerg: The curtailment of funds meant not only less
activity when there was greatest demand; it also meant lower
salarieg Tor many workers, So the poorer Jewlsh social
workers between 1932 and 1938 formed indusﬁrial uniong which
were known s the Rank-and-Fille movement.q Tt is 1nterésting
to note that the same rank-and-file movement existed simultaneous-
ly in the non-Jewish social workeruwor;da Their meetiﬁg was
described as under-thirtyish and composed also of some cleri-
cal workers~-all demanding higher standards and the right to

collective bargaining under the NIﬁAa5

"Industry was given
smelling salts. And much of America Jewry was on its feet again,
So the bright prosperlty of the twenties-~takes on the
dull tone of hardship followed by increased labor organi.za~

tlons and partial . recovery. And the pattern of the

Picture-~marginal groups being pushed ouvt whille wealthier
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prosgperyrank-and-rile movemente~-the pattern l1s the same
for Jew and Gentile.

In the next chapter the reactions of the dlfferent
classes of Jews to the financial distress that was hitting
them shall be examined. More precleely, this analysis will
conslder what each group thought of the cause of the de-
presglon and how each group felt about the Roogevelt remedye—-
the New Deal and the preparedness program. The Jewlsh class
reactions shall be compared to the corresponding non-Jewlsh

cless reactions,

Buf returning to the changed characteristics of the Jewish
community of the thirties: It will be recalled that the twen-
ties wag & period of a de-centrallized soclal gtructure: Soclal
factors behind de-centralizatlon have been mentioned: The
centraliéation in the economic sphere had not crosgsed over
inte gocial organizations; there was prosperity for all
organlzations, 8o no need for curtallment of expendltures
through centralizing-efficiency measures--hence, there wag
only limited centralizing within already existing organiza-
tions. Purthermore, there was not sufficlent anti~Semitism
to bring the Jews together with a community feeling, sufficlent
for the kehilla-type of centralization. However, with the
depression, the centralization in the economic sphere had
bermeated all American society. There was dire need for
Efficiency, for curtallment of expenditures that le always
achieved by centralization and conseguent elimination of

duplication., Furthermore--with Hitler and Coughlin—~~there
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was sufficlent outside pressure to bring the Jews together

aﬁd to stimulate the kehille idea. Furthermore, the con-

tinued rise of the Eastern European Jewish community in the
Ue B meént a rise in their idea of tight Jewish community
life and culture as did exist in Eastern Europe. So the
thirties naturslly saw a great increase in the clagg-centrallza-
tion and in the organlc centralizatlion of the Jewlish community.
In the next chapter the reactionsg of the different clagses
of Jews to the trend of centralization will be discussed.

It will be recalled that the twenties was a period re-
markably distinguished for lack of serlous tensions within
the JeWish‘coﬁmunity. It was concluded that this was to be
expected since for all‘Jews, excepting a few soclalists,
there wag plenty of positiong and pregtige and wealth to go
around. But, after a depression that worked hardship on the
whole Jewlsh community, that robbed many leaders of thelr
Jobs in organizetions, that curtailed the salarles of
others, that placed the igsue of survival before many in
the organized Jewlsh structure, that set orgenlzation agalinst
organization to see which could get the funds necessary to
liye and maybe prosper--in such a world and after guch a
Adepression, there would naturally be many and bittér tensiong
among the Jews. And Chapter VI will be devoted to the
analysis of these tensions.

It wag also noted that American Jewry in the twenties.

was primarily concerned with anti-Semitism and public re-
lationg in this country--if at all. There was liﬁtle con~

cern with Jewry abroad. The world-wlde depression, of course,
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ohanged this outlook, and American Jewry was shocked and
gshaken by the brutality of Hitler. In Chapter VII is an
analysls of what the different classes of Jews thought to
be the cause of Nazism and the proper remedy for the Germen
Jewish tragedy. To what degree, 1t will be asked did their
tynderstanding" oflﬂitler show limitations springing from
thelr respective positions in society?

Finally it was noted that the twenties wag free from
really effective anti-Semitlism in America. However, in the
thirties there was great frustration due to the dépression0
And bigotry feeds on frustration. Who were the most frustrated
Americens? The petty bourgeoisie¥~as wag noted above,
William Dudley Pelley and his 3ilver Shirts were the first
to gain considerable success in holding the Jew out as a
Ascapegoat for this digesatisfied lower middle-cless., While
probably subsldized by the Nazis, Pelley's audience were
Americans. In 1934, he wrote that the NRA was a "amooth
Jewish scheme for the setting up of a vast bureaucracy that
would approximate in 1its final features the Politbureau of
Moséow."6 And it was the communist devil of which the
lower middle-class was most afrald. Bubt anti-Semitism in
America really took on gerious proportions when the halo over
Roosevelt was pulled down around his neck by important seg-
ments of the population. By 1936 the great experiment was
not working too well. There was even more dissatisfactlon
among the lower middle ciass; algo in the ranks of labor.
And this dissetisfaction was the delight of some producer-

800ds industriallsts who were behind——it can be shown--much
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of the anti-HSemitism. For by 1936, the anti-Semltlsm had. a
dual purpose: It could take the mindeg of the people off the
real causes of thelr unhappliness and 1t could be used as an
attack against the Roosevelt administration by the interests
oppoaed tolit. Parenthetically, it could also enrich men
11ke Smith and Coughlin,..for the market furnished a great

- demand.,

g0 in February of 1936, a magazine called Social Justice

appeared. 1t began by attecking DuPont and Swift, and General
Motors and the bankers--this naturally pleased the lower
niddle-~clags. Gradually it shifted 1ts attack to the New
Deal. Cleverly, Bernard Baruch's neme was linked with the
House of lMorgan. Then Felix Frankfurter wag called a Com-
munist. By August, 1936, Father Coughlin had. built up the
myth of a.bankerwcommunisthewish congpiracy behind the @- wi
government in Washington. Montague, Morganthau, and Blun

were called those Vinternational bankers" who "are again | |
in the saddle riding the red horses of communism to deetruc—

tion."7 Here again Coughlin appealed to those groups of

whom the lower middle-class was very much afrald. They were

also afrald of thelr proletarian competitors, the CLO, ©So,

Coughlin claimed that 1t was controlled by Hillman and &

"oomrade by the name of Du.binsky."8 Of course, bthere were

others: In 1936, Rev, Gerald Winrod's The Defenders reached

100,000 people and combined Protestant fundamentalism wlth
the Bolshevik charge.9 And Col. ¥, N, Sanctuary clalmed that
"Karl Mordechal, allas Karl Marx" was behind the New Deal -

actions,
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Coughlin claimed that if the Lemke ticket did not get
three million votes he would leave the air. The ticket
gained one million votes, so Coughlin left the air only to
comé back by "popular request.' Hie tirades continued
thfough'l937—8, but with the rising tide of prosperity due
to the preparedness program, his market dwindled and he
graduvally faded away.

To this overt anti-Semitlsm was added the continued
discrimination in the middle-class professions which were
hit very hard during the depression,lo The importance of
this phenomenon 1is that here was native Amerlcan anti-
Semitism..,overtly expressed in great quantity for the first
time in'American history. It was native, because 1t was

made in America, by Americans, for American consumption.

And as has been seen from the million votes and the magazine
éubscriptions, 1t wag consumed. This phenomenon should not
be surprising in view of the changed conditions in soclety--

the great frugtrations unleased by the depression, the great

merket for bigotry. What were the Jewish reactions to this
anti-Semitism as the Jewlsh community was Jolted from its
gecurlity--not only by the depression iteelf or by the
Spectacle of Hitler, but by bigotry in 1ts ;wn red, white, .i
and blue backyard? This problem will be examined in |
Chapter VIII.

It has been observed that different soclial conditions
Create different characteristics and problems within the *4;
Jewish community. This basic axiom of historiography ex-—

Plaing the great change in the nature of American Jewlsh com-
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munlty of the thirties. From the social goll of the

twenties grew a Jewlsh communlty of prosperity, of de-
centralization, of harmony, of little concern with native

or distant anti-Semitism. But the soqial goll of the
thirties.was very different. So there were vast changes
within the Jewlsh dommunity: from prosperity to poverty

~and partial recovery, from de-centralization to centraliza-
tion, from harmony among Jews to bitter tensionsg, from

little concern with anti-Semitlsm abrbad to Adolf Hitler, from
no avert and gerious American anti-Semitism to Pelley and
Coughlin!

The remainder of this etudy will deal with the questlon:
How did the different classes of Jews react to these problems
that guddenly cohfronted them?...t0 the centralization, the
Depresslon, the New Deal, the preparednesgs program, the intra-
Jewlsh tensions Hitler, native anti-SB8emitism. This gtudy
will conclude with an examination of three 1deologles that
tried to meet the needs of the Jews during this perlod:

Communlam, Zionism, and Judaism.,
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V. JEWISH REACTIONS TO THE AMERICAN ECONOMY: 1929-1939.

The ideological reactlons of the various Jewish groups
to the depression itgelf (1929~1932), to the New Deal (1933~
1937), and to the Recession and Preparedness program (1937-
1939) shall first be examined. This will be followed by an
analysis of the attitudes regarding centralization of the
Jewish community.

Questions that would occur when deal;ng with the re~
actions of the Jews to the changlng Amerlican economy are:

Ig there any pecuvliarly Jewish reaction? Do the Jews, he-
cauge of thelr being in the minority and therefore being
more susceptible to the travalls of the crisis, do they have
e keener perception of the economy than do their non-Jewish
clags counterparts? A religionist may be concerned with the
theory that Judaism hag given the Jews & keener view towards
social justice. A culturist may say that this perception
lles 1n'the gplrit of democracy that pervades Jewlsh custonms
and moresg.

When one examines the Jewlsh reactions to the economy
ih the thirties, he sees that with very slight deviation the
Jews follow the American economic class line. That very
slight deviation seems to be due to the large proportion of
lmmigrants with proletarian ideolbgies that compose Jewlish
labor and social welfare groups. But let the evidence speak
Tor itself. During the Depression period (1929-1932), what
did each group think to be the cause of the depression, what

was the general tone of its comment and what immediate reme-
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dies did the group advocate before the New Deal had begun?

The German-background businessmen (American Hebrew)

maintained for the public at any rate the front of optimlsm
“through 1930 and 193L:

We believe that the so-called depresslon will be short-
lived and that the country with its excellent recupera-
tive po¥ers will be in excellent shape within a few
" months,

Present problems (are) not from weakness, but from
the profound strength of our country. Tlme has
always been a great %ealer, and 1t is no different
in the stock market.

- By the Summer the crash of last October and 1ts
effects will be pretty much out of the picture.3

3
e And in 1931:
g

N We face 1931 with a spirit of optimiem grounded ln
?“" our past and in the falth we have in tBe economic
. and cultural. soundness of our country.’

. In November:

Whatever the cause of the setback that has hlt so
many so hard, virile Americe will not long indulge
in lamentation. Though, alas, too many are Jobless,
the world 1s still on the Job and the universe spln-
ning in its groove.

And even in March, 1933:, oublisher David Brown admlits that
he is optimistic and that America will come out of this de-
bression, because it came out of the others,6

From these éxamples we see not only optimism but also
the belief that the cure is in the very virllity of America,
in the past, and in a universe which will continue spinning

in its groove, The charge that America is indulging in

lamentation indicates that the cause i1s emotional, 1s one

of undue fear. And in 1932, Brown believed that the cause

1y the worker) of buying! The length of the depression has a

lay to a great extent in the fear of the consumer (especial-
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teloge relationship to the psychology of the worker." It
geems that there 1s some unemployment and this instille
fear in the worker. He 1g so afrald that he cuts down hils
living expenses and buys less. This only makes further
unemploymentn7 And this is unfortunate because capitel--
and this means, the people--suffer. For "Induvstry today,
 great public utilities, raiiroads,,are all being flnanced
by the people of modest means .’

But what should be done for the depression? Industries
ghould exp&nd.8 The government should not interfere with
buginess; in fact, the decline in grain and cotton in 1930
was due to the interference of the Farm Labor Soard which
refused to let the law of supply and demand operate¢9 In
1931 with more unemployment, 200 million fér relief purposes
was favored. This might even start the wheeéls of business o gf
turning.

It ig very clear that here 1g the upper middle~class

point-of-view. The view of investors...blg investorg. And

the German-background Jewse who had accumulated money for

two generations or more would naturally have this view of

The depresesion. It flows quite logically from theilr posi-

tion in society. Neilther the epirit of the prophets nor

their minority status increased their understanding of the

plight of society. WNaturally they espoused the theory of

fear, the brave public optimlism, the faith in the nature of

America and in the past repeating itself, aﬂd the remedy of _ | i

enewed confidence of investor and worker. All of thege

attitudes we can find in the non-Jewigh counterpart of this
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class position. The members of the Chamber of Commerce were
the most successful businessmen in America with accunula-
tions sufficient for considerable investments. Their presi-
denﬁ, Silas H. Strawn, in one statement capsulizes all of

the views Jjust given in the American Hebrew:

Nations and individvaels all over the world are l1n
a state of nervous hygteria...What ls needed mogt
1s the restoration of confidence. Why should we
not have this confidence? We have had at least
gseventeen of these cycles of depressions in the
last 120 yearse. The depression of 1837 was, in i
meny respects, much worge than this and lasted i
five years...While I would not minimize present

conditions, I feel very strongly that we are em-
phagizing too much the evil factors and that we

are overlooking the great natural resources of our
country and the splendid courage and enterprjse of
our people...let us awaken in ourselves the lLatent
spirit of our forefathersg...let those who are com-
plaining of their lot here go to some other country
and gee how much better off we are than the people
of any other nation on earth.

Let us. cease to whine about depression and N
devote ourselves to the diligent performance of i
our dally duties, confident that the day ls not ‘
far off when the sun will agaln begln to capt.1ts
warm rays upon a heppy and prosperous people.
(Italice Mine)

The Eastern European middle-class had not been 1in
America long enough to accumulate large sums for that in-
vestment in the large industries...which would virtually
give them the view-point of those large industries. How~ , i
ever, many did lose thelr new-Tound gains and when they |
were hit were sent back down into the lower middle-class,
But this was the fate of much of the American "new middle-
clagg,! |
It 18 now necessary to distinguish further between

the economic roles of the Eastern Europeang and the Jews
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of German background: In hig sociological analysis of

the White Collar, M1lles distinguishes between the old

middle~class (established merchants, some of whom have
been pushed out by the centralization trend) and the new
middle-class (white collar people on salarieg~-managers,
salaried profeselonals, salespeople, office workers), Be-
cause of the newnesg of Fagtern Huropean Jews to the
Amerlican economy, most of them would fall into the new
middle~clags (while a few were able to work themselves up
to the "old"). The Jews of Germen background are, of
course, members of the old middle-class. Stressing that
the mlddle-clagses are too heterogeneous to have any unity
of gsoclal philosophy, Mills does make disgtinctions accord-
ing to the economlc roles of members of those middle-
clagees:

In matters of wages and social policiles, new
-mlddle-clags people increagingly have the attitude

of those who are given work; old middle-class

people s8tlll have the attitwde of those who give
it...5mall businessmen, especially retallers,

fight chain stores, government, and unions—-under

the wing of blg business. White collar workeres,

in go far as they are organized in unions in all
eseentials are under the wage workers. Thus old

and new middle-classes become shock troops for

other more powerful and_articulate pressure blocs

in the political scene.ll

It may be concluded from a generai analysis of American
soclety that the Eagtern Kuropean Jews-~-being in the new
middle-class having little controlling interests in corpora-
tlons, would (as Mills puts it) have the "attitude of those

who are given work.,"

The very meager evidence availlable for the period, 1929- .
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1932, points in this direction., Opinion is non-goclialiset

12 1% attacks the

but very friendly to Normen Thomas.
Republican platform of 1932.13

' The counterpart of Opinion in the non-Jewish world
was the Nation. In fact, Horace Kallen and Ludwig Lewlsohn
wrote for both. The liberal middle-class view at this time
was drifting to the Left. But a question and answer game
between Norman Thomas and Qgwald Garrigon Villard showed
that the middle-class was friendly to sociallsm but still
olung to Hobson's theoriles of economics: Just put more
spending power in the hands of those who will buy-~here is
the volce of the underconsumptionists who would soon spear-
head the New Dea1014

This class will be analyzed in greater detail. during
the New Deal period when evidence was more abundant,

‘The neo-Orthodox manufacturers and financlers of New
York and their appendages were at the top of a social
pyramid of Eagtern European Jews organized in a loose com~
munity of many small organizations run on a shoe-string
basis. It hae already been noted how the Forum bemoaned
the plight of these organizations. But here again informe-
tlon is gparse: a letter to the editor advocates the Sab-
batical Year as an answer to unemployment--a clear case of
ldeology digtorting reality.15 More characterigstic of the

EEEEQ'S vliew of the :depression are numerous articles which

Wwill be examined in the New Deal period. For now, no con-

Clusiong at all,
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What were the attitudes of the socilal welfare workers?

The heterogeneous character of thelr group naturally gives
rise to many different views. There is the repentant busl-
nessmen who has backed soclal welfare work—-he ls repentant
but hag some optimism: This 18 not our worst depression,
sald Louls Kirstein of Filends. "Sooner or later revival
gsete in and...even prosperity returns.'" Businessmen should
gtudy thelr own productive schedules wlth more care.l6
Rabbl Edward I. Israel advocates permanent preventives for
unemployment: how? By employing everybody for fewer hours.,
This~-as8 shall be geen--lg the Hillman plan. Jogeph SBchlosg-
berg presents the laborer's view.l7 Finally, a regolution

of the Natlonal Conference of Jewlsh Socilal Bervice

views the present economic siftuation ag an OppoIr=-

tunity for, and an obligation on, the socisal o
economic, and political leadership of this country N
to re-examine and if necessary to modlfy our social

structure, so E%at human life and happiness...be

net destroyed.

Further examples of the wlde range of attitudes will be

noted when the New Deal period 1sg analyzed. The same range

of solﬁtions are found in the non-Jewlsh agenclies. The

Bduibbs Bhorter Hours Plan i1s halled as a product of en—

lightened business,l9 and Russei Smith advocates preparilng

for slumps during prosperity through unemployment insurance

and long-range planning by induatry.zo The Rusgslan Five

Year Plan is halled, for there everybody is working, and

Hoover!'s plans are deemed insufficient,zl S0, it would

séem that Jewlsh and Gentile social workers during these

three years had the sanme range of reactlions. Conclusions

will be pogtponed until evidence from the New Deal period .
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ig dlscussed,

Invthe reactlons of labor from 1929 through 1932, there
1s'a clear digtinction between the conservative and radical
views iﬁ the labor camp. (Sufficient information 1ls not
available for a comparieon of the Jewish sub-groups within
the working clags.) It is enlightening to examine what
the labor sgpokesmen considered to be the cause of and the
cure for the depression. There is either bagic confugion
or knowlng deception in the discussion of the causes of
ecrises., AT one time the leaders tell thelr workers that
the ceause 1s the capitalistic eystem with its ovefproduction
and technologleal unemployment. Unemployment 1s due "to
the rapid advance of technology (and)...congtantly lncreasing
output.,"22 That 18 what Juptlce was saying. Along the
geme line, the Advence claimed that depression would no

longer produce prosperlty because technologlcal unemployment

‘means that progperity will return fewer and fewer people to

work 23"

Bix months later the Advance stated that the depression
was not dve to overproduction but to underconsmmp’l:j.on12LP
This implies the whole capitalistic school of inflationary
economicé.25 And it 18 on the basis of un&erconsumptioﬁist
theories that social reform later replaéed radical trang-
formation of soclety as the labor program,

Regarding the remedies for the crisis there were two

8lmilar divieions of opinion. Following from the view that

the cause of the crisie lay in the social system, public works
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woas dliscounted as Yo golution of the problem which isg ln-
herent in our socilal system."26 (But in the same breath a
six hour day and a five day week and unemployment insurance
would be gome aid). In edltorials the dominant opinion
favored a re-working of the whole economy:

(We need) socialization of the products of humen
ingenuity.27

No humanitarian point of view can pogsibly Justify

a system that breeds poverty because that system

algo creates millionalres who cast some of thelr

gurplus bread upon the waters...The existing order

with 1ts chaotic distribution of wealth by the inter-

play of chance, chlcanery, oppression and submissive-

ness, ;s’an'abaurdity and 1is 1pde£ensible fgem thgs

viewpoint of economic sense and ordered progress,
Charles Ervin, a consistently radical columnist well into the
New Deal, blasted Republican and Democratic platforms and
sald that labor will be the loser no matter who is nominated.>”
And the Advance's editorial policy in 1932 wasg pro-soclalist
in the election! Clarence Darrow's remark that he favored
Roosevelt because of four years of Hoover was (according to
the editorial) like the man who sald he preferred stale bread
becauge he had Just drunk four cases of hooch. The alterna-
tive to bad hooch 1g good whiskey-~-not stale bread!BO

Despite the offlelal soclallistic ldeology of the unlons
during the depression perilod, Sidney Hillman and Jacob
Potofeky came up with concrete programs that were anything
but gocialistic, The Hillman Plan, that eventually sent
Hillman to the c&nference rooms with the Chamber of Commerce to
plan the NIRA, advocated "gtaggered employment," shorter work

days and hours, unemployment insurance from the funds of in-

dustry, and e Board of Industry for long-range planning.Bl




88

Potofsky's program added to this high wagés, public works,
32

and housing projects. These liberal soclal reforms were
the stale pieces of bread that were being offered when good
whiskey was really needed...according to what the Advance
had previously told the workers.

What conclusions can be drawn from these conflicting
views? It is known thet the Jewish workers were largely
from the socialist (Bund or Labor Zionist) groups of Bastern
Zurope. But thelr leaders we also know became leaders in
the anti-socialist New Deal. Would 1t not be a logical
policy of wunion leaders (who for whatever reasons had more
ﬁiddle—class views) to write about the evils inherent in
our soclety, to say that only a radical transformation
could do any good at all?,,,.this they must say to keep
the support of the workers. But to be true to their more

niddle-clagg attitudes and to gain lmportant positions in a a W‘

capitalistic society,:poaitions in keeping with their un-
»doubtedfabilities (ané perhaps to give temporary alleviation |
to some workers)--they must talk out of the other side of
thelr mouths in terms of underconsumption and must launch a é
respectable program of soclal reform, This they were doing §
while the official policy of their periodicals wasg sociallst, |
Exactly the same trend can be seen in the non~Jewisgh |
unions. True, socialist esentiment was stronger among Jewish
workerg than aang non-Jewlsh workerg-~because only a small W*
pPercentage of the general American proletariat was fresh from
European sbcialist movementsg whereag, practically all of the

Jewish workers had Just emlgrated from such movements in

|
1
|
]
i
!
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Eastern Lurope. 1In the American Federationist, edited by

William Green, official organ of the AFL, are found gtate-
ments-of the capitalistic underconsumptionlst theorlies:

The purchasing power of consumers will determine the
level of production. [8ince thls power has dropped, ]
buginess must turn ite attention to the deliberate
development of consumer buylng power in order to
restore and maintain prosperity. Every employer,
public or private, who cuts wages 1sg working agsainst
revival of business and a restoration of productlon
activity.

Tt would seem that Green could arfford to be less radical in
his publications than eould the ACWA or ILGWU since he had
a much smaller percentage of radicals in his unlons. How-

ever, before the 1932 AFL Convention Green spoke radlcal

words that shocked the New York Times and pleased the

left-wing publishers of Labor Age when he made the following

statement concerning the six hour day and five day week: ; ﬁ

The world must know we must be given it 1n responsee o
to reason 0£ we will secure it through forceg of % p
gome kindl34a |
But by and large ggﬁggﬁégg was digsatiefled with Green's 3 &15
analysis and claimed that capitalism was collapsing. The “
only answer of capltalism is wage cuts, and these will only
deepen the crisis; "Across the whole industrlal world fallg Lo
the ghadow of Karl Marxe"Bub 2 ‘%y
As the New Deal is followed to its conclusion four
indices of opinion will be used: attitude towards the
New Deal in its early days and then in 1935-36 when certaln
segments of the éopulation were hostile to 1t; awareness of

the failure of the New Deal during the recession and eagerness

to Jjoin the preparedness program, N
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It will be recalled that the "old middle-class" Jews
of CGerman backgroﬁnd echoed the volce of the Chamber of
Commérce_(or viga-versa). And in 1933 as the American

s et L

Hebrew wes shifting to the New Deal position. David Brown

attacked the opponents of the NRA with thelr stand-pat

35

capltalism of another dayl- And Brown is all praises for

Hugh "Boek-in-the-nose" Johnson036 Brown admlts having

"been a Hooverilte-Republican but explains thet he has been
pleasantly surprised by Roosevelt°37 Then begins the
ldolization of Roosevelt that was to continue throughout
" the thirties as thé Hitler menace grew: "This 1s incon-
travertible: the Roosevelt Americaniem has revived the
dead principle of the United Btates as a Refuge for the
Oppressed and 1s making 1t live again."38 i e
In the stormy years of 1935-6, when H. L. Mencken in | i

the American Mercury was leading hils last barbed attacks...

ageinst Roosevelt ("Qﬁacks are always friendly and ingratia-

ny 39

tingvfellowsan. on behalf of the groups mentloned above

(steel and chemical industries, chain stores, individuals

connected with these interests, wealthy men who wanted a 1  }
decreage in taxes, people living off fixed incomes, ete,)—- ’: .
he gpoke for many Jews in the old German middle-class. Not N
Tor all, by any means, because as Mills points out, "the

political psych@logy of any socilal stratum ls influenced

by every relatlon 1ts members have, or fall to havé with

2l

other gtrata...! And there wasg great diverslty, even in

the 0ld middle-clagses. Still, many members of the old
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middle~class would naturally oppose the New Deal at this
time, They posseséed the reserve of middle-class wealth,
They were the people more clogely affiliated with the larger
corporations., They were the businessmen in real estate and
retailing who were now in relatively sound flnencial condl-
tions., Some were living on fixed iﬁoomes from an accumula-
tion of capital (they wanted to stop the inflation). And,
.{; as Milla pointed out, the members of this group would tend

, U
to have the attitude of those who give Jobs. 1

There 1g very little evidence to throw light on this

concluslon, The German Jewlsh dependence on Roosevelt be—

cauge of the Hitler tragedy may very well have affected the

views of many in favor of the New Deal. The American Hebrew

edltorially took no sides in the election. Some wealthy Jews ; |
J1%e) ‘
of this class campaigned on Landon's behalf. 2 James Warburg

in his Hell Bent for Election calls the New Deal socialism§43

An American Hebrew columnist opposes Roosgeveltls Supreme

Court Plan as he praises Governor Lehman for not swallowing

~"the court reform plan, hook, line, and sinker, for the

Ll

sake of good old democracy."

There is no record of this group's endors;ng the pre-

paredness program--desplte the Hitler menace to the Jews—-—

ny sooner than did the Gentile old middle-class. In 1937

the American Hebrew hailed the appeagement policy of Leon
Blum: Ingtead of Yaggregsion,
Blum proposes to reverse the process and to pull

the Hitler fangs in the international scene with 45
kindness and conciliation, That is the Jewish way.
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But as the International Chamber of Commerce was told that

The potential strength of the peace~loving nation
1g the essentia% gtabllizing influence in the
world today...4

and that

the super-nationalism which seeks & self-contalned
economy as the greatest good (is) ungound. . .*0

the American Hebrew gradually came over to a policy of filrm-

nesg towards Hitler. A Unlted States preparedness program
would maké the Fasclsts think twice before beglnning a wareu7

The abundant evidence warrants the conclusion that the

attitudes of the old middle-class Jews were based on thelr

soclal positions. From their view of the early depression

that so exactly paralleled the Chamber of Commerce state-

ments to their riding the waves of the preparedness program,

there 18 & view-point in consglsteney with their class pPosi-~ | o
tion. There 1s also a mlsunderstanding of goclety's greatest
problem, a misunderstanding that flowed from thelr gocial é j
statvs. After all, the mogt prosperous elements of the 1 ;
middle;class—nthose who had the reserves to come out of |
the crisis with something--would naturally not see. flaws.

in the capltalistic system. Because of the frustrations con- N

fronting them, they might shout a1l the louder its virtues.

Perhaps their being Jews even re-inforced their faith in the

existing order! For as integrated Jews of the upper middle—

class, their pattern of Jewish life wes directed ftowards

N L) .
the proposition: Amerlcan soclety 1is our galvatlon; as we

integrate into American soclety, we can share itg magnifi-

cent prosperity. If they should belleve for a moment that i

American capitelism was in any serlous diffieculty, they would
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“undermine thelr whole pogition as American Jews and would

be wlthout & Jerusalem.

What were the attitudes of Kastern European new middle
classéé during the New Deal? Of course along with the
majofity of Amerlceans they supporied the 1933 New Deal
program,48 Opinion was very synmpathetic to technocracy
and claimed thaet Roogevelt and the NRA were moving towards
thé goals énﬁisioned by the teohnocﬁats.49 As seen above,
technodracy was a vegue and messianic brand of economics
that for a while attracted the liberal middle-clags and
engineerg, These groups were hard hit by the depression:
especlally the new middle-elass which 1s often victim to

chaln stores and other centralizing forces. So when security

was badly shaken in America, & new gsoclety was envisioned

through a gort of bourgeols radicalism. The same trend is - ;M
found in the Nation. However after devoting many articles | “W

to examination of technbcracy, The Nation declded that this

. . r‘ 0
pseudo—-economlcs wag all "scrambled eggs."J

When some segments of the populatlion turned against the
New Deal, the liberal new middle-clesses remained loyal,

In 1936, Bernard Richards wrote in the Jewlsh Spectator

about "Roosevelt-~Friend of the Oppressed' and Lewlsohn
in the same issue called hls voice "the voice of reason,

humanity, and authentic hope."sl Even as did The Nation.

Regarding the preparedness program, The Congress Bulle-

E;Q mainteined that "the United States does not turn mili~

tarist because the President demands a greater air force
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and equipment for a minimum army." Thle waes on Armlstice

Day, 1938. The Nation had slready advocated the casgh-and-

carry program5%..despite the cries of Oswald Garrlson
Viliard who saw very clearly the relation between the
recegsion and the re—armament. He even quoted the Roose-
velt of 1936:

[Employment through armement] is false employment,

1t builds no permanent structure and creates no

consumers' goods for the maintenance of a lasting

prosverdity. We know that nations gullty of these
follies inevitably face the day when elther thelr
weapone of destruction must be used against thelr
nelghbors or when an unsoynd economy like a house

of cards will fall apart.

The evidence shows that the Jewish new middle-~class
followed generally the seme lines as the non-Jewlsh, Ir
anything, they seemed a little more nailve with thelr gullible
acceptance of technocracy., More impoftant is the eagerness i i
for preparedness. Because of the keenness with which they ﬂ’
felt the Hitler tragedy, the Villardian element was absent
in their counsels. T

In what way did their social position prevent thelr
having a more accurate picture of what was happening to
them? The middle-class is the baby of capitalism. A child
may become rebellious towards his father, but few children
run away from home...even under the worst condltlons. Even . L
in Germeny when the house was about ready to fall down,  the
middle-class rallied around Hitler to prevent the proletarlat

)
from taking over., For, the glory of the new middle-class
18 his white collar and desk. He 1s liberal, because he

wants the continuatioh of this society in which he 1is doing

80 well, in which he does not have to fall to the status of
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worker. DBecause he suffers more in & depression, he 1ls

1Likely to look desperately for radical solutions within

the framework of his society. He might even mouth soclalistlc-
‘?4 gounding phrases as he goes on his duest. But he would never
!32 develop a program that would basically change the struecture

of his soclety. He is content with a utoplan idea called

techocracy. For despite the radlcal phrases, the ultlimate
1t has Just found its place in the sun--this commitment pre-
cludes serious acceptance of an economic ideology that would

- call into question the basis of the existing soclety.

The Jewlish Forum presents the views of the Eagtern-—

_¢f European neo-Orthodox menufacturers, small creditors and
real estate agents of New York City. No general publication

repregenting the sanme (non-Jewish) class was avallable.

|

1

|

|

|

|

B

commitment of the new middle-class to the system in which

[ What caused the depression? In a fantastic article 1in

l the January, 1936 Forum, a yiddishist-midrashlst-economist
discusses the crisis, and the article reads like a page from
the Soncino Talmud. It seems to be an attempt to lay the
blame on a group of large property-owners and blg bankersg-—-
not on the manufacturers, smaller credltors, and labor.

(Thig sounds as though 1t was written for worker congumption) .

He first telks about "the so-called ‘upper-strata' of soclety,
the property or;landwowners." Then he throws in from Midragh
Rebba a homily about the land-owner Caln versus the good
producer, Abel. These Cain-ites..."These lords of the land

withhold the opportunity of using (money) intensively until

g
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capital and labor are compelled to give up the lion's share
of the future products for the mere permigsion Jointly to
prodﬁce wealth." Through high taxes the government then
takes too much of the wealth that 1s produced. Therefore,
Jewsl(capital and labor) should unite against the property
clags and the government. Who are thege property classes?
Do they own property which the producers must rent? Or are
they the bankers and holding companies who have power over
" the opportunity of using money." Probably they are the
latter, as the author condemns them: "The go-called owners
of these opportunities create ficititious booms gullefully
to entice the simpletons to invest thelr lagt savings in
thelir lrlol_étzl.r:lgs."51'"p 8o, the bankers and the - government be-
come ecapegoats for the depression.

Remember thet this was written in 1936 when textile
manufacturers whose workers were rapldly organizing and
demanding higher wages were viewing the New Deal with less
favor. Also manufacturers would naturally be hostile to blg

bankers on whom they were dependent for credit. Furthermore,

_small'oreditors were now at a great disadvantage compared

with the big bankers with thelr large accumulations. But
the Egggm was, of course, enthuslastic about the early pro-
gramg of the New Deal, In fact, the ldea of a five-day
week (the NRA) had 1ts origins--says the Forum--in Jewleh
clrcles: a Dr. gam Friedmen brought it to the attention of
the AFL.55 In addition to the NRA, the Torah was spoken of
as a éolution to the economic problems: When Isracl 1s at

home with the Torah,then will their problems be solved¢56
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The existing gocial system 18 never questioned. ginece

tpade will always reward the 1ndustriouvs and deny those

1ecking in industry, the problem of interaction between

wealth and property will always be present. gince there

will always be rich and. poor, the poor should not be

Wenvious of the possesslons of the rich," and the rich

ghould no%t be "self-centered and greedyo"5/ The proletariat

I
. ahould not lose hope: &as Rabbi Jung put 1 t~-hereditary

proletarianism ghould be an impossiblility; this 1s the

meaning of the Jubilee Year.5 This seemg to be & call

N fo the worker not to collapse into proletarian ideologies.

Dr. H, I. Schenker writes that all current political pro-

grams are simply cateh phrases to ease {the poor man's goul.

What is needed, he 8a8ys, 18 improvement of the ethicel in-

dividual:

Superman, 1in the Biblical sense, entere into the
formation of & supercommunity: the supercommunity
enters into the formation of & gupernation; and &
gupernatlion perves a8 the nucleus for & guper-

humanity--that ig, 1n short, the Judalc gcheme of
soclal Justice. ‘ .

- Regarding preparednessd, the Forum gaid of Roogevelt's

 Chicego speech that & igpeat service has been rendered

humenity." And from that point on the Forum gupported

preparedness,

It is evident that these attitudes flowed from the

class position of the manufacturers, and small creditors of

)
New York. They are in control of & large decentralized

orthodox comnunity. To keep control, they must be sure that

the masses do not lose faith in Orthodoxy and that they do

1
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nof turn td_irreligious ideologies that would take them
- away from the Orthqdox institutions and that would under-
mine the capitalist system. Consequently, a whole serles
of - explanations and distortions of reality. The depresgion
15 caused by nelther capital nor by labor (they are united),
buﬁ by some "property clages . The American system l1s
etefﬁal; since there will always be gconomic inequality.
Sociél, programng are not the answer (they were in 1933
but were not in 1935). But if men are good individuals
(the rich should be good rich and the poor should be good
poor) and'follow'the Torah, then they will be happy. The
role played by HaPoel HaMizrachl in this whole scheme wlll
"~ later be examined.
Tt will be recalled that the Jewish "professionals!
from 1929-1932 had an extremely eclectic view of the de- ?~ a
pression-—-go many interests were bound up with Jewish social
welfare work. (And 1t was éeen that this held true for the
corresponding non—Jewiéh group) . Throughout the New Deal
there was the same phenomenon of eclecticlem.
Louis Kirstein of Filene's, after urging Jewish support
of the New Deal, gives an interestling reasgon: f :é_
T think that it is paerticularly fitting for Jews %to ‘
help in this program because certalnly the NRA has
done a great deal for the industry in which so many
Jews are interested and engaged in, and that 1gs the
needle industry, and the distributive trades, to say
nothing of the great good that has been accomplished
in eliminat%on of aweat shops.6
This was the old middle-class in January, 1934, |

Tn June of that year the new middle-classes are addressed

and encouraged by Morris Krugman. In true new middle-class
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...6nginesrs and economists are Just beglnning to
realize that they are working towards the same ends.

He then enéourages the white collar workers: Wholesale
redirection' of vocations will no% be necessary, for "when
employment opportunlities occur agaln, the proportion of
white collar workers to others will probably be greater
than 1t hag been 1in thé past,“62

There is also the pessimiam of the detached academic
theorlst:"

.o.capltalism cannot solve 1ts own problems of em-
ployment (and) has entered into a stage of contra-
ction', therefore. Those that don't like the word
icontraction' call it'stabilizatlion.'...The NRA 1Bas.s
a sort of return to the gulld psyehology. It is &
manifestation of & scarclty consclousness, and per-
haps that scarcity consclousness is there with very ;
good reason. Lt ls an intelligent attitude, because, ‘ ;i
as I look upon it, I think that capitalism hag seen

its begt days.

But socialism will not be next:
T do not share that optimistic view, I look upon the |
modern western world as a soclety which if the world b
were governed by logic, would have to go on to ‘ -
qocialism but the world, not being governed by logic,
but by psychology and by the fear of strong vested
interest groups, I am afrald that the trend or the
next egtep does not lie in the dig%otion of soclalism
or communigm, outside of Russila.
And so the academic world has gone left.
What would be the attitudes of that group of immigrant
gocial workers and federation heads who gpearheaded the
Recongtructionist movement? Dependent on gsupport of the
)
Jewish communlties, these federations suffered tremendously
during the depresslon. Halarles had to be cut to such an
extent that a threatening #pank-and-file movement grew up among Lo

the workers. The financial reports and probléms of the federa-
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tions told them that the New Deal was not succeeding. The
groupe furthermore were in élose touch wlth'the relief needs
of America., Since they were in touech with the vast number

of unemployed, they had an lncreaged awereness of the fallures
of the New Deal. And finally, the fleld of soclal work wag
often entered by Jews from an Eastern European proletariat
background or by academiciang from the YIVO historical
school-~guch ag Abraham Duker. Duker was on a committee with
Harry Barron and Nathanlel Bronstein and ofhers, a commlttee
that drew up a paper at the Practitioners'! Begslon of the 1935
National Conference of Jewish SBocial Service. In view of the
influehces noted above, the following skepticism towards the
New Deal might be expected:

s o sAfter two years of the New Deal, we can see that

this attempt to benefit the forgotten man and bual-~

ness has resulted only in bringing benefits to in-

dusgtrial owners...

Profits and dividende of the large industrial

concerns were not only safeguarded, but increaged

ag much as 600 percent in 1934 over 1932, In con-

trast to this we find that during thls perliod the

(real) wages of the industrial worker declined...

Speed-up and mechanization heve further intensified

the problem of unemployment and have helped con-~

slderably in swelling the number of unemployed. In

agriculture under the New Deal we find the lowering :
~of income, reduction of standards of living, in- |
creasge of tenancy, forced sales, mortgage indebted- ’
ness, and heavy taxes., Unemployment stood at 17,157,000

men, women, and young workers in November, 1934,

This %ﬂ 800,000 more than the estimate for November,

1933.

An examiha tlion of The Reconstructionlst glves abundant evi-

dence of this group's views. What do they want?

s 0.8 thoroughgolng change in our socisel and economlc
order,..egtablishment of a cooperative soclety, the
elimination of the profit system and the public
ownership of all natural resources and hasle in-
dustries .05
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Meanwhile, however, they will struggle with labor for more
equal distribution of the lncome of industry. 8o a radical
program is to be achieved through reformist measures--but
true reforms, not the fakemrefbrms of the New Deal.

The Reconstructionistes reverse the pattern of the old
middle clagses with the latter's initial support and léter
attack against the New Deal. The avid disapproval of the
Reconstructionlst glves way by 1937 to acceptance and even
support of the New Deal program. Roogevelt isg unpacking

the Court, cries the Reoonstructionist.66 And the socilal

Justicg committee of the Rabbinic Assembly, & commlttee com-
posed mostly of Reconstructionists, admits that the New Deal
1g often inconsgistent but should be supported because it 1is
in the right human ﬁpirit,67 Mr, Taylor of U, $. Steel 1s
hailed as "far-glghted'in his acceptance of the (IO organi za-
tion.68 #
The attacks againest the New Deal program have been ex-—
plained. But why this change in ettitude? It may be com=-
pared with the shift of many French Soclalists who supported
the Repuﬁlic when 1t was serlously threatened by the Catholilcs
and Monarchiéts in the last years of the 19th century during
the Dreyfus Case, They knew they would be crushed, should
the rightist elements gain control. In a gimilar manner,
the leftist groups rallied around the New Deal when 1t was
seriously attacked in 1936 and 1937, After all, these Re-
constructionists were not leaders of a movement that challenged
the present structure of society. They were part of the

capitalistic soclety, geining funds from that soclety and
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bestowing funds on 1ts victims. They did not want the
rightlst elements that would rob the middle-clasg gupporters
more efficlently than would the New Deal--they did not want
thos e lements to gain control, And as soon ag there was

the serious posgsibility that they would, the Reconstruction-
ists rallied to the support of the New Deal. Their most
"radical' goals were always %0 be achleved by reformist
methods, Other factors behind this change are offered as
conjectures., A complete awareness of the class conflict in
America is lacking as they nalvely hail U.8.8teel-—with 1ts
foreigy investments and surplus that enabled them to give a
1ittle to the unions—-—as "enlightened" and "far-sighted."
Thelr philosophy of a democratic organic, Jewish community
constantly minimizes clags conflict wlthin Jewish society.

At this time native American anti-Semitiem was opposed by

the New Deal, which more and more was becoming the symbol

of Jewlsh salvation. Little wonder then that the Recon-
structionista--wlth all their reasons for awereness of the

defects of the New Deal~-—turned from opposing it to support-

ing 1t with ardor,

The Recongtructionist was slow to shift away from 1ite

stand on neutrality. After the President's Chicago speech, 1t

stated:

Our real danger 1s that the interests that would profit
by our participation in the war, both those of Ameri-
cang and of forelgners, will be able to beguile ug
with plausible i1dealistic reasons for jJoining 1t. 9

Recognizing preparedness as an attempt to solve an economic

Problem:
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~ No economic crisls can be ag tragic %8 the death
of a single man on the battle fleld.

And of the poseible war:

(It will be a war of) ‘conflicting imperialilsms &gd
there is mighty 1little moral principle et stake, 0

After Munlch, thie attitude changes and the Ghrigtian
Centvry ls attacked for its pacifism:

If military aggression is a crime, then to invite
such aggression by milltary weakness 1s to make
onegelf in part responsible for the crime,..Until

the filasco of the Munich pect the Reconstruvctionist
favored a policy as ig now advocated by the Chrigtian
Gentury. |

But now America must be gtrong. This was Februvary 10, 1939.
Torn between awareness of the use of preparedness in
solving national economic problems in an ultimately un-
healthy way and the menace of Hitler to the world in

general and to the Jews in particular;~the Recongtructionlst

slowiy gave 1ts support to a gtrong Americe. Lying somewhere
in between the new middle-classes and the Socialigt organiza-
tlons on the political spectroscope, the Heconstructionlatg—-—
more duickly than the Socialists but more slowly than the |
hew middle~classes~«came to the support of the greatest
military effort of the American soclety. |

In the world of Gentile éocial work, there i1s the same
divergence of opinion ag 1n the Jewlsh group: New Dealer
Harry Hopkins addressed the National ConTerence of Social
Work in Detroit—-July, 1933,71 The radical voice was that

of Migs Mary Van Kleeck, whose fiery speech set the tone of
the 1934 conference: Soclal workers should dispel the 1l-
lusion thét-the New Deal ig trying to create. She.thus

Characterizes the New Deal: "How far must government yleld
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to the demand for change in -the status quo in order to
maintain the étatus quo?" We need, she said, a forn of
collegfivism that is neither fasclem or communism. Migs
Van Kleeck was dilrector of the department of industrial
gtudles at the Russel Sage Foundation. 5She found support
from a large minority at the eonferehce,72

"While there 1s no method of accurate measurement, 1t
appears that there was a smaller amount of radicellsm in
the‘ranksAOf Gentile social workers than in those of the
Jewish. Two. factors may aceount for this: The Gentile
federations recelved their backing not just from old middle-
classes but from big industrialists who were not hard hit by
the depresgion. 8o non-Jewlsh federation leaders were in
bettef financial condition than were the Jewish and were not so
llkely to see the inadequacieé of the New Deal. Furthermore,
the radical Influences of an Hagtern BEuropean proletérian
ldeology did not appear in the non-~Jewlsh group.

It has been demonstrated that the attitudes of the
" Jewleh professionals" flowed in large measure from their
soclal positions. Especially it was shown that Reconstruction-
ists becauge of theilr place in soclety were unable to malin-
tain a consistent view of goclety or of thelr problems; instead,
they chaenged as circumstances demanded of their group. And
Tinelly, that the peculier "Jewish' view in the case of
Jewlsh social workers ig due to social factors that did not
exist 1n.fhe cage of their non-Jewligh counterparts;

The Jewish workers, shall be analyzed in terus of the
lelowing sub-groups: Union leédershib, Labormzionists,

and socialist-antinationalists (Bundists). What were the




105

reactions of these groups to the New Deal and to the pre=-
parednegs program? What significant comparigons might be
arawn from the non-Jewlsh labor movement? (eg. why are
there so many liberal Jewish labor leaders?)
The dusl attitude of the union leaders from 1929 %o
1932 has been obgerved: an official socielism and yet a
gocial reform program based on underconsumptlonist theories.
Tt was gseen that the radical front was needed to keep the
gupport of the workers. But with the New Deal's labor
program and propaganda, it was finally posgible to drop
the pretense of radicalism and to hail the New Deal.
S%ill, from January through May, 1933, the volce of
Jacob still waes radical while the hands of Esau were clasping
the New Deal eagerly. Technocracy was looked upon as &
complete neglect of social and political power problems and
as a dlstracting influence from the real problem of how to
wrest social control from the anti-social elements (Thls would
make it seem that the new middle-classes welcomed the op-
portunity to dodge the real problem),73 While the Hillman
Plan for social reform wes being hailed on the editorial
page, Charles Ervin was writing (as 1f on behalf of the
forgotten workers) that Roosevelt does not understand that
the hull of the ship of state 1s too broken down for any
kind or patch-up job,74
In June, 1933, there 1s the first offlcial endorsement
of the New Deal--"an entirely new deperture from American

legislative practioa“75 The NRA was adopted, because the de~-

Presglon showed that if
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businessmen and bankers were left to lead thé country

to recover by theilr own wisdom and considerations,

there would never be any recovery.7g :
But surely Sldney Hillman, who had been let in the room to
gpeak for labor ag the Chamber of Commerce molded the NRA,
knew that i1t was the businegsmen who were behind the NRA and
the 1933 New Deal! The June issue was New Deal all-the-way.
Even Charles Ervin writes that 1f the workers organize well
ag a result of provision 7a, they will come out 6f the period
with gains in condl tions and wages.?7

It 1s from Ervin-~a labor intellectual--that we heér
the lasgt expressions of the old rédicalism. In October,
1933, he remarks that the Chamber of Commerce and the .
NationaivAssociatioh of Manufacturers have thelr new offices
in the NRA.78 And in Pebruary , 1934, he stresses that the
purpose'of the NRA 18 to re-create the pro-business condi~
tlons of the twentles-~the NRA is an uphill struggle.79

Hillman, meanwhile, argues that while the NRA may have
been meant asg aspirin, 1t will still help change the system;
that one should distinguish between whet was meant and what

will happen .80

In the Fall of 1934, Hillman was appointed
to the Ngtional Industrial Relations Board, And from 1935
o°n, the progress made by the New Deal was stressed.81 In
1936, progressive labor is committed to the re-election of
Roosevelt and even Charles Ervin wrote warmly of FDR's con-
vention speech.82

Now completely in the New Deal orbit, the Advance saw

the recession only as the result of not enough New Deal! "Ia
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1t possible that so soon the lessons of yegteryear are

forgotten!" Therefore, enact more labor legislation.83

And, 1in September, 1938, America should call the bluff of
the Fascists. There was all pralse to Roosevelt's "clear
and clean reaction té the German gangsferwgovernment's
gavage canmpalgn of destruction of the defenselegs Jews of
Germany.“84 It 1s intéreSting that the Hitler campaign
against the Jews wag not mentioned in the Advence until
non-Jews of the same class were ready to take up arms,

In the Workers Alllence there has béen noted a more
middle-class outlook than the more theroughgoing revolution-
ary anti-nationalism of the Bund. For the leadership of Labor
Zioniém was not composed entirely of workers., As was noted
in Chapter II, many members of the middle-class were very
prominent in the circle of leaders. Still 1t wae soclaligm,
and while Hillman was supporting the New Deal, the Frontier
sald in 1935 that a vote for the adminigtration was a vote
for a relief program and not for intelligent economic planning.85
The Ezggglgg‘bemoaned the fact that the soclalist vote wag
only a,protest.86 5t111 some Labor Zlonists supported
Roogevelt~-and these Labor Zionists were not onl& Reform

rabbis in the movement!'s leadership. The Labor-Zionist

Newsletter stated in 1937 that the New Deal should be supported
tgalnst reaction, as long as one 1s not fooled by the "amor-
bPhous gea of Rooseveltism."87

50 here was a much more firm soci&list reaction than

wad the fickle Reconstructionist attitudes. Still there is
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evidence of some compromise with basgic sociallst principles
egpecially in the latter New Deal. This can be explalned
by the part-middle-clage leadership and by the organizstional
needé of Labor Zionlsm that (since the beginning of the move-
ment) have caused it to minimize the working clags program,
Appendix 1 presents evidence for this conclusion., It is
glgnificant that this right-wing socialiset group follows
the left-wing capitaliet groups (Reconstructionists and new
middle-clasg) in a drift from radical talk (1933) to more
congervative theory (19371 For the New Deal was under
attack from the far Right. Then did the middle-clags ine-
fluence in Labbr Zionlem make itself clearly felt.

In 1939,'this group supports a "benevolent neutrallty.!

Military‘expenditures are approved, for they may inspire fear

in the fascist natione, Besides, the world 1s not black and N
white, and in the event of war, the democratlc couniries
should win.88 Again, a departure from the strictly sociallst
line, This departure was made with very expliclt qualifica-
tions by the Left Poale Zion group:

The struggle againgt fasclsem must...be permeated

with the gtruggle against capitalism. Although

the blade may temporarily be dulled by tactlical

motives, we must not for one single moment lose

sight of the fact that the final struggle 1s thg

gtruggle againgt capitalism, the evil of evils. 9
Stlll the departure was made.

In the Workmen's Cilrcle (1ts youth magazine, Call of

Youth and ite official Workmen's Call) there is found the
mogt conslstent social philosophy of all Jewlsh groups,
Consisteﬁcy does not prove truth, but at least the Circle

beging the depression with a radical revolutionary phllosophy
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and lg never drawn before the outbreak of World War 11
(along with the other leftlst groupe) into the New Deal
orbit., There wag very bitter gatire in the attltude
expreésed towards the New Deal: |

Bobby Shafto's gone CWA

Glad to work once more for pay
Will he get his Jjust deserts? 90
The answer, to be brief, is--nertz!:

Following are excerpts from the "Diary of a President's Cook®
by Larynx:

The President 1g in a very bad mood today, He
threw my wonderful desgert, lemon meringue with
whipped cream out the window., He said 1t tasted
= like cotton in his mouth. Can 1t be there is a
L textlle strike imminent?

The islands [Hawaiian] are in an uproar. A gus-

! piclous man was found wandering through the city.

! He claimed he was an American, but as he could

;o - not prove he wag working for the Bugar Interests,

- he hag been arrested and is to be deported.”’~ |
}

i

;

And in a more sober mood:

In its appralsal of the New Deal, youth must comprehend
that the NRA does not go to the roots, does not meet
the difflculties involved in capitalism: +the profit
motive and the failure to plan 1gdustr1al,enterprises
to meet the needs of the nation,”<

While 1t 18 stated in August, 1935 that "the recent
Supreme Court decilgion on the NRA burst the rising baloon
of progfeésive labor 1egislation,"93 this lapse into in-
consisﬁeney 1s cuickly corrected by a play entitled "Five
out of Nine Have It."

Hugheg: I am Big Chief Justice
Charley Evans Hughes
I'm gulte a reactionary
With very liberal views;
The dear old Congtlitutlon
At last has reappeared,
It really wasn't logt at all,
It was hiding behind my beard,
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Brandeis: And I am Louls Brandels
A liberal I'm gupposed to be
It never does you any good
Because 1'm in the minority.
Tt makes a perfect set-up
For Morgen and hig minionsg,
The messes are demanding bread ol
And they get dissenting opinionsl!

The intimation of the Brandels speech is significant since
1t showe the liberal and conservatives consplring agalnst
the people.

The Workmen's Call shows an accurate understanding of

the recesslon period:

.».the palliative measures enacted (by the New Deal) o
- d1d much to alleviate the suffering of the destltute...
and they undoubtedly did give a fillip to industry
which for a while :sent production levels soaring
and provided increasel employment and purchasing power
- for milliong--a not inconsiderable achlevement; butb
alas, his methods were nonetheleseg palliatives.
[The crash came] with punctual fidelity. :

Despite the illusion of purposeful actlvity so
ingenuously created by his tirades againast big busi-
ness, Roosevelt's policy in this second stage of the
New Deal is essentially one of drift. He has sub-
mitted no new legislation of importance in the past
month, nor is any in the offing. Hls positive measures
have been limited largely fto reducing relief appropria-
tiong and sky-rocketing armaments expenditures. The '
latter--a gop to heavy industry--may serve to relleve
economic distress, but at best it 1ls a temporary ex-
pedient which must inevitably lead to & new and nmore
precipitate decline and which enhances a thousand~fold 95
the danger of embroiling this nation 1n world conflict,

Following thie analysig of the relation‘between recesslon and
preparedness and in conslstency with the Workmen's Circle's
éntiunationalist ideology, Harry Gersh in January, 1939,
;attacks the “Dangefous Applauﬂe“Awith which the confused
Jewlsh'community greets Roosevelt's anti-Hitler speeches.
This bravado is gimply a means by which the American ruling
96

bPowers can edge the people Towards militarism.
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ThelWorkmen's Circle was the only Jewish group that
did not accept the preparedness program before the outbreak
of World War II. After the invaslon of Poland, there was
dissension in the ranks as to whether or not to support
preparedness: some sald the sociallsts could get con-
ceésions from the capltalists 1n return for thelr sqpportj9?
others countered that a victory for the Allles would mean
defe&t‘of revolution in the defeated natlonsg and continued
exploitation of ‘colonial people.98 The editorial policy
took eventually fthe former view.

In view of the social background of the Circle, it
would certainly be gxpected that this group would have the
most effective and consletent analyesis of the capitalist
system. A group enjoying few beneflits from the capltalist
gystem need not rationalize on that system's behalf., And
the Circle was workman born, bred, and led, with none of
the New Deal connections of the Advance and with none of
the middle~class leaders of the Alliance, The Circle was a
proletarian group of long-standing. While Labor Zionism
had to cooperate with Zlonist capitalist leaders in its quest.
for power ln the world Zionigt movement, the Bund did not have
2} similaf organizational need., Reality was harsh, and this
group wnderstood why. Should they develop a sucecessful
Positive program that would grant their leaders soclal status,
they would possibly go the way of all classes, But for
the New Deal period, their analysis~-whlile often oversgtated
énd satiricel--wag from a proletarian point of view, sound.

This does not mean that their understanding of all the pro-
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blems facing them wes sound (as shall be seen in the dis-
cussion of thelr answers to anti-Semitism) or that the
actions they advocated (for example, regarding the war)

were really in accord with the logical conclusions of their

views. But regarding the New Deal and its policies, the

Circle wasg in & position to know and to speak.

What was the attitude of the non-Jewish uniohs towards
the New Deal? The information aﬁailable to me was too.
aketchy to wearrant many conclusions. But 1t is clear that
the_AFL leadership (with Hillman) halled the NRA enthusiast1¢alw
ly:

" Ride on! To the stars throw thy pinions
With light of truth blaze thou the way,
Prgotain & new age, NRAIYS o
roclalm & e, !

But then the reason for this early and'open non-Jewlsh
New Dealism compared with Hillman's slow drift from radical-
ism has been noted: the different soclal composgltions of
the AFL and the ACWA. But Green, it will be recalled also
had his radicals to placate.loo

Much ls heard about radicalism in Jewish labor. It
lg true that there 1s suéh radicalism. But the reason
does ndt lie in the influence of Judaiem (most of the radical
workers are not interested in religion).. The reéson, ag hag
been geen, does lie in the soclal backgrounds of a Jewish
workingclasgs movement composged primarily of Bundists and
declassed Kastern European Jews.
| Thls concludes thé analysis of the reactions of the

different'groups of Jews to the depression and New Deal.

It has been shown that the attitudes of each group of Jews
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flowed directly from that group's social source. The

old middléuolass could not doubt the merit of the

system that had produced such prosperity and which had
bestowed so many palpable benefits; and go 1t spoke of
faith in America and opposged preparedness untlil the Inter-
national Chamber of Commerce condemned a “self-confained
econony" ag super-~nationalism. New York bankers and manu-
facturefs could blame neither manufacturers nor the workers
they employed, so they sald that the government and bankers
caused the depression and they usged a gtrong religious
ldeology to cover up the problems of society. The new
'middle~claas, the Reconstructlionists, and the Labor
Zionists (reading from right to left) all expressed varying
degrees of political ambivalence. They all felt keenly

the crisis and spoke of radical solutions. The new middle-
clagg, dependent on the existing order for its new~fouhd
status, was the first to support the reforms of the New

Deal. The Reconstructionists, although hard hit and in

touch with the needy, were moré reluctant but finally sup-
ported the New Deal. (In the final analysis their work
debended on the existing order and their organizations

would fare better under the New Deal than under the threaten-
ing reactionary forces). Last of the three to support
Roogevelt was the Labor Zionlst group: 1ts partialiy middle~

class 1eadérship, Institutional needs, and more emotional

gpproach for nationalism led this\group to deviate from a

8trictly socialistic approach, Only the Bund, workmen born,

bred, and led, followed a consigtently gocielist ideology.
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Thege are but examples of the evidences that polnt to the
conclusion that the attitudes of each group of Jews flowed
from that group's soclal source,

It has also been shown that the Jewish groups followed
the pattern of théir non-Jewish counterpgrts unless soclal
forces dictated otherwise! An example of the latter phe-
nomenon wag found in the labor groups that were composed
largely of immigrants with Eastern European revolutlonary
backgrounds, Similarly, more radicalism among Jewlsh
gocial agencieg may be due to lmmigrant backgrounds and

the poorer financial condition of Jewish organizations,

This exemination of the Jewish reactions to the
economy of the thirties will be concluded by a discussion
of the trend towarde centralization. Much has been sald
with migleading oversimplification concerning the "well-known
trend' towards centralization in the Jéwish communlity. Tﬂis
generallty has been used to Jjustify the establishment of an
organic Jewish community and to show the inevitabllity of
large organizations run by & few men, Commitment to a cer-
taln social pattern may affect an analysils of the trend;
this study will attempt objectivity. The first general mig-
conception is that there is one single trend towards centraliza-
tlon! Actually, there are two trends. The first shall be
Oalledjcentralization along class 1ines. The Union of
American Hebrew Congregations ls an organization of a specific
class (there are, of course, sub-groups within 1t). Under

Cértain conditions such a class organization (others are
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social welfare federations, unions of Orthodox synagogues)
will develeop a centrallzed gtructure in its effort to better
achieve 1tg goals and to perpetuate and increase the wel-
fare -of the organization itself, There ls such centraliza-
tioniin a soclety whoge pattern 1ls centralized: PFirst
there is centralization in the economic sphere of soclety
and then i1t moves into the social: this is the history of
America, There was some such eentralization in the twenties:
one example wag the American Jewlsh Congress, But, generally
gpeakling, ﬂigggg,eéch class there were many organizations
that could be coordinated but were not, There wag money
enough for a great many executive secretaries.

With the thirties, not only had the centralizing
pattern pervaded more of the social sphere but the depression
gave the great stimulus to centralization along class lines.
For the sake of effilciency, organlzations of a particular
clags had to get together to save as much money as possible,
80 they could do their Job and etill pay the necessary
salaries, And this ig Just what happened,

But there i1s another type of centralizatlon: orgenic

centralization. This phenomenon brings the different

clagges together in community organization. This is very

different from one class or group in the community becom-

ing centralized for its own class group welfare. While

Lts fullest development is the kehilla idea of Reconstruction-
lsm, organlc centralization is also advocated in varying
degreeg by other clasgses under certain conditions.

Whet conditions encourage this organic centralization?®
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Today'anti~8emitism is a primary~factor. Whenever there
hag been anti-Semitism in the past, the Jews have turned
inwerd. Ghetto walls have been erected at the redquest of
the Jewish community which would rather be bound together
in the face of Christisn hostility. And 1t took the tre-
mendous pressvre of Hitler to bring the Jewish defence
organdzations to consider their policies together, In

the Lastern European soclety where integration for the Jew
was not pogsible, the cry for "national righta® Was raised.
This demand for semi-autonomy, for an organic community,
was the cry of the rejected Eastern Huropean Jew.

In VWeetern Europe there was less anti-~Semltism, and
integration was allowed. And so the Jews waved the flage
of their respective countries, and no organic Jewisgh com-
munity would be congidered. But recently ih the Western
"world, there has‘been dramétic rejJection of the Jew, Con-
ditions in the thirties then became ripe for the renewed
cry of natlonal rights, of gemi-sutonomy, of the organic
community. As the Dreyfus Case turned a handful of German
- Jews away from their pursult of integration, so the Hitler
debacle;could turn & generation of American Jews away from
conformity and towerds organic centralization.

A further factor that would encourage such centrallza-
tlon ls the rise of the Eastern Buropean Jewish communlty in
Americamaa community which in thils century came from a land
that wsag ati1ll semiwfeudal and that therefore contained
Organichjewish communitles. The magses of Amerlcan Jews then

Would have a nostelgic partiality for an organic community

Program here.
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Why was there not such a program in the twenties?
America ﬁas 8t11l talking about equel opportunities for
all, and there did seem to be complete freedom., There was
no anti-Hemitism to drive the classes of Jews together and
the spirit of American nationalism called for allegiance
to Uncle Bam, No organic community could have a chance
agalnst the Américan world ofvfreedom, integration, and
nationallsm,

But with the thirties, there were great changes. Anti-
Semitism arose at home and abroad and sent capitalist and
working class Jews to Join and study their common interests.

Cultural pluralism became the 1dealigtlc phrase most used

when ninorities were stopped in their integration movement.

Unity in Israsl was the cry and still is. And the Eagtern
Furopean Jews, rising to prominence in America but w ith the
memory of another culture, were very friendly to organic
centralization,

Degpite the new factors that made for organic centraliza-
tion, the same conditions that produced those factors also
produced forces thet made this centralization difficult.
The same dépregsion that produced anti-Semitiem brought
into the Jewish community multiple tensions between the
classes which had to be overcome before organic centrallze-
tion could become a reality,

With this background it ies now appropriate to examine
how each group wag affected by the centralizing forces in
the thifties. What was its plan of class-~line centraliza-

tion end what was its attitude towards organic centralization?
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Itvwill be noted that the various plens and attitudeg—-
no matter how ldeallstlcelly stated~-reflect the respective
gocial positions.

The old middle-clagses of German origin who still were
prominent in the Unilon of American Hebrew Congregations
favored the Stern Plan. Its elghth and key aim:

The synagogue would be restored to ite natural and
degerved primecy as the centre from which would
emanate all worthy communel work, and the sanction
of religio? youldnbe directly placed 1in back of
such work ,+9

This 1g how the Plan would work: Every membsr of a gynagogue
ghould speclalize in some Jewlsh organlzational work outside
of the synagogue:

Thus I would have a group 1n each organization devoted
to the cauge of local charitable work, the hospitals, :
the relief agencies, the federations, etc., I would :

have a group devoted tg the cause of national chari-
table organizations... 0z

The purpose of these connections with outsilde groups becomes

clear:

«o.they would familiarize themgselves...wlth let us
say the work of the Jewish Publication Society, or
wlth that of the local federatlon, or with that of
the Unlon of American Hebrew Congregations, or with
that of the Jewlsgh Agency, or with that of the
-American Jewish Committee., They would in turn ine
gtruct the public generally on behalf of the causes
in which they would thus be interested; they would
labor for such causes by arousing public interesgt
therein, by seeking fundg 1f need be, by bullding
up their memberships...loz

Naturally the old middle~classes, with their non-secularist
orlentation, would seek to build up the community around the
Synagogue, And thils is not a plan for an organic community.
It 18 & class-line centralization plan that will get the

Meximum financial support and personal participation first
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in the synagogue and then in the orgenirzations afflliated
with the synegogue: the UAHC, the AJC, etc. Stern refers
"to Reform and Conservative Synagogues of the prevailing
American type'--—thils eliminates organic centralization,

But the American Hebrew had a plan that purported to

represent all Americen Jewry. ILsaac Landman's idea was
that the Synagogue Council of America, the American Jewlsh
Committee, and the Joint Digtribution Committee should
unite»to represent the community.103 One can imoe.gine the
reaction of American Jewish Congress representatives,lou
This wag simply & centralization planvthat would give its
planners more contfol in the community.

There were gporadic attempts to unlte the Jewlish com-
munity against anti-Semitism here and abroad. The most
nearly to succeed wag the Pittsburg agreement of 1938,

After the American Jewish Congress had aroused 1ts opponents
by proposing to poll the Jewlsh community on four questions
that would justify Congress policy, the Pittsburg agreesment
made a compromise: the referendum was dropped; only
elections were held; and under the leadership of E. J,
Kaufman there was establiéhed the General Council Tor

Jewigh Rights composed of the American Jewish Commlttee,
American Jewish Congress, B'nai B'rith, and Jewish Labor
Committee. This was hailled by almost all groups, but by
1939 the Congress was saying the body had no powerlo5 and

106

the Recongtructionist was saying it needed a code of ethics.”

But thisg plan wag accepted all the way by the small minority

of the 0ld middle-class, possibly since they had representa-
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tion out of proportion to their numbers and probably since
the do—nothing nature of the organization and yet 1ts
existence forestalled a democratic movement that would
have pughed them out of control. |

The new middle-class Bastern European Jews criticlzed
the Stern Plan. Its real purpose is

to use the great need of organization in American

Jewish 1llfe in order to strengthen the synagogue

and temple by making them the nuclei of guch

organizationg.l
Opinion giveS"the real centrallzation plan, and that isg the
Congrese idea: a group with political power as the absolute
representative body of American Jewry, supported by all Jews,
that would absorb competing smeller organizations--all on a
democratio basis,lo7

The structure of the Congress has been examined and
1t was found that its delegates were elected by 8 percent
of the Jewish community and thet its leadership through
the devious paths of large centralized organization is
compoged of the upper eschelon of the new middle-class
which ls striving for leadership in the American Jewlsh
communlty. Because this new middle-class is the largest
Jewish clasgs in America, the term, "democracy," is employed.
Centralization along class—lines‘is in evidence in the
Congress itself. Centralization of the organic community
type 1g in high favor with members of this group~--since
this would be an ald to their further control. However the

OOleStely organic community of Mordecai Kaplan would not

find official endorsement by this class, because many of
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its rabbis (right wing conservative) would feel threatened

- by the success of Reconstructionlsm and because 1lte most in-
fluen%ial and integrated members would not cut themsgelves
off from Gentile soclety to the extent of, say, the kehilla
court or the Hebrew language-cultivation,

The neo~-Orthodox group of manufacturers and small credi-
tors in New York City, who sit at the top of a large dis-
organized community, favor quite naturally a plan of cen-
tralization along the line of their group intereste. These
gmall ilnefficient groups were very hard hit by the depression,
and many yeshivasg were going bankrupt. So the president of
the Union of Orthodox Jewlsh Gongregations of America, Rabbi
Goldstein, developed a plan to make Yitzhak Elhanan an
American Jabneh (his term,)lo8 In this way ¥ltzhak HElhanan
could increase its funde and facllities, and there would be

an elimination of duplication in the Orthodox community.

Meanwhile the editor of The Jewish Forum was working out a

centrallzation plan for the whole Orthodox community.,
Every organization would be represented on the following
commlttees: Sabbath Observance, Kashrus, Edvcation, and

Taharat Hamishpacha. These functional commlttees together

would form a centralizing force for all the Orthodox com-
-munity,lo8 After the Stern Plan was announced, the Forum
was very sympathetic. Rev. Dr., Moges Hyamson agreed with
the aim of Stern: the gynagogue should be central ln Jewish
life, Why ls 1t having financial trouvbles? Becauvse of

"1a¢k of-organization, want of united and concerted effort."lo9

Editor Rosengarten takes his cue from the Stern Plan and
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puts forth an amplified version of his plan described
sbove admittedly based on Stern's ideas and to be under
~theiauspices of the Union of Orthodox Jewlsh Congregations
of America,llo
These plans qulte obviously reflect the needg of the
Forum group. Tt is not a need for an organic community,
but for tighter group orgenization., There is little effort
to disgulse the purpose and. Rabbi Hyamson gpeaks of financilal
troubles as the basls of disorganization (or visa-versa).
Behind the scenes there may be the conflict with the European-
trained Orthodox Rabbls of Unlted States and Canada (Agudath

"Ha-rabanim). This group would be opposed to kashruse regula~

tion and centralization: kaghrug regulation would rob them
of thelr dividends and centralization would put them at a
disadvantage before the Amerlcan-trained Goldsteln group.

On the other hand, elimination of wasteful duplicatibn and
the power necessary for an efficient organlzation could

come to the neo-Orthodox group from the centralizatlon along
clasé—lines.

A1l of the "Jewlsh professionals' needed clasgg-line
centralization., Welfare federations all over the bountry
were uniting. The National Appeals Information Service

was formed and contained 46 federations. Its avowed pur-

11l

pose: for efficiency in time of need. Thig type of

centralization was urged by all those engaged in soclal
work,
But only the Reconstructionist group (immigrant kastern

FEuropeans spearheaded by Federation exeutives) favored the
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,organid type of centralization. Perhaps there was a basic
reagon: only 1ln an organic community could these large
Jewlish fedefations be able to prosper and only with a
Jewish clvilization" philosophy could Jewish soclal work,
secﬁlar education, etec. on such a large scale be Justifled.
’Takihg his departure, as did the ofhers, from the Stern
Plan, Keplan agrees with Stern that the community is die-
érganized and that the synagogue should be more than a
house of prayer, that each synagogue should have commilttees
relating to communal affalrs. But, Kaplan goes on, to cen-
tralize Jewish 1ife around worship~institutions is absurd,
since (whatever one wishes) worship is net central in Jewlsh
life. Jewilsh life revolves around many institutions other
than the synagogue; therefore, the Stern Plan shovld be en-—
larged into the 1dea of the organic community.ll2

Just what is this organic community? Much theory has
been wrltten about it. Some form of it was put into
praectice in Los Angeles and Detroit. In the Detrolt plan,
a modern Bet Din was set up for arbitration and concilla-
tion. within the Jewish community. This court, says lts
advocate William Boxerman, executive director of the
Detroit Community Council, will keep bad publicity such

ag kashrug and ghechlta cases out of The papers. The court
l1g.a QUiat place where domestic relatlons can be dlscussed.
It will also provide emotional outlets for thoge who feel
themselves wronged. This is how 1t works: one party
applies, he must be Jewish and a proper subject for arblira-

tlon according to the statutes of Michigan. If the second
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party is reluctaﬁt, a phone call reminds him of cbmmunity
pressure. Payment obligation is asgumed when one suvbmits
to arbitration. Lebor cases are not allowed.l13

This is simply a step towards an orgenic Jewish com-
muﬁity. Lt objeét 1s to transcend clagsg barriers by
setting up a democratic community with about ag many lnsti-
tutions as the environment will bear. In this way, an )
automatic loyalty to the Jewish community and obligation to
1ts lnetitutions will be in every person born into that
community. 0f all the centralization plans this ig olpthed
in the most elaborate philosophy,...which will later be dlg-
cuased., |
The difficulties éf the achievement of such a program
ere the following: +the factors that keep Jeweg from such a
communal organizaetion (their own bitter class rivalries, the
trend towards integration even today in America)--these
factors can only be counterbalanced by anti-Semitism from
the outside. And this is not likely to come for sometime

in an America rding on a perpetual preparedness program,
And assuming conditions degenerate enough to produce the
antli-Semitism sufficient to drive Ame rican Jewry together,
the general society would be one of such inequality and the
tenslons within the Jewigh community wouwld be so great as to
Produce a Jewish community on an oligarchical pattern that
would correspond to that of the outside world! (This con-
Jecture may be substantiated by reference to the communi-

ties in declining Poland of the 18th eentury). Sven today,

&n organic Jewish community would hardly be the democratic
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dream i1t is imagined. For historical precedents demonstraté
that the Jewlish community pattern 1is quite eimilar in 1its
power-distribution to the non-Jewish (As in Venlce of the

16th century). -And: thie - study has sﬁffieiently demongtrat-
ed the lack of democracy in old middle-class, new ﬁiddla-class
and. some labor organizations in the Jewish community of to~-
dey. An oligafchic society may provide the anti-Semitism
gufficient to build an organic Jewish communlty; but the
resulfing Jewish éommunity would be so oligarchic that the
Reconstructionist's dream would become a nightmare.

The labor group that would hall organic centralization
would be the National Jewleh Workers Alliance: middle-class
enough to Jjoin with the middle-clags and numerous enough
to hope for more say in the community through democracy.

The weak Pittsburg agreement represents a decline in the
Congress ides, since the Conference 18 too weak to do any~
thing towards an orgahic community.llu But the evidence
available for an analysis of the attitude of working-class
‘groupe 18 not sufficient to permit further discussion.

The difficulties of an organic centralization that
would transcend class lines have been discuesed. How does
one account for the present talk of an "American Judaism!
that‘would unite all Jewry, especilally the Reform and Con-
gervative branches? This seems to be what has been called
a "ciass~line“ centralization. For it has arisén among
thogse who have realized the common class compogitlon of the
| large bulk of American Jewry: with the continued rise of the

new middle-class and the lower mlddle-class and the stoppage
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of 1mm1gration, a large soclal pase made up of one middle-
class 18 belng egtablished in Americe. This clasgs may, SO
to speak, recognlze 1ts exlsgtence by the establishment of
common rellgious and cultural organizations. There ﬁould

pe centralization along 1%ts uni-clags line. However, the
developmend of sguch an "American Judaism" into'an organlc
community would depend—-—ag has been noted--upon the amount
of hostile outslde pregsure that would lncrease the secular

functions of this large clase of American Jewry.

The generality of centralizatlion has been taken apart.
It wes seen that class—liné centralization 18 encouraged by
centralization withln the soclety jtself...beglinning with
economic organization and going over to the social sphere.
In the depression this was esnéci&lly aided by the need
for efficiency., BLvery class, but especiélly the neo-0Orthodox
and socisl welfare groups, was part of thig trend. Today
the most prominent manifestation of clags-—line centralizatlon
is the mowement for an WAmerican Judaism," baged upon the
growing homogenelty of the large Jewlsh middle~class. The
general prosperity which provides financial backing for many
organizations within a clags geens to be retarding the
class«iine centralization in the Jewlsh middle-clags. Alsgo
hindering this movement is the fact that there are stlll
very definite layers within that class: The old middle-clase,
the successful new middle-class, and the less integrated

lower middle-clags.

The second type of centralization 18 organic...transoend~

e —— T
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ing class lines and establishing a semi-autonomous Jewish
community with numerous.secular functions. The guecess of

" this movement dependg on hostlle oufside preggures that
»would turn the Jewish community into a more fully developed
gub-culture. Naturally opposed to this plan would be the
0ld mlddle-class whose efforts towards conformity have
never abated. Favofing thig movement wouvld be Jewlsh pro-
fessionals who depend on such a loyal secular Jewish com-
munity. Between thesg.two were Tound many layers of opinion.
The diffiéulties of establishing a democratic communlty in
a world of anfi-Semitism sufficlent to draw the Jews to-

gether-~these have also been discussed.,
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VI. TENSIONS WITHIN THE JEWISH COMMUNITY: - 1929-1939.

In this chapter the following duestions shall be dis-

cussed: o

1. What is a "tenslon"?

2. What are the socilal roots of tensibns common to all
soclety?

3, What are the soclal rooté of tensions peculiar to minority
groups?

L, Why was there more tension in the thirties than in the
twentles?

After stating éonclusions concerning these duestions,

examples of the tensions of the thirtles will be given'to

substahtiate thogse conclusions. Then the different lgeues

ovér which tensions were aroused will be examined and 1t

will be discovered thap any issue--from the most trivial

matter to a sérious problem--can be a peg on which to hang

the tenglons within the community.

What is & tension? Aﬁy difference of opinion among
Jews may take the form of a tension., And there were many
issues over which tensions arose during the thirties: how
to handle anti-Semitism, what brand of Zionism or non-Zionism
1s best for the Jews, should there be masgs meetings to pro-
test Hitler...But in addition to the emotlon placed on thege
lmportant issues, there was a tremendous amount of bitter
feeling expressged over matters that objectively were of
little real significance: a statue of Haym Salomon, a

letter from Julian Morgenstern to Bernard Richards, Fre-
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quently the tension would be concretized in an institution-

al rather than ln a personal controversy: the respective

" merlts of the American Jewisgh Committee or the World Jewish

Congresg. And yet the amount of feeling generated over

'these personal or insgtlitutional squabbles often more than

equalled the tension felt concerning much more lmportant
disagreements. An intra-Jewish tension 1s any dilsagreement

between Jews, a disagreement clothed in antagonism,

What are the social roots of tensions? The conflict
underlying the tengions is fhe conflict hetween different
groups of Jews 1n America. Justas in general American
sociefy there are tenslons between different social groups;
80 within the Jewish community there are conflicts between

1ts classes., Not only do institutional controversies ob-

- vliously reflect clashes in the needs and interests of

‘different groups of Jews. But also personal controversies

of the most unassuming nature also reflect those basic

clags antagonisnms,

What are the social roots of tenslons peculiar to

minorlty groups. Superimposed over the class antagonlams that

afflict the general goclety there ls in every minorilty group

én additional factor: antagonism between its more inte-

- 8rated and less integrated members. While there is general

f&miliarity with "class warfare," the tension between the
Margin versus the core that 1is qulte a problem in every

Phage of Jewlish soclal structure calls for closer examination.
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(For in Jewish soclety one group is always more (or less)
accomodated than another.) Such an examination calls for
an informal psychological detour...

A hypothetical John 0. Cohen is & member of the
Rotary Club and a well-integrated Jew of the old middle-
lclasses. His great goal in life hasg been conformity to
the Gentile world (except, of course, in religion). He is
no different in any other way; he prides himself on being
& 100 percent American., And yet somewhere along the line
the sweet success of his integration turned sour. Maybe
an anti-Bemitic remark weas made in the Rotary or his son
complained when he went away to college and had to join a
Jewish fraternity. He 1s frustrated because hls program
of gecurity through conformity has been thwarted. He could
examine his program, but this would be attacking himself.
He could attack the CGentile world but this would be violating
hils creed of conformity. So he is led to attack those Jews
who have defied his god of conformity, those Jews who are
more different~~the perfect scapogoat. To relnforce this
tendency there are the interests of his social groups: Perhaps
these other Jews are trying to take over his own temple. And
he hears from his national institutions that the national
Orgénizations of that other group should be discredited,

To summérize the factors behind the tension of the
herginal group: an ddolization of conformity, a frustration
in the conformity program, and a release of the frustration

fgalinst those who are less conforming-—the only possible scape-

goat,
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But what about Haym who ie in the less integrated
core of the community? Why should he feel antegonistic
towards Cohen? Haym hag found his security in belonging
to the core of the Jewish community. He may be a Re-
constructionist or an Orthodox Jew. No matter. His place
ig deep within the Jewish struoture. Whatever social ressons
lie behind his being there, he ls well-adjusted because
he has a strong group with customs and mores that are Haym's
customg and mores., And yet, "it's hard to be a Jew." Per-
haps he wishes for more of the glamor of the majority group...
perhapg he would like to leave hig 1little gtore and see what
goes on in a Rotary meeting, (although he would not admit
this desire). So Cohen with his successful integration,
challenges Haym's way of life. Instead of recognizing his
own frustration (this would challenge hils own way of life
too much), he re-inforces hls own posltion by callihg Cohen
a snob and by using big and little issues with which to
attack John Q. Cohen,

Perhaps this psychological detour has faclilitated an
understanding of the social root of tension pecuvliar to the
ninority group: the more integrated versus the less inte~
grated, But thie factor is only superimposed on the basie
antagonisms between every soclal class., On the basgis of
thig psychological background the fourth cuestion posed 1in

this chapter mey be answered:

Why was there more tension in the thirtles than in the

twenties? It has been shown that the amount of frustiration
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an 1ndiVidual feels determines the degree of antagonlsm

ne dlsplays towards another. And it is pretty obvious that
in the twenties there was less frugbration of all kinds thén
there was in the thirties. AWith the general prosgperity
there was 1little provocation for Cohen and Haym to quarrel;
both were generally happy. And ﬁheir clagses were not pro-
voked, for with the blesslngs of the twenties all organlza-—
tions could be strong enough to do thelr Jobs and pay thelr
executive secretaries. Evidence of the relation between
sharing in prosperity and lack of tenslon wasg the antagoni.sm
expressed by a Soclallst group, in the Vanguerd, that was not
sharing go much 1n the progperlty.

But with the Qepression there was much more frustration
in the soclety...personal and ingtitutional. Individuals
having lost thelr money were looking for explanatlons and
were finding scapegoals; institutions, on thelr last legs,
were competing with other institutions for survival and go
dld not spare literary etiguette 1n attempts to discredit
their rival orgenizations. There was increased anti-Semltism
and the tensions that this created may have been channelled
into expressions against fellow Jews,

gufficlent ressons have been glven for the increagse of
tensions in the thirties, and theories regarding the social
roots of those tensions have been presented. DBut now for
the facts that prove this theorizing. 1t ean be shown
through the Anglo-Jewlsh press that there was a tremendous-
1y rapid increase of tenslons in the thirties. It also can

be shown that the tensions were grounded in the insecuritles
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of every social class within the Jewlsh community. { X
posed over the class antagoniem there is always the shadow

of the marginal-core minority group conflict). The final
gection of the chapfter will demonstrate that the jasue over
which the tenslon is expressed can be - great or trivial--
but the amount of tension apringing from the gocial roots will

atill be there.

The American Hebrew took officiai notice of the

emergence of tenslons withinvthe community. Early in

1932 it stated: we are emerglng from the s hghush" decade

of uniﬁywatmall costs. Religious groups are nore aggredgslve
in promoting causes. Frenkfurter has given a frank defini-

tion of the nationallsm impliederZionism~m"and the volce of

debete end controversy may soon again be heard in the 1and.“1
This announcement was followed by & report of Stephen Wise's
speech in Cincinnatl on behalf of the Congresgs prograi. Wise
called Rabbi Philipson an "archasological specimen," and

the American Ieraellite gave the followlng account.

In a perfervid peroration, guggestive of a July b
Temmany herangue, Dr. Wise concluded by arousing
the democratic spirit of the Russilan proletariat
of lower Avondale against the German Pagcisti of
Rose Hill, inciting them to rise in revolt and
join up with the American Jewish Oongress,z

Anﬁtas early as 1930 the Americéen Hebrew stated that the
Jewish War Veterans should be opposed because its programn
amounts to self-segregation.3 Conformity wase threatened:
the margin versus the core. And tension was often released

in a phrase, such as the tgmart-aleck-Zionist-intelligentala
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talk" of Maurice Sza,mx,wl.LP And, 6f course, there were
constant attacks on the netional organization of fthe rising
Fastern European dommunity~~the American Jewish Congress:
Tts elections are not democratic. Candidates are selected
by é board that is more oligarchic than.Tammany,5 And so
institutions had become a sounding board for underlying
antagonisms.

Meanwhile in an artiele entitled, "Mr, Brown's Polish
glumming Party," Opinion accuses the publisher of the Hebrew

6 .
of minimlzing the miseries of the Pollsh Jews. And. the

- Congress Bulletin attacks constantly its rival organizations:
Tt gecorns the American Jewlsh Committee's "paternalism and

ghtadlanut, the two attributes of the against-himgelf-dlvided

asgimilationiest." And .in the next breath the Jewlsh Labor
Committee 1ls composed of torthodox cosmopolitan Marxlists who
frown at the word Jewishness'-~-they don't represent the
' wdrkersa7 And these leaders of Hastern European Jewry-—the
best integrated and wealthiest of that group--even cast
barbs at the poorer middle-class Eastern Kuropean Jewsg~-many
of whom were probably members although not leaders of the
Congress. The Bulletin speaks of Jews from the lower middle~
clegs, yiddish speaking, who go to a higher soclal strata:
That rising immigrant element, which regarded certailn
outward forms of agsimilation as a class distinction,
could have brought from the old shule into the new
temples a much richer religlous 1life 1f 1% had a
deeper sense of spiritual values. But that sense
too belonged to the immigrant life which wasgto be
cast off at the entrance to the new edifice.

The inference seems to be that the rising element should remaln

8plritual immigrante rather than join the new temples.
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Only the previous spring the Bulletin had objected to the
"duplicate diplomacy" of the Federation of Polish Jews asg
they trled to act independently to deal with Polish-Jewish
problems.9
ggg Forum took up the cudgels against the Congress.
This small group of wealthy New York Jews had no organiza-
tion for public relations purposes. They were certainly
not represented in the "democratic" Congress. !'"How far
from a majority of Jewry are represented in the Congresg?"
agks the Forum and goes on to say that the purpose of the
Congress ls to belittle anybody connected with the American
Jewlsh Committee or any other rival organization,lo 4nd yet
the Forum, still hoping for represgentatlon, gupported the
1938 elections of the Congress as the best attempt at demo-

cracy that ls now available.ll

And finally there wag a glap
at the Buropean-trained rabbis 1n an edlitorial claiming thét
the dignity of rabbis should not be lowered by sugplicions

cbncerning kashrus, The edlitorial favored unifed control of

kashrqg.lz

Even The Recongtructionist with its banner of unity may

become antagonistic towards Jews who thwart their goal and
Security. Especlally violent were 1ts attacks against Rabbi
Goldenson when he oppoged the very idea of an all-inclugive-
authoritative-representative Jewilsh agency.l3 And even the
Congress 1s rejected in its claim that it is represent&tive.14
The anti-Zioniet chalrman of the Jewlsh Labor Committee

in the name of the Committee and the Workmen's Circle refused

o participate in the Congress elections. Why? There is no
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need for the Congresg' existence: ﬁo posglbility of a

real democratic electlion; the Congress hag asgumed to

gpeak for the whole community wlthout being elected by it;

the motives of the Congress are politica1—~t§ clinch leader-
gship in Jewigh 11fe.15 The-Gongréss is a racket: in its 1933
budget, out of $17,834 only $2,000 went to the purposes avowed

16

by the organization, And The Workmen's Call attacks the

Congress: do not participate in the 1938 electlons, 1t urges.
Why? Because the Congress represents simple Zionism, Also
becauge the all-embracing Jewry ideaAbverlooks the Jewilsh
clags structureal7

- These charges are answered by the soclaligt-nationalistic
labor group in the EQQQE;QQQ After denouncing the statement
of Goldenson who repregents the "FifﬁlAnenue‘Jewish aristo-
cracy," the editorial claimg that the classg differences
(brovght up by the‘Labor,Gommitﬁee) do not preolude a rep-
- presentative body.lB There is mild criticism of the Congress,
because 1t needs to be democratically organized. Still the
Congress 1is supported.19

It has been seen that whether the manifestation of the .

Tension took the form of a speech agalnst German Jews or an
article against self-segregating Polish Jews or a tirade.
againgt a rival institution--the tension was certainly
there in the thirties, much more so than in the twenties.
It has also been seen that the pattern for the tension was the
8oclal structure of the community: 1t was tensioh not simply
between individuals or even groupé that didn't like one another,

1% was tension between a particuler class and another class




that-=for whatever reasons-~-challenged each other's
gecurlity and welfare and usually the tension involved
overtones of the antagonism between the more and the

lezs integrated groups. Finally, every clagsg ig challenged
at some point and therefore every class exhiblts antagonism

towards fellow-Jews.

Since class tensiong inevltably occur under certaln
gocial conditions, the particular issue over which the
tenslons are expresped mattere very little to the people
who simply must releage that tension. It may be an lssue
of -vital importance to the community; 1t may e an iesue
lavghable in 1ts objective insignificance.. And Barodque
Italy was eplit asunder by the world-shaking problem: was
the mikveh of Revigo constructed according to Jewish law,

The riddle of Rovigo was actually a struggle between the
Venetian rabbis whose authority in the surrounding clties
had. been chellenged. But the lssue wag hidden beneath the
gubtleties of Jewlsh law and the calm waters of Rovigéo

There 1s abundant evidence to prove thalt the tensions of
the thirties did not need world-shaking lssues for thelr ex-
@Wessioh. Ag goon as the tenslons were there, the community
selzed on objectively inglgnificant episodes to give vent to
1ts antagonism. When important lssues were available, they
provided ﬁore dramatic backgrounds for class antagonisms:
the question of how to deal with Hitler was Just as convenilent
& peg on which to hang clagg antagonism as was: should a

8tetue be built in honor of Haym Salomon? A few of the most
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.obvioum pretextés for class tenslons will be exanmined.,

On Janvary 3, 1930, Rabbi Jullan Morgenstern, presl-
dent of the Hebrew Union College, responded to a letter
from Bernard Richards of the American Jewlsh Congress. Ur,
Richards hed asked for the Rabbi's opinion concerning the
o plight of the Jews in Rusgla and concerning what might be
done for them., Rabbl Morgenstern answered that the situa-
tion wae very tragic and that it was unfortunate that
Yeveektzia (the Jewlsh Communigt Party) was striving for
spiritvel leadership with such reprehensible methods. Fur-
thermore, it was unfortunete that Russian Jewry had no
chance to find spiritual satlsfactlon in a liberal inter-
pretation of Judailsn,

This letter was made public‘and condemned by a large
gectlon of the Jewlish press, led by the Congress and affiliateg.
Richards himself in the Index attacked Rabbl Morgenstern for
his mention of liberal Judaism and his inference that all the
Russian Jews needed was some Reform Judaism.zo The Cleveland
World Joined in the chorus:

| The American Jewish Committee 1s maintaining a poliey
of silence (regarding nersecutions in Russia)., The

B'nal B'rith has long ylelded its active leadership
on public Jewish questions...

And Julian Morgenstern has one remedy: Reform Judaism,Zl The

22

Forum called Morgenstern “cowardly.! And the New Palesgtine

23

attacked him, Morgenstern defended himself: he claimed
he had been made & vietim of politics--he really did not know

what had hit him. And the American Hebrew, representing the

- cless that really was being attacked, commented that the whole

affalr wag "ludicrous." A gpiritual professor had ventured
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into worldly affairs and becauee of a remark springing
naturelly from hils religious frame of reference had been

used as & political football by the Congress and 1ts friendsezu

A‘gﬁgﬁgg'gg the park. Even more ludicrous was the'casé
of the patriotism of Haym Salombn0 A committee of Pollsh
Jews in New York decided that it would be very appropriate
to have & statue erected in New York City, a statue of Haym
galomon-~the great patriot of the American Revolution.
(Salomon; incidentally, was the first known Poligh Jew 1n
America). They petitioned Rep. Celler, who asked for &
report of all the facts. Stephen Wise, Judge Hack, and Max
Kohler recguested that the committee ceage 1te activities
until all the facte were known., About this time Bamuel
Oppenheim of the American Jewish Historical Soclety lssued
a statement that Salomon himself had not lent one cent %o
the Unlted States government, that he was simply Robert
Morris' broker, and that the United Btates was not an un-
grateful country (since he rendered little service, the
government had no fineancial obligation towards him). Per-
haps 1t was this statement that stimulated Charles Edward
Russel (probably hired by the committee--the only evidence

i the word of the American Hebrew) to write a book calléd,

Haym Salomon and the Revolution, in which derogatory facts—-

1f they were facts—-were omittéd; that i1s, a pralseworthy
Pleture of Salomon, This may have antagonized Max Kohler.

B0 he revealed the following facts about Salomon: he was

only a fiscal agent; he did not lend large sums of money. Not
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even Robert Morris has a monument; why should asslstant
Balomon? In a letter to Rep. Celler, Kohler contended:
"Monuments should not be bullt on the basis of fabricated
evidence and concealment of material facts." The Polish
Committee answered that a mean who dies in poverty could not
have been motivated by selfish 1nterests.25 The matter was
eventuvally dropped.

The old middle-classes were in & dllemma as to what
gide to take., After all, their cry of Americanlsm among
Jews héd for years revolved around memn Iike 8Salomon and Judah
P. Benjamin. }And yet, here was an lssue involving the
challenging groﬁp of Eastern European Jews who were rising
to more prominentce. Home of the old middle-elage did take
thls lssue and made the most of it--in the name of historical

truth., The American Hebrew which provided much of the above

account. was failrly ambivalent. 1t presented the facts of
the controversy. Even 1f the fine scholar Max Kohler, is
right, nevertheless "this worthy man (Salomon) holds a
place among the patriots of the revolution,"<?
But The Forum was quick to seiie the soclal implica~
tlons. Why did Max Kohler wait until now to debunk Salomong—-
Whate#er be the motives of Mr, Kohler in waking up
in the 11th hour with his outcriles against an un—
heard of honor %o a Jew, be he of Polish or any

other orlgin, there arc sufficient ressons for
making Haym Salomon an obJject lesson of patriotism...

26

18 isn't so--or, the gensuous schism. In 1934 a Don

Gordon wrote an article for Opinion called "Jews in Holly-
wood." In this article he contended that the Jew's funda-

Mental sensuality is inhibited by a set of severe moral
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taboos. He is a good family man, not because he is under-
gsexed, but because the alternatives to good family life
frighten him--go strongly do his moral taboos guppress his
sensuality, His good family life is & reaction formation
that reflects the opposlite deslres., Well, Sen. Alfred M,
Cohen of the B'nal B'rith took this article seriously and
wrote an indignant letter to QOpinion asserting that Opinlon
was a horrible magazine for publisghing such enti-Semitic
and libelous drivel against the Jews.

| Opinion answered the Senator by saying that he and his
1lk have & "pathological hysteria in the face of criticism."
After thls social blast, 1t was necessary to defend the
article and Jewish sensuality. This was done in an ad-
mirable manner: It is his sensvality which accounts "for
the life force and survival impulse of the Jew as well as
his creative genius,"?7

Now that these pegs, on which soclal conflicts are

hung, have been sawed down to absurdity, it is approbriate
to turn to more important issues onwhichthe tensions were
sugpended. Whenever an lgsue more important than a statue
or letter is available, it is eagerly seized on, Such an
issue was the World Jewish Congress controversy. vThis con-
troversy fills the Anglo~Jewlsh prese from 1931 through 1936.
The stands taken by the different Jewish groups are evidence
Of their class needs; the epithets thrown by thosge same
groupé ere evidence of their class frustrations,
Before examining briefly the reactions of the different

groups, one should survey the history of the World Congress
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movement in order to see what i1ts success meant to the
different groups. The World Jewish Congress, proposed
in October, 1931, was a project of the American Jewlgh

Congress.28 T

he problems confronting Jews all over the
world‘could bést be dealt with by an organization rep-
resenting all the Jews of the world. It was the American
Jewish Congress idea on an international scale., The dele-
gates To the World Congress would be elected under American
Jewlsh Congress ausplces, 8o the suvccess of the‘Wdrld'Gongress
would mean an international posgition of prominence for the
American Jewlsh Congress. For American Jewry--the wealthilest
in the world--through its delegates (as it cane ﬁo pags:
Amerilcan Jewish Congressmen)--would have the dominant voice
in the world deliberations, : : |
At a conference in Geneva in August 1932, the World
Jewlsh Congrese was scheduled to.meet in 1934, The Cone-
gress controversy was pushed into the background when
Hitler's victory shocked world Jewry in 1.933. In 1934

not a Congress, but a World Jewish (onference was held in

Geneva, Thls was another defeat for Stephen Wise, who had
Just been defeated by Sokolow and the Welzman forces in the
World Zionist Congress in 1933, In 1934 he was debating
with his Zionist colleagues: Wise, Margoshes and Louis
Newman favored the Congress; Lipsky, Rothenberg (president

of ZOA), Fishman (editor of the Jewlsh Morning Journal),

and Bernerd Richards opposed 1t, In the debate Lipsky said
that for sixteen years the American Jewlsh Congress had

labored under the 1llusion that 1t was a Congress., The exigt-—

e ﬂ"gﬂw “'ild
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ing agencles are sufficlent, cried Lipsky! One should no%
ghout democratic platitudes when they are remote from

reallty. Stephen Wise claimed that Polish and Roumanlan
'delegates wanfted an 1mmeaiate Congresgs and he protested (too
much?) that this Congreess wohld not be a rivel to the World
Zionist Organization.29

' Here 1s\a oleartexample of intra-class tensiong, Dif-
ferent individuals or par%ies'withiﬁ the Americen Jewlsh
Congress class had reagons for favoring or digfavoring the
World Congrees at this time. The reasons below the phrasges
are difficult to find.

Tn 1935 the World Congress was again postponed, but

Wise was elected president of the Amerlcan Jewlsh Congress.
Then i1t seems that some agreement was reached among the
fections, since in September, 1935, the World Zionlst Congress
advocated the World Jewish Congress. By 1936 Lipsky was
contradicting his words in the 1934 debate: now there was

no other organization in the United States or abroad that
could deal with the ramifications of the Jewlsh problem.30
He made many speeches on thls subJject...and was & delegate
to the World Congressg. About thig time the Congress brought
out 1its intellectual heavy artillery and Horace Kallen wrote
about "Democracy and the World Congress.'! A conventlon of
1000 (baged proportionately on numbers in groups affillated
with the World Congress) were to select fifty delegates,
Twenty more delegates were to come from national organiza-

1 - . :
tiongas such.3 In August of 1936, the World Jewlsh Congress

met,
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While the Congress movement was progressing, whet were
the attitudes of the other classes in the Jewlsh community?
The old middle-classes were, of course, indignant., This
Congress would serve no purpose but would confuse American
Jews, destroy already exlisting institutions,tcreate anti-~
gemitism, and even conflict with the auvthority of the Unlted
dtates Congress--go went the official argument of the
Aﬁerican Jewlsh Gommittee.32 But it was left to tThe
journalists to stir up the feeling--with such articles ag

"On Being Wise without Wisdom: a Modern Parable in which

8t. Stephen Seeks the Grail at Geneva where they Served
Servetus wlth a Hot Stake,"B3 The agitators are called

hg willful group actuated by the limelight complex." This

i1g the firsest step in world segregation in the "gwastike
sense,"Bu This argument represents the famillar attack on
those Jews who are "more different." The Congress is the
tgravest blunder in the annals of American Judaism." It can
do untold harm by giving proof to those who belleve 1ln the
Protocols of the Elders of Zion. This is the usual rationele
for the attacke of the old middle-class: the beliefl that
conformity hag resulted in an alleviatlon of anti-Semitism
and that those who stress thelr gecular Jewishness help

cavge anti-Semitism, And 1t would oertainly seem To a

group which considered 1ts salvation to be'integration that
this Congress movement would threaten its security. This, in
addition to the challenge it presented to the American Jewlsh
Committee and B'nal B'rith which were clinging to thelr lead-

ing positions in the Americen Jewish community.
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The group behind the Jewish Forum has the same attitude

towards the World Congress as they have towards the American
Jewish Congress: regerved acceptance of the idea, Why? The
Forum-clags are not in the leadership circle, but they hope
that with greater extension of democracy into the Orthodox
ranks, they wlll find themselves 1n more prominent positions.
It 1s good that the Congress will be the firet body with
the‘right to speak for all Jews, but it will be difficult

to set up a democratic organization because of strongly
enfrenched national and international groups. The Geneva
Conference of 1932 should have called not for a Congress

but & Conference to assure en eventually democratlc Cone
gress.35 But when the Congress was called 1n 1936, the
Forum supﬁorts 1t even though it only represgented 1/3 of

all the Jews,36

The Reconstructionlist, having an immediate concern with

an organic community here in Amerlca, 1s naturally a little
cool to the more grandiose scheme. 17T mekes the point that
the American Jewlsh Congress itself is not representative.
Rather than sponsor a larger parliament, 1t should Join
with the American Jewish Oommittee and organlze American
Jewry.37 And this, 1lndeed, would be much more in line with
the needs of the federatlon leaders who want & well-organized
American Jewry.

The Jewish National Workers Alliance was at first op-
posed to o World Congress, because it would have to be based
on democratic organizations 1in every land—-and such organiza-

tions did not exist. But once the Congress was called they
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gupported it by asséerting that it has rung the knell on
the power of the wealthy unauthorized American Jewlsh
Committee. Stlll they bemoaned its lack of democracy. Of
the Congress leaders the Frontler wrote:

After loudly calling for the overthrow of self-

appointed notables who 1rresponsibly dominate

Jﬁwish publio‘lif?,_they Quieﬁly di%gouraged the

preparations for popular elections.
And yét the delegates were generally the type that would have
been selected by ballot, Naturally the nationalistlc workers
with & bourgeols tinged leaderghip felt that more democracy
would mean a larger representatlon in the Jewish community
for the working man and for the messes in Europe, So as
right wing soclalists in the good evolutlionary tradition
they Jjolned in the capitalists'! organizatlion and cried for
more democracy. The workers and lower middle-class were
willing to ally with Eastern Huropean upper—class leader-
ship to oppose the American Jewish Committee.

The Jewish Labor Committee and the Workmen's Circle
did not participate in the Congress movement. Although
English periodicals of these groups during the World
Congress controversy arernotawilable, the reason for the
Strictly sociallst stand is clear: the working classes
~2lone are united. The nationalism that tries to unite Jews
ls an affailr of the capltalists, And, especlally among the
leaders of the movement, there is the cry: Jews will solve
their problems by uniting with the workers in the countries
where they live...not through separatist and nationalistic

activities. These were true Bundilstse,
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It can be concluded from‘this gtudy of the World
Jéwish Congress controversy that each group in the com-
munity responded in perfect accord with its supposed in-
teresté, But more than that., The controversy became a
glan?t receptacle for the tenslions felt in every group
towerds at least one other., And when the pot was stirred
the mixture was an explosive controversy that boliled

through 1936 and bubbled on until the end of the decade.

Several conclusions have been reached:
1, Due to different soclal forces there was & tremendous
increagse in the amount of tension within the American
Jewlsh community, 1929-39.
2. There are soclal and psychologlcal factors that set
the more integrated against the less integratéd within |
every minorlty group.
3, Lvery cless within soclety 1s challeﬁge& at some ﬁoint
by another and so every class exhiblts tension towards some
other;
L, The issuve over which the tension is expressed may be'
absurdly insignificant (& statue) or it may be important
for the welfare of a class's institutions (World Congress) .
It shall soon be gesen how thesé same class-rooted tehm
glons are expresged in discusslons over really seriouslprobw
lems thet confront the Jewish community: anti-Semitism 1n
America, what to do about Hitler, Zionlem...In thls chapter
the psychologicel and economic roots of these tensions have

been discussed. There was no concern with the validity of




the.World Congress idea or the true plcture of Haym

Salomon, From now on, there will be more interest 1ln the
validity of the different approaches to these more important
problems, But this discussion may have demonstrated the
psychological simllarity between Jewlsh controversles re-
volving around issues large or small, ©Suffice 1t to say,
the antagonisms within the communlty can be expressed in

an argument over a statue, a Congress, or...a Hitler,
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VII, NAZI GERMANY--REPERCUSSIONS IN AMERICAN JEWRY

What ﬁnderstanding did the American Jewish community
have of capitalism in the most desperate crisls it has thus
far experienced? Thils is more than an academic question of
pagsing interegt. The industrial capltalism of Germany
which had not solved the problem of overproduction and which
found itself without home or world markets had two alterna-
tives: maintenance of capitalism through a totalifarian
form of governmentvwhich cshatters labor and enforces the
wage cuts necesgsary to stimulate production or a complete
re~shaping of 1ts soclal structure along non-capltalistic
lines. If there had been sufficlent wealth (buying power)
within the country and the posaibllity of finding some new
markets abroad, then inflationary methods such as were
practiced.in the New Deal would have stimulated "recovery.'
But as the world market was becoming saturated through the
vagt world productive mechanlsm end through the competition
of other powers, and as there was insignificant buying powér
left at home (the 1nflationary measures which paid off some
of the war debt had ruined the middle and lower middle-
clasges)-~then there was nothing to do (for the German
capitelis® but to cut wages, And this could oniy be done
(eince standards were already so low) under the protection
of a fasclest dictatorship. The alternative was a non-—
cepltalistic sociel strvcture. So in Germany, capltallism
reached its most desperate crigis. (The background of this

Crilsls hag been discuseed in Chapters I and III.)
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8ince the problems of world capitelism are not confined
by nationesl boundaries, it ig lmportant that American Jewry
and all America should understand the crisis of Germany.

What segments of American Jewry saw Nazism asg a result of

a most desperate economic and social crisis? What segments
did not grasp the causes of Nazlsm?

Anti-Semitlen, wasg. wused by the Nazl leaders to take
the minds of the Germans off the real cause of their dif-
ficuvltiesg (viz. their economic system) and to provide a
mythical cause for the world.war that had to be forthcoming,
This channeling of the frustratlions of the populace against
the Jews has been utilized as governmenﬁ pollecy in every
declining system where the Jews were numerous enough to be

a convenient scapegoat, When the feudal world wes in

decline (l4th to 16th century Germany, 18th and 19th century
Poland, 20th century Russia), anti-Semitism became the
offio;al government policy. And with the downfall of the
embryoﬁic capitalismes of Renalssance Italy (when the Jews
who had lent money to the impoverished Itallian artisansg
could no longer be paild back, as early Italian capitalism
was in a gtate of chronic depression), the officlal poliey
of the clty-states became anti-Semitic. To what degree did
thé different classes in American Jewry understand the role
of‘the scapegoat in a declining economy? Why did some classes
misunderstand this role and what were their compensating atti-
tudes?

The firet section of thlg chapter therefore will deal

with the degree of understanding that the different clasges
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in Americe showed with regard to what was happening in
Germany:
1. Was Nagzism seen as the answer to the most
desperate crisis faced by the economle and
soclal system of Germany?
2, Was antl-Semitism seen ag the inevitable
policy of a desperate government in & de-
clining econony?
3, What extraneous causes were attached to
German antl-S8emlitism and why?
The data used will be primerily the Anglo-Jewlsh prees be-
fore Hitler geined power. Since the value of a'particular
higtorical analysis is enhanced by ite predictive power,
a comparison of analyses of the various classes_can be
galned by noting how they regarded-the posgibllity of a
Nazi regime. However, since some groups are not well
reoresented in the presé before larch, 1933--reference willl
be made to articles written later in the decade which are

pertinent to this inquiry.

What‘were the Jewlsh old middle-classes of Gerﬁan
descént saying from 1930 through March 19, 1933, when the
Reichstag abdicated?. It will be seen that the nature of
Naziesm was completely misunderstood, Insbtead of attributing
the rise of Hitler to Qconomid forces, these groups stressed
the "psychology" of the German people: first halling this
psychology as the bulwark agaeinst the clown Hitler and
later damning 1t as the cause of the tragedy. Optimiem
wag the dominant note, and German senéitivity to world
Opinion would sobn change the_bad gsitvation. The Jews were

heeded as scapegoats, but this scapegoat role was only tem-
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porary. Anti-Semitism was primarily a matter of the mind.

But let the Americen Hebrew speak for 1tself chronologically:

1930: (September, 19) "The successges of anti-Semitic partles
~ . 1in Germany possesg no quallty of permanence ' Why?
Germany would not want 1o lose the respect of the world,
ag Roumanis and Hungary have done.

(October, 24): German Jews ghould not become panlcky
because of riots in the Reilchstag. tHitlerism cannot
prevall in the Reich." Why not? because

(October, 3): The Germans are "not a people who leave
revolutions,."

In 1931, the Nazls guffered & minor setback in a Prusslan
plebisocite. While, sald the Hebrew, this did not mean the
shattering of the anti-Semitic party, 1t was & straw in the

wind:

(August, 21): "...n saner spirit does prevail
throughout the entire Relch."

(November, 20): —-after further Hitler victoriegs—-

iComfort is derived from Hitler's conference with

Von Hindenburg. He will stop Hitler through a

coalltion cabinet, Besldes, Germany doés not want

to be looked upon as a medieval state. When Hitler

gains representation, he will no longer need the

anti-Semlitism!

‘The gane (or insane) spirit ls seen ag the determinant

of the fate of the Relch. The need of the capitallsts for a
fasclst alliance is not seen, so the conference with Von |
Hindenburg becomes the chance for sane German capltaelism to
agsert i1tself. The scapegoat role of the Jews ls seen:
however, it is seen as 1T was played in &a rising capitalistic
economy: ‘the Jew was often the target for dissatisfiled par-
ties (French Cathollcs, Soclalists, P0pulists) that were .

minority groups in the natlon. The Hebrew hopes that when

the minority Hitler party galns some SUCCESBS the need for
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anti-femitism will cease., However, 1t ise not seen that
Germany, in its chronic crisis, now ig ready for a govern-

ment-sponsored scapegoat.
Events moved rapidly\in

19321 (January,15): ~There are two possibilltlies: either
the Teutonic temperament can be trusted or there will
be & Hitler triumph followed by & clash with the com-

munists.

(March,18): --after Von Hindenburg was re—~elected —-
ipaith in the stability and practicallty of the German
people was restored after the general electlons last
unday, even among those who, under the emotional 1in-
fluence of Nazil propaganda, doubted These momentarily !

(April, 15): ——after Hitler gained two milllon more
voteg-— WAg the economic situation over there clears,
g0 will the cohorts of the Swatika fade from the

political picture."

(June, 10): --after Hindenburg diemiesed Bruening end
nis cabinet--"Pessimism is warranted. Hitler may get

a majority in the next electlon.
(November, 18): --after the famous election when the
votes of the Nazls declined-- This 18 'a clear re-
cesgion of the Nazi flood with indicatlons that 1t 19
not 1likely to risge again to threatening helghte...
this result was not unexpected..,The only combinations
that can meke for defeat of the government are like
oil and water in their principles and cannot coalegce "
The alternstives of revolution to the right or left are not
seen, but there is the belief that "Teuvonle temperament"
will allow things to continuve as of yore. Capitalism and -
fagcism in o time of crisis are not like oll and water.
Again, the stress on characteristics of a people ag deter-
minants of 1ts history.

And the few months Just before the tragedy were taken

especially calmly by the Hebrew...
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1933: (Febrvary, 3): --after Von Hindenburg had appointed
Hitler on Januvary 31 to his cabinet-- WVon Hindenburg
-hag copied Abraham Lincoln (!) and brought the enemy
within the camp in order to control him. The 'ir-
responsible agitator is taken off the street.! He will
now be chained down to national sanity. Even the
German Democratic Party's official bulletin states
that Hitler 1¢ now 'an ex-corporal amldst a count
and four barons...under the supervision of the foxy
capitalist, Hugenberg.,'"

(March, 10): —-the Nazi-Nationallst coalition was now
in the majority and there were rumorsg of the dissolu~
tlon of the Relchetag-— Should the Reichstag ad journ,
anti~Jewligh legislation would be less likely with
twelve respongible men running the country than with
an agsembly of 650 in charge! "Von Hindenburg -- sane,
cilvilized, loyal to his constitutional oath will never
degecend to the status of a rubber stamp for Adolph
Hitler "

~-And when Hitler made public his condemnation of
further anti-ZSemitic practices,.. -- Thls shows

he ig "attempiting to slay the anti-Semitic beagt
with unequivocal warning to his followers." The
beast 18 no longer of value now that the Nazls are

in power. The American Jewlish Congress is doing a
disservice to German Jewry by demanding mass meetings
at this time!

(March, 24) -~ the anti-Jewish excesses that could
not be denled begen on March 20 -~ The headline:
"Outraged world must protest agalnst Nazl barbarism.!
"Hitler hag falled to subdue the anti-Semitic beast...
German psychology doesn't change its spote.t '

Down to the very end there is the same false hope, the same
migunderstanding of the Nazi phenomenon. An interesting
twiet 18 the confidence in "twelve responsible men" as
opposed to 650--here perhaps 1s the gpirit of the American
Jewlsh Committee...that is, even in Germany democratic
policles are to be achleved by a few intelligent and capable
men at the top of socletly. And once the excesses have begun,
the same factor that was to prevent them (the German mind) is
seen ag thelr cause: 'German psychology doesn't change its

spots M
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g0 the old middle-classes did not see Nazlsm ag the
‘answer to a desperate chronic ecrisis, This fallure to
‘ undefstand that Germany wasg on the eve of revolution to the
right or left allowed the desperate hopes of the Hebrew to
goar to optimistic heights. The failure to grasp the power-
ful forces at work within Germany allowed false hopes to be
arouged ag to German gensitivity to public opinion., Yet
gomething had to be the cause 80, in good middle-class tra-
dition of Tthe 19th century, the spirit of the people wes
elther good or bad, The same patiern 1g seen in the attitude
towards antli-Semitlsm. gome economic factors were dimly per-
ceived but--due to the misunderstanding of the whole Hitler
phenomenon~--not 1in their full light. So what was causal?
Again, the mind. And the Hebrew comments about "Brutal
Roumania' in 1930, that "typical 2lso of the Roumanlan mind"

2 And the answer to anti-

3

" was desecration of cemeterles.
Semltlism in Roumania was to be public education. Desplte
a Bulgarien student ribf, tthere is nothing fundamental in
Bulgarian 1life or tradition that can turn the masses against.
the Jews of the oountry,"q

The fallacy of such a purely jdealistic analysis 1s
evident in the light-of the data of history, The kEnglish
Ygpirit" was of one quality in the eleventh and twelfth
centuries when Jews would lend large suls to noblemen, kng,
and clergy, and could be paid back easlly by their debtors
in this golden age of feudalism, Then were Jews treated

well, and Britaln breathed a free spirit. But in the 13th

century British peers were hard-presged financially, for
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already the embryonic middle-class was attracting a larger
proportion of the wealth in goclety. Feudalism was on 1ts
decline. And the noblemen could not pay back their Jewish
creditors. f&dward I1 even forbid nobles To borrow mbney
from Jews. dJews were forced into petty lending. There
were ritual murder accusations and finally after severe
taxation the expulsions., The spirit of Britannla had
changed. The spirit of England changed again when after
geveral centurles, Charles II and William of Oraﬁge gaw
Britain'se future in an economy of mercantilism, In this
goclety, all money possible was attracted 1o one's country--
legt a rival céuntry would acquire that money and would Then
be able more successfully to compete in the race for world
gold through colonization. And especially Sephardic Jews
had money. 8o the gpirit of England welcomed them. The
stresges of contemporary England have given a market to
Sir Robert Mosley. So Just what is the Britlish spirlt? Ob-
viously the degree to which a natlon grants freedom lg de-
pendent on the soclal conditions exlsting in the nation at
the particuler time--and not on any abstract spirit. Tracing
.the history of the Jews in Germany there was the gsame so-
called spirit of freedom when Jews were international traders
and big money-lenders, but there was the withdrawal of that
gpirit when the feudal gystem declined. So, why——-in flat
contradition to historical analysis—-1ls the splrlit of a
nation manufactured and used to explain soclal phenomenbn?
The use of the "gpirit' of a nation, in this manner,

was especlally in vogue in the 19th century. It was part of:




the rising industrisl nationallsm: the rulers of Western

Europe had to rally their people around the nation., Why

not appeal to the spirit? Furthermore, the roméntioism and.
return to the past (especially of the early 19th century)
were results of a reaction of much of Europe to the Napoleon-
ic threat. Feudal rulers in Germany appealed to the German
folk soul and tried to retain their power. Algo the rising
middle-clasgs uged the national spirlt as their rallying
polnt.

Into the Judaism of the old middle-classes of German
descent came this idea in the form of the Misslon of Israel.
S0 this clags with its intellectual background of the 19th
century was very well versed in the ways of "a people's
gpiritiv—~be it the Jewlsh, American, German, or Bulgarian
people., If the true explanation of the Nazi phenomenon could
not be perceived by this clasg, 1t is not surprising that
they would turn to.the people's spirit asg an explanation.

But why the initial misunderstanding that led to the
fallacles of opftimlem and the German spirit and sensitivity
to world opinion? This 18 a very serious gquestion, since
1t i¢ important, even more, it is crucial for the middle-
clagas to have an understanding of capitaliegm in 1ts moment
of geverest crisis. The German middle-claseg supported Hilitler
and Fagcelsm., Will the middle-clagses of Europe look to the
Rightist parties in thelr present crises or to pérties that
look for a more progressive soclal order? Where will the
American middle-class turn in ite moments of crisis? The

0ld ‘middle-class, we have seen, did not understand the phe-
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nomenon of German capitallsm in 1ts moet desperate crisis?
Why not?

The Jewish old middle-class would have undermined 1ts
own confidence and program had 1t perceived whatl was really
happening ln Germany. This group was composed of guccessful
well-integrated merchants who nad ridden the crest of the
American caplitalistic wave . Their success and integration
were baged on the continued flourishing of American cepltal-

1em. To admit that capitalism had within itself the possi-

bilitlesg of developing into fagelam Wes to hint that even

American capitalism might become more oligarchic and pro-

duce the prejudice that would rob the Jewish old middle-clags

of i1ts integration and financial success. These descendents

of German Jews were very close in gpirit to their old middle~
class German brethren., The immedlate reaction (consclous

or not): could what happened to the well-integrated and
guccessful Herr So-and-S8o happen to me? Thig reaction 1s
immediately gsuppressed by a complete negation of the economic
factors involved in the German debacle and by a tenaclous
geizure on the German spirlt ag the explanatory key. But
firgt, of coursge, there was the desperate wish that Hitler

ig not so, hence the extreme optimiam.

Simply belng members of America's old middle-class would
be enough to turn the minds of this group eway from reallty.
But thelr Jewish affiliation may have made thelr flight from
feality more desperate and their view more distorted.

It is concelvable thet a clags which had erred so in 1ts

analysls of so cruclal a crisis would, after the crlslis, re-
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. examine 1ts analysis to discover wherelin 1ts analysis fell
1; short. ©o it ia appropriate to ask: after the redilty of
Hitlerism, did the Jewish middle-class of German descent
gain a clearer comprehenslon of the phenomenon?

In the Hebrew of December 22, 1933, it is pointed out
that Hitler had fertile.soil in the German people, Germany
never was & clvilization ih the sense that England and
America are:.

Can one conceive of an Englishman or an Amerlcan

doing what the Germans are now dolng? Can one

imagine a Frenchman belng so brutal?”

Here is -@ilearly seen the fact that the crucible of experi-
ence did not refine the understanding of the phenomenon:
Again, 1t must be a mafter of the mind of the people; thls
agsures the old middle-class that it cannot happen here.

Occasional bursts of optimism in the later thirtles
show that the lesson has still not been learned:

(After Von Papen was dismigeed ag vice-chancellor in

Hitler's effort to show his capltalist allies that

he was in econtrol, the Hebrew wrote in June, 1934):

German fagcism may be cracking up. German public

opinion is slowly recovering her breath., "The free
play of ideag emong men cannot be suppressed."

Ané. in August, 1938: Do not despair, writes Willlam Zuckerman,

(Nazi anti-Semitism) is fundamentally not a real
produect.,. It does not flow fro% the depth of the
people'!s Interest and feeling.

Yo deep was the need for a misunderstanding of the phe-
nomenon that the fallure of predictions, the dashing of
optimistic hopes, and the inadequacy of analysis could not
bring about a re-evaluation of that analysis, “

. To what degree did the new middle-classes of Eastern

European background understand the Nazi phenomenon? In the
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press of this group, less freduent notice ls taken of

the Hitler crisis in its early days (1930-1931) than in

the press of the old middle-class, DBut there wasg enough
expregsion of opinion to warrant a few conclusions.

In the Index of 1930:

If Hitler should succeed in his ambition to eg-
tabligh a Fagcigt dictatorship in Germany, 1t

would undoubtedly constitute the greatest calamlty

for  German Jewry. (However, this is) not very

;ikgl éslnoe Hitler willl never Join the National
Party).

Opinion, in 1932, saw in Germany a “"ghastly outlook" that was
obvioug~-sald Stephen Wise--to all save the professional
optimists. vHitler may not succeed, but the forceg of ﬁate
will coﬁtinue.9 But by March of that same year (after Von
Hindenburg was re-elected), Opinion felt a "lightening of
the heart'w-~while the Hebrew also had its "faith in the
stablility and practicality of the German people" renewed.
BU.t,QQL@_}_QE cautions that Hitler is "more formidaeble in
partial defeath than in triumph,lo

Thug far 1t will be noted that the new middle-classes,
while not indulging in the excegsive optimism of the old
mliddle-clageses, did not demonstrate a grasp of the Nazi
phenomenon and did echo--albelt faintly-~-some of the mis~

conceptions of the old middle~clags analysls. No inkling

ls given that Nazism and its concomitant anti-Semitism ig

based on the effort of a decaying, economic and social
gystem to preserve 1ltgelf in the face of chronic crisis.

. The bellef that Hitler is more formidable in defeat shows

1ittle understanding of government-sponsored anti-Semitism -
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in a state suffering from chronic depression. The extreme
optimism of the old middle-classes is decried, butb the new
middlefclass is swayed to optimism by the Hindenburg electlon
and speaks not in terms of ecbnomic forceg but of foreces of
hate,..that 1s, the peychological approach.

But from May 2, 1932, the new middle~clags press takes
on a different tone, Hitler had galned two milllon votes
in the Spring election, The Hebrew was gaying that as soon
ag the economic situvation clears, the Swestika wlill fade...
and after November expressed extreme optimiem, But the new
middle-class saw by May 2 that! 1The dread event hasg come
to pass. Hitler is 1n power."ll The answer is unashaned
gelf-defence. And from this point on, the new mlddle-class
attacked the old middle-class for 1ts foolish optimism (do not
be fooled by the fact that Hitler hag Jolned Hindenburg; Hugen-
burg is a slight brakelz). From this point on, the new mlddle-
clage prepared for boycott and suggested that this was &ll the
more_feason for a World Jewish Congress.

This seems to be an.iﬁtuitive foreboding. There 1s no
analyéis of the factors underiying the antiwsemitism, There
is an emotional reaction to the obvious tragedy, the bitter
recognition of a new middle~class not too many years away
from the Czar.

Only after Hitlerlsm wase well-established and only after
(significantly) the American depression had gilven cause for
reflection--in April of 1934, did Opinion see Hitlerlsm as

an economic phenomenon:
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Tta roots are deeply end inextricably entwined in
that capltalistic economic order which 1s itself
the contradiction and the foe of freedom of human

brotherhood, of peace.—

The fate of the German Jew is the "loglcal, almost aufomatic"
fate of any minority group when social revolutlonary forces
‘are thwarted by reaction, We should beware of the fasclsm
that doés exist in America and that advocates "politer forms
of diotatorship,"13

And so, the new middle-class which (it will be remembered)
reacted to the Americen depresslion with radical analyses of
Amerié&n gsociety~-although their practical prograi did not
flow from their radieal theory--, this new middle~class élso
eventvally reacted to the German chronicﬁcrisis with the same
radical analysis. Iﬂ is 1nteresting that this class' attitude
towards the American and German crises is simlilar in a-number
of ways: DBefore the crigls fthere wag no awareness of the
~economic factors involved-~there was acceptance of American
prosperity; there was also the substitution of ldeallstilc
fallacies for economic facts in the analysis of Germény up

to May, 1932. Then after the crisisg oceurred, there was
radical analysis of both Amefican and German society., (It
was‘seen that the new middle-claess which suffered so in the
depression did mouth sociallst phrases and its technocratic
theories celled into question the existing socilal order) .

But the practicel progream relating to the American and German '
crigses did not flow from the radicel analyses. (It was seen
that no practical revolutlionary philosophy was gseriovsly

suggested during the %epression but the new middle-class
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helped Rooseveit doctor up the exlsting soclal order) .
Similarly, as will be shown more clearly, the remedies. for
Hitlerism suggested by thie class did not flow from thelr
analysis of the phenomenon. |

How were the attitudes of the new middle-clags affected
by ﬁhe interests and needs of that class? The new middle-
class would naturally be slow to call into quegtion the
very soclety on which its prosperity has been‘builtf But
being extremely sensitive to crieis, 1t wlll under cerﬁain
conditions become very disillusioned and theoretically
question its soeclety. But when there i1s no acute crisis
(as 1t appeared to Americen Jewry in 1930-1 Germany), 1t
will show extreme reluctance before launching into an econohic
analysls of i1ts society. Hence, such misunderstandings as:
Hitler is more formidable in defeat, optimligm after the
Hindenburg election. Also, after the crisis has gtruck,
while there is radical analysgis, there is not a program con-
sistent with that analysie, because the new middie~élasses
are ultimately commited to that system which has given them
their place in the sun.

But the new middle-class did not share the extreme
optimism of the o0ld, did not share the complete stress on
the temperament of the German people. For the new mlddle-
clags admltted that i1t could happen here., They admitted
this in their Zionist ideology and in their economic analysed
of the German and American depregsions. They had Just fled
f;om a land of oppression, and they did not have behind them

the long tradition of integration. ©So antl-Semitism was an
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accepted fact in theilr existence. Why could it not happen
in America? Since the new middle-clags could admit the
possibility (not the ineviﬁability) of American anti-Semitism

and could accept rejection by the Gentlile world as part of

the facts of Jewish life, there was no necegslty for them

to swing to the hopeful optimlsm or the 1lt's-all-in-the-mind
attitude of the old middle-clags. The o0ld middle-clasg needed
to preserve its bellef that integration in American society
wag the lnevitable American way and that anti-Semitism could
not happen here. Because the new middle-clags did not have
thege needs, 1t did not embrace to such an extent the

rationalizations of its more integrated co-religionists.

What were the New York manufacturers and small creditors,

the supporters of neo-Orthodoxy and the Jewish Forum, saying
about Hitlerism?

(July, 1931) There appears to be a tendency to view

the Hitler movement as of only temporary nature,

It is true that Hitler's seed could bear such abun-
dant fruit only in times of economic deéspair, But

1% must be borne in mind that the business depression
in Germany, which was go conducive to Natienal Soclial-
1at doctrines, is not a temporary occurence. Germany's
economic hardshipsg are not due to & previous peri-
od of over-production, but are attributable to the ik
losgses incurred by Germeny during and after the war.
(And. 1n October) Such economic difficulties make for
extremlst political move?ents, and the future must be
viewed pessimistically.l

(And in November) A great number of German industrial-
lets and businessmen, too, are not free from responsi-
bility. Without the financial support of these circles,
Hitler would have been doomed to fallure...One may wonder
at the inducements offered to industries to support a
political movement which claims to oppose capitalism.lé
(The solutlon proposed in this article was to abollish
all reparations.)
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In May, 1932; while calling those who—claiﬁ Hitlerism 18
a "pasgsing phase" ostriches with their heads in the sand,
the Forum meintainsg that "politicel partles are the out-
growth of economic condltions and soclological changes.,!

And thege are the conditions in Germany: World War I losses,

inflation, reparations, and the gpread of cartels elimina-
ting the middleman.l7

As for the role of the Jew as scapegoat:

(Nazism) aims to make the Jew the target of mass
hatred, diverting thg punishment of those guil&@

for the misfortune of the masses, o the Jews.
S0 economic factors are definltely seen as the caudes
behind Nazism. And there is no deluslonal optimism in a
whole series of articles on the situation in Germany. Why?
Thege are menufacturers and smalllcreditors'mﬂking. They
are more likely to think in terms of gconomic factors than
are the middle-classes with thelr relatively lLimited contacts
with the relations of production! Furthermore, the recent
flight of this group from lands of oppression plus their
familiarity with economic relations would not.allow the
optimism of the old middle-classesd. They ere very famillar
with a government policy that diverts the masses' frustra-
tion against the Jews; the scapegoat is understood.

However, the economlc factors that.underlay Nazism are
not those economic factors which are stregeged! The desperate
need of an economle system that is 1n severe‘crisis, the
degperate need to survive even at the cost of embraclng
Fascigm is not understood by the Forum, Instead 1t views

Nazigm es a movemen®t which opposes capitalisml German
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economic hardships were cauged by the failure of that
Furopean country with the most powerful forces of pro-

duction to find markets for that produvction. This failure

was certainly hastened by German losges in the first World
War. But the loseses of the firgt World War were not the
primary'oause as the Forum would indicate...though those
logeesg certailnly contributed td Germany's orisis. It

might be suggested that the World War I theory of the Eggg§‘
1g stregsed, because America (which won the War) ls, there-
fore, in no danger of a similar catastrophe.

The manufacturers of consumer~goods industries and small
creditors were certalnly flourishing in Americen soclety.

Any analysis that would call into guestion that society would
also cast doubt on thelr continued prosperity. Therefore,
cepitalism 1ig opposed to fasclsm and a World War 1 defeat

ig the cause of. German crisis.

The underﬂtanding of Nazism is further affected by the
religious and soclal attitudes of the neo-Orthodox grovp.
Germen Jewry, it is claimed, lacks the idealism for the
struggle, 1ldeallsm possessed by hastern Europeen Jews. Thig
lack derives from elght decedes of asginilation, and from a
desire to "delegate Jewlishness to an inconsplcuous corner.'
They are so pro-German that they will not meke the necessary
protestatidns.l9 What is more, this assimlilation, this sin

of apostasy has actvally caused the persecution! The prayer

u~-mlpnay hato-enu ("becavse of our sineg") is cited to show
that_bécause of the "renunciastion of the glories and dutlies

of the past,! Nazism hag arlisen in Germany.zo These ere falrly

L
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obvious distortlonsg springing from those social tenslons

discussed abovse,

How dld the labor groups view the crigis in Germany?
Although there were many divigions within the Jewish labor-
ing class, during the perlod of Hitler's rise, all of these
groups were to some extent expressing a soclallstic ldeology.
And so, the interpretation of events in Germany gilven by
intellectual soclaligts Charles Ervin and Ludwig Lore,. foreign
experts of the Advance, was in the early thirtles the inter-
prepation of Jewish labor in general. What wag the attitude
of the Advance towards the rise of Hitler?

(July 31, 1931) (The Dawes and Young Plans are

trying to keep 1life in a condemned man until the

date get for hls execution. The financial and

industrial lords are in a plight:) Not only do
. : the forces of socialiam and communlsm menace
3 thelr privilege but a middle-clasgs, ruined by the

aftermath of the war, is throwing in its lot with
thc Fagelat movpmcnt 1ed bv Hltlerg (Germdn de-

 Unless demands are radlcnlly cut, a revolution is
gure. And this coming from either nght or Leflt
meang another war.<+-

The criminal foolighness of the world war and the
esgentlial weaknesgs of the capitallidt system have
to be liguldated., The near future is blg with

3 events _that wlll further change the face of the

3 world., '

' Germany hes her pollyannas the same as we have 1n
the United States. They see "trends' towards better
' times in the same way that our White House and the

- . Chawber of Commerce see them., "Trends' don't put
],g‘ food ig people ‘s mouths nor warm clothes on their

! 1 backs <o

Fageclsm was in Italy, and will be in every other
country, the last force to which capitalism will
take recourse in the face of the oncoming forces
.of labor. It is likely to be the Last, and in all
probabllity, the strongest bulwark of the employ-
lng class against the aspiration of the toiling
masges for liberation from exploitation and oppression.
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It will not be long before the bourgeolsle
parties will have to recognize the victory of
Fasclsm by admitting one or several National
Soclallsts into the government. The participa-
tion of the Hitlerites in the government will un-
doubtedly subject the Jews in many ways to indig-
nities and hardships...Fasclsm 1s a very real
danger to labor, especlally to organized labor,
Capitalism in Germany feels itself endangered by
the growing strength and milltancy of The working
magges. Prompted by fear, all parties of capltallism,
the Liberals, the Conservatives, and the Cathollc
Center Party wlll unite in gupportlng rasclsm 1in
the task of destroying the house that labor has
built for ite own protection ?nd the pregervation
of the best in civilization.2¥ _

All of this in the year 19311}

In 1932, anti-Semitism 1s called the "trump card of
fagelem" and Ludwlg Lore fears that Amerlcan progressive
labor will be called on to‘perform a duty ef international
solidarity to gain admission for Jewlsh rofugees into this

5

country.2? In February, 1933: "There is no fundamental
difference between the reactionafy non-fagclats and the
fasclat readtionaries.” The communisgts are attempting to
Lgi ' wreck the Social Democrat party.26

‘ All of these expressions come from the Advance. ILGWU's

Jugtice~-with ag large a proportion of Jewg in the union as

in the ACWA--1g virtuelly silent concerning the Nazl crisils.
Owen Darragh writes in 1932 "How Wage-Cutting Has Broﬁght
Germany to the Brink of Ruin'": wage-cutting means more profilt
to industry; thls means more machinery, which meansg more un-
employment,27 But Jewish conslderatlions do not seem to enter
into the policy of ILGWU's Justice as much as 1n the Hlllmen
publication., Why this should be 1s an open dquestilon,.

. Returning to the Advance, one is struck by the accuracy
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of 1ts predictions. ¥While all other groups in 1931 were
completely blind to the poésibility of a coelition between
the industrialiste and the Hitler forces with a resulting
fasclsm, the Advance saw this as not only likely but
inevitable ag the industrielists would try to save them-
gelves: '"all parties of capitelism...wlill unite in support-
ing ¥agcliem." The middle class wag geen as throwing in 1its
lot with the big capitaliste to save the system through
fasc;sm. The possibility of revolution to Right or Left is
recognized, and elther way the end result would be war., The
need for a gcapegoat under fascism ig geen., The possibillty
of a Jewlsh refugee problem 1s envisioned. The destructive
role of the communists is understood. Fasoism is analyzed
ag the most desperate resort of a capitallist system in
chronic crisis...whlich leads to the statement: "There is
no fundamental difference betwesen the reactionary non-
fascists and the fagclst reactionariesg.!

So while the old middle-class was indulging in frantic

optlmism'and in tirades against the Germen splrit, and whille

" the new middle-~class was paying little heed to the problem,

the labor groups as early as 1931 were acutely aware of the

tragedy that was about ta etrike and had an accurate under-

standing of the nature of Nazish! The final test of historical

analyslg 18 in its predictive power, and the writers in the
é@zgggg were among the very few who passed the test and
showed an understanding of the world-wide depression!

The ability to understand current historical forces

affeéﬁing a given system lsg poesible only when the analyst ls
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not committed to that system. These gocialist spokesmen for
labor were not bound to the capitalistic system and so t helr
minds were free from the necessity of giving a partial analysls
in order not to challenge the existing order. Furthermore the
threat of fasclsm to the worklng class 18 direct and immediate.
How did the American Jewish community react in practical
termg to the Hitler regime? The degree to which the different
Jewish groups understood the tragedy has been discussed., But
does each group's plan of action spring fronm ite undergtanding
of Nazism? It has been seen how the degree of understanding
'ig affected by the group's socilal status. Is the same in-
fluence ciear with regard to a plan of action to counter
Hitler? -
What type of reaction wbuld flow from the understanding
of Nazism thet historical perspective and sclentific analysis
have given us? With Nazism understood aé the last resort.of
a capltalist nation in chronic crisis, 1t becomes clear that
the answer to Nazism would bevthe replacement of the ruling
fasclst-capitalist class by another goclial order. That this
would be done by & coalition of capitalist powers 1s highly
unlikely, since their own position would be challenged by a
non-capitalistic state. (And, indeed, the appeagement pollicy
of the Western Powers stemmed from the fear of the overthrow
of the German soclal order. Furthermore, the action of the
United States after the wdr in blocking the socialization of
the Ruhr and in re-instituting the old industriallsts in
their old positions bears out the conclusion that a coalition

of cépitalist states would not golve ultimately the problem
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of Germany). BEncouragement of revolutlonary elements within
Germany and a weakening of the-German atate economy would be,
1t seems, & loglcal although futile program. For the capltalist

nations which have the power to crush Germany would not leave

her to the mercies of a new soclal order. And there was no
way to encourage the revolutionary elements within Germany.
There is a short range prograun that would aim not at a
golution of the German problem but at the quickest posglble
relief fdr the suffering people of Germany...even at the
price of a renewed rule by a few industriallste as 1ls now
being established. This program would involve the quickes?t
possible-intervention by the other world powers to put an
end to the Nazi rule. Since a German war economy would
eventually conflict with the economlc needs of the other
nations--war was ineviteble. Until that conflict ghould
come, & weakening of the German state economy through other
means would be some insurance for the victory of the non-
fascist powers. In this 1light, an effective boycott could
conceivably have weakened Germany.
Germany had made of southeagtern BEurope a group of
economic colonles. The government had taken over forelgn
trade, and this government monopoly plus the proximlity to
southeastern Burope were suffilcient to control the trade
in thet area. The great effort of the economy was the
achievement of autarchy. Cellﬁlose wool, synthetic oil
and. rubber were belng made., DBut. the German economy was &
long way from sgelf-sufficiency. Germany was a debtor nation

end to pay for the imports that were necessary for her arms-
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economy she had to do a big exporting pusiness..." and

there was a great danger that Germany's exports would not

pProve gufficient to pay for all the imports she needed for

her re-armament program."z It follows that & gsuccegsful

and large-scale boycott of German exports would e of some

effect.

History has shown that the mags meetings which were

meant to arouse the conscience of the world did not affect

the decision of the world powers to take strong action

againgt Germany. For as long as Britaln and France did not

feel challenged by Nezism, they continued appeasement. And

the Unlted States State Department exercised extreme caution

in protecting German trade interests until a definite shif?t
wage taken in the direction of a firmer forelgn pollcy. It

has also been shown29 that the Voice of Amerlca, the protests

of Roosevelt, were words that the German government did not

mind so long ag they were not backed by action, The sO-

called German sengitivity to world opinion wag & plpe~dream.

The remainder of this chapter will deal with the problem:

what groups within the Jewlsh community advocated boycott,

mass meetings, and Volce of America techniguee...and why.

To be sure, There were other reactions: Advocacy of the

preparednegs progran (1t will be remembered that the Jews

reacted virtually along class 1lines.). The Stalinlat

United Front (thies is important enough to be dealt with in

a gpecilal chapter on Communisgm) . Zionlsm or Territoriallen

(this will be dealt with in a chapter on 7ionism) .
old middle-class of

What were the reactlons of the
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of German descent? Regarding the boycott, there was a
mixed, reaction. The official position of the Amerlcan
Jewish Gommittée and the B'nai B'rith Grand Lodge was in
opposltion to the boycott, but many rabble of thisg group

and eventually the American Hebrew favored the boycott.

The Committee and B'nail B'rith lssued a joint statement:
Governed by the known wishes of the Jewg of Germany
as well ag by our own Judgment of the effect of
certein esctivities, notwithstanding our own keen
gense of outrage...we counseled against public
agitagion in the form of boycotts and mags meet-
ings .-V
Such agitation, continues the atatement, are futile and in-
effective channels for the release of emotion., They give
pretexts for the prejudlce to bilgots, and they digtract
those who should look for more constructlve me thods .
The Hebrew at first agrees with this attitude and criesg
for justice, not revengel:
Let not us Jews be seized with the Hitler madness.
Let us cease the irresponeible agitation for the
boycott of Germany and German goods.-
A shift in the attitude of the Hebrew is soon noted. By May
19, 1933, the edltor was gympathetlic to a boycott by non-
Jews. And on September 29, the Hebrew urged the Amerlcan
Federation of Labor to boycott Germany. By March 16, 1934,
the Hebrew opposed only the seconcary boycott, that ls, boy-
cott of agtores that sold German goods: this was using
Hitler's tactics. And on Januvary 3, 1935, the Hebrew,
attacked for its anti-boycott stand, claimed that 1t had
only opposed an all-Jewish boycott. Among the rank-and-

file of the old middle-class there wasla split regarding
/

the boycott, but the impresslion given by meagerv evidence
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ig that a majority of the group favored the boycott while
the leadership opposed it. Rabble Irving Relchert and
Ephraim Frisch of the Clasgsical Heform séhool favored the
bdycbft.gz Judge Progkauer opposed the boycott and stated
that the observance of a boycott that interferes with Ameril-
can business transactiong is opposed to one's duty as an
American citizen!33

It has already been noted that the Committee and B'nai
B'rith opposed mass meetings. The Hebrew gave conslsgtent
support to thls stend: German Jews who have displayed their
patriotism through solemn protests resent dtephen Wise's
pagsionate talks. These nmeetings only gi&e Hitler more
material,gh The B'nai B'rith urged that discretion ig the
better part of valor and sdded that some of the finest
German Jews are members of B'nai B'rith, Public protests
may herm them. Anti-Semitiem has happened before in
Germany, and Jews have sﬁrvived.35

The Voice of Americe or the Consclence of the Wgrld—»

these expressions of public opinion were widely halled by

the_old middle-class as very effective weapons against the

Nazis. Before the worst Nazi atrocities, the B'nai Blrith
M@ggz;gg, in 1te April-May, 1933 issuve, claimed that public
opinion had so far restrained Hitler. And after the eXxcesses
began, public opinion was deemed the great chance for the
Jews. Publisher Brown of the Hebrew wrote an article en-
titléd, "Roosevelt and Hoover Can Influence Hitler." The
American leaders are urged to protest for the sake of

American interestes in Germen itrade and for the sake of Ameri-
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can interests 1n CGerman trade and for the sake of American
invegtments in Germany.36 The value of public oplinion was
not limited to German anti-Semitism., But after an outbreak
of Pollsh persecution and after protests from various
auarters in America, Rabbl Ferdinand Isserman wrote:

Outspoken criticism of Poland in this country...

will have the desired effect of inducing the

governgent to restrain the extremist Pollsh ele-

ments.
The United States government protested the German attack on
the B'nai #'rith. This protest would stir the congclience
of the civilized world.38 In 1938, the Evian Conference on
refugees made 1t perfectly clear that no netion would open
1ts doors to a sizable number of victims of persecutions.
But the Committee's Record hailed Evian as "heartening...
for enunciation of principles."39 Related to the stress
on public opinion is the faith in facte., The Anti-Defama-
tlon League informed the world that 100,000 Jews were in
the German Army in World War I.MO ‘

In the chapter on Tensions the characteristic fear of
being obviously too different and tThe idolization of con-
(formity of the old middle-clasg wes explained. This under-
lies the objection to shovwy megs meetings, to an all-Jewish
boycott, and to a boycott that would be opposed to American
policy and therefore unpatriotic. (Although the boycott
would not violate the sense of conformity so much as would
the mass meeting.)

The psychological view of antl-Semitism held by the

0ld middle—class has been explained., Unable to grasp the
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economic factors, this group turned to the spirit of.the
people es causal. Just as a nation has a conscience, 80

the world has a consclence., And the United States, the
citadel of freedom for the old middle-class, by its protegts
can gtir the donscience of the world. When Germany sees that
the clvilized world 1s against her, the spirit of GQethe\and
Heine will re-awaken. Therefore, government protésts and
even publication of rfacts are helpful. The government pro-
. tests can best come when handled by a few men who are
accustomed to dealing with government officials...masg
meetings are unnecegsary. And so, the Taith in public
opinion ig based on the inability of the group, because of
1ts soecial status, to understand the real causes of the |
crisis and the natural substitutidn of "épiritu&l“ or
psychological factors. The futility of this approach hasg
already been discusgsed for the conscience of the world,
Chamberlain and Daladier, were fearful of soclal revolution
should Hitler be opposed. But it éan be said that the

- program of the old middle-class did flow from 1lts particular
understanding of the German crisis.

A boycott, go long as the AF of L Joined, would be very
appealihg to 811 but the most sensitlive of the old middle-
classes, However sensitivity to being different could
hardly be the primary factor behind the consistent stand
0f the Committee, the B'nail B'rith and men like Judge
Proskauer. A hint ig gilven ag Judge Proskauer ig fearful
of logses thet may effect certaln investments in Germany

and American buslness transactions. It would he the leader~
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ghip of the o0ld middle~class that would have considerable
investments in CGermany--the country of thelr forbears., And
1t would be, then, this leaderchip that should be most
cautlious regarding any.really harnful act agalinst Germany
such ag a boycott! For the Germen reprisals againgt the
boycott mipght easily affect Jewish-American investments

in Germeny. Furthermore, the wealthliest of the old middle~

clags were connected with industries and interests that had

investmente in Germany. There is more evidence than Proskaver's

hint: Ludwig Vogelstein (cited below) vigorously opposed
boycotts and mass meetings. He was an industrialist, born
in Pilsen, and chairman of the American Metal Co., Ltd. He
wag called by hls opponents, a representative of German
Jewish bankersuul In this light perhaps the division be-
tween the old middle-class leaders and its rank-and-file

(a division that will also be notlced 1in the analysgis of

7ioniem) can be better understood.

What was the program of the new middle-class? The

Binai B'rith Messenpger of Los Angeles, representing the Yrank-—~

and-file" new middle-class membership thet was rebelling
againgt the Grand Lodge claimed that the Committee and fhe
Grand Lodge had interfered with a guccegsful boycott. The
boycott ig cerftaln to bring fthe German people to thelr
senses.“z Jews will gain and not lose the respect of the
world thr;ugh the boycott.uz And. in April, 19734, Opinion

offers evidence that the boycott 1s'w0rking: Macy's and

Woolworth's have stopped buying German goods hbecause of con-
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sumer resisgtance. A few rabble in the Conservatlve
Rabbinlc Assembly opposed the boycott as a '"not reliable
Ly
it

WEAPON 4 But the dissent to the boycott in the new
middle~class was 8o small ag to be insignificant. The
Congress and it s adherents were behind the boycott.

The leadership of the new middle-clasg was the spear-
head of the mass meetings. The Congress Courier hailed a
protest march led by Bernard Deutsch and Stephen Wise on

May 10, 1933~-book~burning day.u5

In an April, 1933 edltorial,
Opinion asks "What Shall be Done?" In addition to financial
help for refugees and appeals of the United Btates govern-

ment and League of Nations and the boycott, the mass meet-

ing renders & service that is not meagurable., However '"the

will and the words of the meﬁ who addressed it congtitute a
memorable record." An editorial, written in July, 1933
gives gome support to the above inference of economic
factors' being benind the o0ld middle-~class leadership's
opposition to boycotts and protest meetings. The statement

ls further indication of the tremendous antegonisms that

- were arousged between the Jewlsh groups over thils lesue,

antagonisgms that--it will be recalled--would hang on any
intellectuval peg, important or not. Ludwig Vogelstein at
the Union of American Hebrew Congregations had stated that
the protest meetings are of no avell and violate the
"amenities of western civilization.' Vogelastein ig called

by Opinion a representative of Germen Jewish bankere. This

ils followed by the generalirzation that criticizes:
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vo.Wlllful and tyrranical Prussians who are Germans

first, some sort of Amerilcanse second, and no sort

of Jews third except as they use the Reform Temple

ag a shield wherewlth to guard themselves against

the contamination of brotherhood with all non-Germen

Jews, (May the) contemptible gesture of Stadlanut

mark the beginnings of the end of the Bavaro-Prusslan-

Jewlsh regime in American life.

And so, in the heart of a controversy that concerns the rate
of world Jewry there is clear indication of those 1lntra-
Jewlsh tensions thet are grounded in a struggle for power
within the Jewish community: the end of the German "regime"
1s the climactlic hope.

What was the attitude of'th@ new middle-class towards
the Voice of America and the Consclence of the World? Thils
group has a strong belief in the efficacy of the Voice and
the Conecience, but this faith 1s shaken at times durlng
the thirties. In February, 1936, Opinion ranked the
MeDonald Report with J'accuse and the Balfour Declaration.
Jameg G. McDonald, High Commigsloner of the Commission on
Jewish and Other Refugees From Germany, reslgned and gave
forth a statement that attacked German barbarism., He was
called another soldier in the war for humanlty. This report,
1t was agserted, will arouse public oplnion agalnst Hitler.
Rooseveltls address 1o Oongress in Januvary, 1938 was deemed
all the more powerful because it did not mention Hitler by
name!46 And, of course, once Americe and the world had
becdme arouged to the danger of Hitler, in 1938, the verbal
protesgts of world leaders were hailled With even more en-
thugiagm:

The very outburst of righteouvsness sounded like a

new leage on life to a Eeople whose exilatence de-
pends on righteousness 47
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However, there is not complete idealization of the

Voice of America, Cordell Hull's opposition to the boycott
was attacked by Opinion in October, 1934, In 1937, the
State Department had to apologlrze to Germany for the
aggressive remarks and actions of Mayor LaGuardila,
Opinion in April of that year again was displeased with the
Americaen government. But the clearest statement of the
disillusionment of the new middle-class 1n ite faith that
the conscilence of the world would rise up in wrath against

Nezism is an editorial in the Congregs Bulletin of December

3, 1937, an editorial that is tragic in its bitter awakenlng

from a delusion:

We could not visualize a democracy in whose interest
it would be to help stabllize Nazism and discugs with
it aress of expansion,..Today we are the forgotten
victims of a barbaric regime which is dictating lts
own terms to civilization. Our continuous victimiza-
tlon will not in one lota change the treaties to be
drawn up between Nazigm and Democracy.

Four and one half years ago we arose to the struggle
against Nazism in the belief that allied wlth us were
not only groups and elements in thls and other demo-
cratic countrles, but the countries themsgelvesg, their
peoples and their governments...To the democracies of
the world functioning as diplometlic bodies Poland 1s
only part of one or another possible combination of
armed European powers.

And Opinlon recognized that education is no safeguard against
prejudice.,.witness Germany.48

It will be recalled that the new middle-clags at one
poinf consldered Hitlerism as an inevitable product of a
desperate German capitalism. The solution thet would spring
from.guch an analysis would be & new social order in Germany

which could never be the result of the efforts of the worried

capitalistic powers. However, as in the case of the new
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middle-class program for the depression, practice did not
foilow theory.. The faith developed that the cepitalis?
nations of the world would crush the Nazl state, once thelr
conscience was aroused. Hence, the gtress on The Volce bf
America and the Mags Meetings. Had the anélysis quoted
above really been understood, the disillusionment and traglc

tone of the Congress Bulletin's editorial would have been

averted. Insfead much energy was spent on such protests.
Thege protests did serve as & psychological releage for a
grovp that had to express 1ltself in some way. L1t also
gserved ag a rallying point for the instltutlons of the
clags--the American Jewlsh Congress and 1ts World Jewlsh
Congress. The institutlong were the gpokesmen for all who
wanted fo protest unashamedly the Nazl barbarism. There
wag no gensltivity at being different on the part of the
new middle-class, as 1t is not affected by that emotional
characteristic of more marginal Jews.

There is an ambivalence in all of new middle~clasal
thought and activity. A swing from radical ldeas that
question the exigting order to undying loyalty to that
order--and back again. Reasons behind this amblvalence have
been discussed.

“ Regerding the boycott, this pressure on the Nazl regilume
could have the complete support of an angered new middle-
clags, unafraid to express itself and with no economic tiles
"that would hinder such éxpression°
Regarding the Voice of Americe, tThis was algo the

voice of the New Deal. And 1t has already been shown how
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the new middle-class was ardent in support of The Ropsevelt
administration. It could practically do no wWrong.: Hence,
a high regard for the Volce of America.

What wes the program of the neo-0rthodox school of manu-
fecturers and creditors in New York? It will be recalled that
the Forum atressed economic factors as being responsible for
Nazism. 1t would then be expected that thelr program would
gtress the economic remedy, viz., the boycott. And this
expectation 1g borne out through the articles 1in the Forum:

The boycott is called the only gelf-defence the Jews
have! The American Jewish Committee le geverely criticized
for its opposition to the boycott. The Commlttee cannot
admit the crueltlies of the Fatherland. Why not? This
would be a confession that 1ts members come from ho better
a place than do their Lastern European brethren "whom they
always congidered their inferlors as coming from tinferior!
countries."49 A boycott by all the people 1s advocated°5o
The boycott and the stand of the Committee glve rise To
freguent expresslonsg of goclal andAreligious antagonlisms!
boyecott not only German-made goods but also German-made
Judaigm15l

What about the mass meeting? The mass meeting is in-
effectivemmthis is the general theme, although there 1
some gupport for such meetings. Theodbre<Nathan clalms
that the ineffectiveness is caused by too many self-styled
leaders, by lack of coordination, and by lack of non—-Jewlish
52

participation., Such meetings are seldom calculated to

motivate action. More helpful would be gtrengthening free-
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dom-forces in Germany and the systemafic education of
Americans.53 Rabbi Jung admits that every weapon, such
as the impressive mags meeting, will help but will not
save. The Jew must return to the Rock of Ages. 'Assyria
will not help us. We shall not ride the high horse!-—-—
he quoted from Egg§§.54

What of the Voice of America and. the Consclence of
the World%? From the infrequent references to this remedy
1t does appear that the neo-Orthodox group has some falth
in its efflcacys The Evian Conference did put moral pressure
on the democracles to allow refugées to enter,55 And after
an anti-Nazi addreass by Cardinal Mundelaine, the Forum wrltes
"perhaps 1t i1s the Catholics who will finally furnish the
solution to the Jewlsh problem." But adds: If the Catho-
lics are ineffective, the problem will not be settled”until
a world war.5

And so there i1g found in the Egggg the expected vrefer-
ence for concrete cconomle action., Manufacturers and
financiers, as has been noted, theorize and act more in
terms of economlec forces than do the middle-classes with
thelr fewer contacts with the relations of productlon.
Opposition to mass meetings may be due in part tq an aware-—
nessg of thelr general ineffectiveness. In such opposition
th@re are also overtones of antagonism against those Congress
leaders who were running the meetings, antagonism agelinst
thet Congress leadership which the neo-Urthodox group had
little part in and (as has been noted) was frequently in

verbal‘opposition to, The trust in God as the real angwer
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gprings from the religious program of the group which will
later be more fully digscusgsed. The evidence regarding the
Volce of America ig too skimpy to warrant discusslon or

conclusglions.

Tn a discussion of the reasctlons of the labor groups to
a Hitler well-~established in power, 1t will be necegsary to
analyze the attitudes of the Frontier (nationalistic social-
igte), the Jewish Labor Committee, and the Call (anti-Zionis®
socialiéts), |

In en interesting issue the Frontier in 1935 presents a
gerisg of articles by Raymond Swing, Norman Thomas, Sidney
Hook and Jakob Lestshinsky on the middle-cless in the
thirties. No differentiation is made between antl-SemlTiem
in America and in Germeny. About the Jewish middle-cless,
the editor writes: Being & minority the Jewlsh middle-class
ig free "from illusions and aspirations which other middle-
clagses are prone to adopt." Ample evidence to the contrary
hag already been given. Leatshineky's analyslid maintalns?

There is a crisis in world Jewry because all Jews

in virtually all countries are vndergoing the

ravages of a common get of conditions from which

they vainly seek rellef.
The nineteenth century saw a trend towards & normelization of
Jewish economic 1life; there was even & proletariat. But with
a origis this normalilzation stops and the Jews are de-classed:

The fascist national integratlon in the period of

capitalistic decay agaln displaces the Jews from

the framework of the majority nation, lsolates

them economically and politically from the related
goclal clagses.

N _
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The answer to this problem ls the Jewish state, where
there can be a normalized Jewlsh society. Because of the
gtrong nationalism of This group, and because of 1ts grasp
of gocial forces,--little regard is paid to the remedies
a0 stressed by the middle-classes. Indeed, mags meetlngs
are hardly mentioned. And there 1s extreme skepticlsm ag
to the efficacy of the consclence of the world. Aft@r the
Evian Conference, the Frontier reports that "every country
‘has 1ts alibi.”58 But there is support for the boycott, the
. primary economlc measure belng taken agalnsgt Germany: The
German economy needs desperately exports; therefore, the

boycott 1se effective.59

The social influences on the Frontier's attitude become

clear: The Jewlsh éocialists, tinged with middle-class ldeology
and leadership, would be quite willing to gee a Jewilsh middle~-
clasg free from the "illuslons and agpirations" of the non-
Jewish middle-class! Their labor interests and Jewlsh
affillaticn glve strong backing to the boycott. Thelr

awereness of gocial forces place the mass meetings and

the Voice of America (or world conscience) in their proper
light.

The Jewlsh Labor Committee seems to repregent a de-
parture from the reaction that has been obsgerved aﬁd will
continue to be observed among the working clags groups.

There is congiderable ontimlsm in a 1935 view of Hitler.
dhairman Viedeck claims that Hitler cannot lagt much
longer. The middle-class has‘disdovered thet 1t was fooled.,

The Fourth Relch will be the expected coalition between
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labor and the middle—olass!6o On November 29, 1938, 2200
delegates passed the following resolution that demonstrates
the nature of the organization and its faith in the Volce
of America:

We consider the countries in which we live as

our homes,..Ag workers and Jews we will never

gubmit to the 1dea that we are strangers in

those countricg for which we. have worked, which

we have enriched and for which our fathers have

died. We will struggle with all our power agalnet

anti-Semitism seeking to impress on the minds of

the people that we are aliens in those countries.
The Labor Committee expressed gratitude for the protests of
almost the entire American population and especially for
Roosevelt's historilcal denunciation of the Hitler regimeaél
The Committee also published "Father Coughlin, hig Facts
and Argunentg.® |

It hae been noted that the Labor Committee is an
eclectic organization with representatives from all labor
groups. However, its leadership is primerlly non-Zionilst,
But these are sociallst non-Zionists who would have no
seeming reason to reject Zionism only to embrace more
ardently American nationalism., Indeed 1t hag been noted
that the Arbelter Circle and its publications are quite
thorough in their reJjection of 8ll vestiges of the capitallistic
system. Why should the Labor Committee, led by Bundis?t

Vliadeck and backed by the Arbeiter Circle, embrace American

natiohalism, predict (in the face of its soclalist analysis)
a labor middle-class coalition in Germany, and hall the same
Roogevelt whom the soclalist members constantly opposed for
advocating fake remedles for America's sgocial system?

On investigating the origins of the Jewish Labor Com-
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mittee, it i1s discovered that the Committee did not spring
. from the ranks of the labor organizations 1t represenﬁed.
Ih 1934 at a San Francisco AFL conventlon a Labor Chest °
was formed. Its purpose, to ald members of the labor move-
menf who had been victimized by fasclsm. The Jewlsh Labor
Committee was an outgrowth of this Labor Chest. 1ts funds
Bl | came from the member organizations, not all of which were
exclusively Jewish, The more middle~clags orientation of
this Committee therefore becomes more explicable. A crea-

- 4 tion of the non-sociaelistlc AFL, & more conservative tone

f. labor leaders who formed the Committee were. exerclsing the

]
may have been set from the beginning, Perhaps the Jewlsh
| function of Shtadlanut to the non-Jewish labor leaders...

in a fashion similar to the relation of Jewlsh capitalist
leaders to the American government. A% any rate, the
Committee was primearily a "defence! organization and, ag
such, must have felt that the begt defence 1s conformlty to
soclety and 1ts attitudes. A labor committee for Jewish
rights could accomplish very little 1f it proclaimed that

the American system was inherently unstable. Hence, the

development of a platform aulte inconsistent with the

ldeology of the thoroughgoing sociaiist.

But why did the soclalist group take over the leader-

ship of the Committee? A possible explanation of the need
felt by non-Zionist socialist leaders for a Jewlsgh defence
Orgenization is that Zlonism was having tremendous appeal to
the masses of Jewish workers, What answers could the non-

Zionists give to the pregsing problem of anti--Semltlism other

¢

e pmd i



188

than a gsocialist future that would be very long in comling.
Some concrete program through a Labor defence organlzation—-
even though at some variance with gtrict soclallst ideology-—-—
wag needed to keep the non-Zionist soclalist loyal to his
Bundist ideology and his Arbeiter Circlel

What was the reaction of the Committes towards the masg
meeting? "Meetlngs are o result of a movement, not a Jjus-—
tificatlon for it."éo Thig coolness towards the mags meet-
ing seems to reflect a certain rivalry with the American
Jewish Congress, which was the maln orgenization behind guch
meetings. For in speakling of the boycott which the Committee
gupports, Vliadeck meintaing that this technicue was not
original with the Congress but originated with—Samuel Unter-
meyer and the Jewlsh vetberang.

The boycott is the most effective weapon. BY 1938 the
Congress aqd Labbr'committee had formed a Joint Boycott
Council which exposed Germen generators disgulsed as
Amerlcan product8,62 Wwhat underlay the attitudes towards
mass meetings and the boycott? The mass meeting would
not be too highly favored withiln a labor defence organiza-
tion that stressed conformity and also thet was well aware
of the lack of effectiveness of such meetings. The boycott,
on the other hand, was AFL pollcy end algo made some economic
sense to the labor leaders.

Tt is interesting to compare the attltude of the defence
orgenizations of which the vorkimen's Circle was & member %o

that of the official perlodicale of the Workmen's Circle. The

Voice of America and the Conaclence of the World were sgcorned:
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Yes, the democracies are to blame. Sooner than see
working class governnent in Germany, they preferred
fagclism...Llberatlion of Cermany depends upon the
Cerman workers.,.Dare we believe that a warring
capitalist England, capitelist France, gemi~fagclst
Poland, and tuixotic Ameri%a will eset vp the founda~
tiong for o warless wor1d?®3

1
i
1
i3
.

Further understanding of the lack oi & neongclence" among

the Western democracles 18 given:
Why should British wink &% Fagclsgt ald To Spaint
" 0learly becauvse 11ts Tory government fears the con-
gequences of & left government in Sp%an far more
than it doeg & Fagcist dictatorshlp.
Joseph Baskin's "The Answer" states that the Unilted States
1g not now protesting agelinst Germany. But even 1f she

ghould:

NThe Beaste of Berlin do not fear protests." However,
...l we can figurebtively beat them over the head,
we should do so. ™With & strong economic boycott,
we can obg@in the support of many non-Jewlish
elements 0>

There is cynicism regarding the @vian conference. Writes
Benjamin Gebiner:

T do not belong to those optimiste who believe

that even?gally a "cqun?ry“ of extra%%ainary

possibilities can and will be found.
And so, the Workmen's Clrcle demonstrates an sdequate
analyslis of the German crigsis and & longwrangé understand-
ing of why another war is not the final answer. The Circle
naturaily 1g skeptical regerding the Conscience of the
World. Its only positlve action seemg To be consistent
gupport of the boycott,...and a prayer for the German
workers.67 Such & program we might expect from the mogt
consistently socialiat group that is not so "public

relations~conscious“ ag the Labor Committee.
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It has been demonstrated that the American Jewlish
community had varying interpretations of the meaning of
Nezism and had varylng plans with which to combet Hltler.
Indeed, each class had a gomewhet different approach,

Theee approaches have been described. ft has been ob-

served thet the nature of a particular class'! approach is

in large measure affected by 1te positlion in soclety. Com~
mitment to clase intereasts often makes imposgsible an accurate
analysis or a realigtic program. It would follow that an
awéreness of class interests might be an aid to the in-

dividual who 1s in search of reality.68
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VIIT. ANTI-SEMITISM, USA,

The nature of anti-Semitism in America durlng tﬂe
thirfies has been discussed in Chapter IV. It wasg con-
cluded that in view of the new hilstorical forces that
were Felt in the general soclety, a native American anti-
Semltism wés to be expected. The frustration generated by
the depression provided an ample market for the peddlers of
bigotry.' Especially frustrated were the lower middle-
clagseg, and so Jews were called Wall Street bankers and
Communiste~-nameg feared by the petty bourgeolisie.

Although American anti-Semitism regulted from a
capitalism in crigis,it was markedly different from the
4Nazi government-gponsored bigotry. The American government
"wag not in such desperate straits as to regulre the regule-
tioné of a totaliterian regime and the governmentnéponsored
scapegoat that goes with such regulation, America wag glving
her people the New Deal. And there was enough reserve and
regiliency in the economy to staft the wheels of industry
turning for a while end there wag the impression of prosperity.
For a brief moment the anger of the people searched for a
scapegoat and. found it in the Wall Btreet banker. And
Congregsional invegtigations exonerated the system ag a
whole by focusing attention on speculative practices of the
titens of Wall Street...especially the House of lorgan,

But soon the banker was forgotten as the little businessman
hailed the Blue Kagle.

The anti-Semitism in America, while based on the frustra-

tions of the Depression, was a tool directed against the Ad-

N
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ministration by forces that opposed the New Deal, In a
.successfully operating economic and soclal system, anti-
Semitism 18 always a weapon used by frustrated interests
which are opposing the dominant party. Examples are
aumerous: In nineteenth century France the Catholic and
Royalist parties, being pushed out by the rising Republic,
instlgated the Dreyrfus affalr, _Frustrated goclalist groups
in France algo vged anti-Yemitism. In America, the Populigte—-
always on the outside looking inw~-resorted to anti-Semltlsm.
And. g0, in a more or less expanding stable gsoclety the Jew
may be the object of anti~-Semltism motivated by a frustrated
minority interest. But so long as the system le¢ running
relatively smoothly, the government will pfoteot the Jewilsh
group. The government is really the object of attack and
knows 1t. Thus, the rallyling of the;Frencthepublic and.
all who were interegted in 1ts survival behind Dreyfus.
Thus, the emphatic tolerance of the Roosevel?t adminie tra-
tion ag it attacked the bigots of Amerlca.

There appeer to be four divisions of antl-Semltilc
activities from 1929 through 1939.
1) Spontaneous expressions of frustration during the
early depression years (1929-1932)., A Pagsion Play wasg
held in Secramento, Californis--despite the protegts of
Rabbl Norman Goldburg.l Mayor LaGuardia charged dligcrimina-
tlon in the State Department forelgn office . Rutgers was

charged with an anti-Semitic policy by the American Hebrew.3

And much of the material in Heywood Broun and G. Britt'e

Christians Only is teken from this period. There was no well-
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organized anti-Semitic front; primarily there were ex-
pressions of a frustrated American populace that saw fewer
opportunities.

2) The Pelley Era (1933-—1935)° But once the New Deal gained
power, some large interests in America were bound to suffer,
For the government--desplte 1ts support by buslness 1n
general-~-wag taking over a largér gector of the economy.

And some groups of private enterprise opposed some govern-—
ment actlon. There were now vowerful interests that would
spbnﬂor bigots and take adﬁantage of the large market of
frustrations. Perhaps the antegonism of the people could be
channeled against the New Deal. The general frusatration was
‘not enough enticement for the professional blgots. But with
the aild of finenciel backling by powérful interests, the hate-
“organizations began, Of course, they recelved encouragenment
from thelr Gefman cohorts...in the form of pamphlets and
technidgues. But the conditions for thelr birth and growth
were 100 percent Amerilcan,

Williem Dudley Pelley's Silver Shirts were the most
dramatic of such organizatlons. But there were others: The
Crusaders for BEconomic Liberty and the National Watchmen in
1934 also attecked the New Deal and used scapegoats, varylng
from the gold standard to the Jew.LP Pelley began his activity
in Januvary of 1933. There was a general increase in antl-
Semltlc activity: anti-Semitlc leaflets were placed 1in New
York's Temple Emanu-el on Yom Kippur morning, 1933.5 However,
the orgesnizations had very little success. Pelley's activities

had to ceage, due to lack of funds in the Spring of 1934. He
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reappeared in August. Father Coughlin's firset intimations

of anti-Semitiem were heard in May, 1934.5 However, these
groupse were small, and Bigotry was poor business. Why? In
the earllest years of the New Deal, American corporate
interests were very solidly behind Roosevelt. The‘NIRA wag
drawn up by the National Chamber of Commerce. Only the most
bitter opponents of Inflationary Recovery (perhaps those
largest industries which could efford to walt longer) wouid
sgpport anti-Semitlic activity directed agalinst the Administra-
tion. Practieally all of the Fforces of society were behind
Roosevelt. There was more support for antl-Semitlc organiza-
tlons than in the earlier "sgpontaneous! period--for now there
wag a New Deal to attack and a few people to back that attack.
But there were still not .enough forces opposed to the Administra-
tion to support a financially successful anti-Bemitic movement
on anything other than a very minor ecale.

3) Coughlinism (1935-1938). The causes for increasing
disgatisfaction on the part of several large groups, dls-
satisfaction with the Roosevelt adminisgtration-~these have
been previously discussed. It has been noted that steel,
chemlicals, and chain store interests were opposed to the
New Deal and to 1ts NRA which fixed prices and gso restricted
competition, Some of the largest industries, now that there
was a. little more money in society, were back on their feet
and ready to return to rugged individuvalism. And so, through
1935 and especially 1936, the enti-Semitic movement agalnst

the Administration found much big money eager to sponsor its

I T
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attack. And there were still lerge segments of the popula-

tion ready to listen. The New Deal haé not solved the unem-
ployment probleﬁ, and the lower middle-class was belng hurt

by continued inflation.

4) The American Spirlt (1938-1939). There was virtvally
an“end to anti-Semltlc propagende once the preparedness program
was underway. The dissatlsfied elementsg-~many of them--had
defence contracts, Unemployment declined along with the
market for bigotry. So with less patronage from above and
with less frustration down below--the peddler of prejudlce
fad@d from the picture. And the American Spirit re-agserted

herself.

How did the different segmente of the Jewlsh community
react to the anti-Semitlsm of the thirtles? While it cer-
talnly was not sanctioned by the government, the bigeotry was
in larger proportions then had ever before been known in
America. Concerning each classg within American Jewry, these
questions will be agked: To what degree did the class und.er—
stand the phenomenon of native American antl-Semitism? What
type of program did the class develop to combat anti-Semltism?
How did the clasg! social position influence its understanding
and 1ts program?

What wae the reaction of the o0ld middle-clasg of German

background? Was The Nation correct in 1ts 1938 assesggment of

the attitude of this group?—-

As in Germany, Jews of the business world by and
large share the attitude of their German counter-
parts. Why should they not? They gsimilarly oppose
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Roosevelt and fear the New Deal and denounce the
CI0O...They cannot serve what they belleve to be

thelr economic interests without encouraging the
growth of anti-Semitism at the seame time.

The o0ld middle-class viewed anti-Semitism as an intellectual

(as opposed to a gsocial) movement. Therefore, the American

Hebrew urges appeals to Christlan intellectual leaderg. The

reason:
Social movements originate in the masses and emerge
upwards; intelleetual movements beglin at the top
and work downwards.
Therefore, one cannot "solve & hateful problem by...a mags
neeting with resolutionsp“8 Jews who spread rumors of anti-
demitism are actually causing more prejudice.9 Father
Gdughlin is lgnorant:
Truly this priest knows not what he 1is doihg; and,
though we forgive his ignorance, the crucifixion
through his insidious attdck 18 nevertheless ac-
complished.- _
This psychological interpretation of anti-Semitism gteers
clear of an analysis of the connection between blgotry and
goclety. This psychological interpretation, 1t will be re-
called, 1s similar to the attitude towards Hitlerlsm. Anti-

Semitisnm there was an evil idea, But in Germany the ldea

wag encouraged by the German spirit. How did 1t take root

in America®

American anti-Semitism wag a product of the German
vépirit! Certainly not native American, it is of alien
origin. The decline in American anti-Semltism in June,
1934 ig viewed as the result of troubles in Germany's Fasgclet
movemént.11 Actuvally, as has been expiained, the limited

funds available in thilis Pelley Perilod were running out. The

o d
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B'nai Blrith Magazihe answers & statement. by John Haynes

Holmes that anti-Semitism in Americe will increase 1f
economic conditions become worse with an emphatic No(!) to
the duestion: '"Can America Go Antil-Semitic?" The memory
of the klan leg too recent (Again, the mental approach). Jews
will stand courageously together. And, finally, the chiefl
fomenters are CGerman-Americans. Therefore, antli-Jemltism in
America 1s an lumported. product.lz And. st11l in 1936, when
anti-Semitism seemed very native,'thé Hebrew believed the
contrary...as evidenced by an article entitled: YPrejudice--
the Allen Enemy: Religlous and Recial Bias in the United
States ig an Undesirable Alien that Should be Deported."t?
The view of anti-~Semitism ag an intellectual and an
alien movement led to a tendency of it-can't-happen-here
optimism apd even it~isn'tuhappeﬁingwher@ delusion. Reports
of anti-Semitism among university students (those who have
the most learning and intelligence)~-these were denled ag

L
ramnors. 1

The most etriking evidence of the inability to
admit native anti~Semitiem in the face of reallty was the
attitude towards the elections of 1936, in which the Lemke
anti-Semitic ticket received almost one million American

. 4
votes. "Americans knew counterfelt when they saw 1t.“13

So maid the Binai B'rith. And the American Jewlsh Comnmittee

stated that the last election shows the decline 1in anti-

Semitlem since America did repudiate the demagogues.l6
8o the old middle-clase viewed anti-Semitlsm as an

Intellectual an allen movement--a movement that could not

happen here.




198

What program furnished the enswer to the problem of
anti-Semitism, according to the 01d middle-class? Thelr
program was qulte consistent with thelr enalysis of the
phenomenon, LT anti-Semitlsm was an intellectuval movement,

the answer lay in the direction of petter understanding and

of atatistlics. Two approaches to better understanding can
be detected by an examination of the 014 middle-clasg's
periodicgls. From 1929 til 1933 a guiet and conservative
approach was atressed. Bub with the emergence of well
organize& anti-Semitism in the Pelley Period the tactlc

was changed to vigorous exnosure of all facts. But before
1933, the pad! facts were minimized and better uvnderstand-
ing was carried on in a gulet and friendly way:

The Anti-Defamation League in 1931 concluded that the
best answer to anti-Semitism was a "quiet, dignified, and
friendly approach to guilty parties." tProfessional Jews'
ghould not magnify rumors of anti~Sem1tism,17 The American
Hebrew proudly took credit for the removal of the slurs on
the term, "Jew," in Roget's lgggggggg,lS The fact that
Christiens helped raise money for the Cincinnatl Jewish
Hoé@ital was glven great praisa,19 Better understandlng
sem¥nars were considered the most effective of technicues
used. to alleviate anti-Semitism: "Better understanding
geminars reduce heavy toll exacted by misunderstanding" —-~

wag one subtitle.zo

WA Conference of Transcendent Impor-
tance' was held by the National Conference of Christians
and Jews. Dr. Francis J. Haas, director of the Cathollc

Social Service School, stated:
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We come together not to impugn one another's
belief, but to, indlct the forces that preVengl
ve from.living and working happlly together.
A December issue of the Hebrew has what amounts to a "Who's
Who among Good Ohristians."22 Anti«SemitiQm in centers of
learning is reluctantly recognized, and better vocational
guldance of Jews 1s suggested as & remedy:
. ...the American Jewlsh organizatlons which are
constantly echoing the cry of anti-Jewlsh dis-
crimination in admiesion To medical colleges
should instead study the situation from the point—~
of-view of vocational guidance, rather than from
the aspect of anti-Semitism. (Parents) should be
informed that other fields of professlonal en-
deavor, as well as 8%mmerce and. indugtry, can be
pursued wlth honor.”
When non-Jews cannot enter a medical gchool, they go else-
where., But disappointed Jews cry amtj_«-Sem:Lt:Lsm.“’LP

While the intellectual program 1s continued during the
1933, 1t takes on a much leSS’apologetie tone. By 1935, the
Hebrew is opposing those who advocate voluntary vocatlional
restrictions by the Jews ﬁhrough more careful vocational

2 25

guldance-~the very program the Hebrew earller advocated.””
Immediately upon the appearance of‘the well-organized Silver
Shirts, the "quiet, dignified, and frlendly approach" to

the gullty perties weas dropped. And the Hebrew became one
of those groups that spent a great amount of words echolng
tales of antli-Semitic discrimination. On September 8, 1933
began a gerleg of sensgational exposures of the Pelley
organization., Its contacts with Hitler were stressed, and
1ts anti-administretion goal was pointed out. DBut the many
evidences of the use of the Jews to discredit the NRA did

not imply to the Hebrew a native anti-Semitism that wasg




[}
%
-
2
: 8
X
i

200

American borh and bred. Alien influences were 8till the
primary cause .20 And the solution seen by the Hebrew was
to expose the sinister foroes.26 In the same igsue, Mein
Kaupf was celled literary poison, and the Hebrew vigorously
6pposed itg transglation into English by Houghton-Mifflin...
again the fear of the 1dea.

The vigorous exposure of facts of anti-Semitism wasg
Joined to a statistléal denial of the arguments of the anti-
Semite. After Coughlin had denounced Bernard Béruch ag one
of the wicked Jewlsh bankers, the Hebrew pointed out that
Baruch was not a banker.

This, we are confident, Father Coughlin himself

e e St t1otton finplayed on tnis page-o'

There 1s constant concern with Father Coughlin's arguments:

We demand of Adolf Hitler and Father Coughlin

that they give us facts and flgures that wil

gtand up in an impartial court of evidence.

A%t the time of the Popular Front, the Anti-Defamation

League publlshed material to prove that Jews are not Come
munists.29 There 18 an account of the American Jewlsh Federa-
tion to Combat Communism and Fasclsm, founded in October, 1938
and led by lawyer Milton Solomon. The organization claims

to be fighting “an American struggle, on American soil, to

be waged by Americans for the preservation of American ideals
and the American form of government."BO Bo Conformity is

part of the program to answer anti-Semltism.

Flowing from the bellef that American anti-Semltiem ls

s
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the United States government; all forelgn representatives
should regisfer; the Secretary of Labor should have the
power to shorten the visits of anyone here on a tTemporary
vige; 1t should be 1llegel to advise any member of the
nilitary to disobey regulations; United States atlorneys
ghould be able to proceed against_anyone who holds a Con-

gressional Committee in contempt.31

The Hebrew opposed Con-
greasmﬁn Dickstein's investigations of anti-Semitlsm as
being publicity-seecking and asked ingtead for legisletion,
The American Jewish Congress favored the Dicksteln investlga-
tion332
Stemming from the inablllty to grasp the nature of
native Amerilcan anti-Semitiem, the old middle-class wag
frequently assured by its leaders (as was noted after the
1936 elections) that there was no need to fear antl-Semitlsm
‘in America. After Father Coughlin was recognized as an antl-
Semite, Rabbl Ferdinand lsserman celebrated the Pasgover by
speaking on the same platform with Father Coughlin before
the National Unilon for Social Justice. The rabbl ﬁas Win
aympathy with mﬁoh—wbut not all-—~of 1its program."33
The.closest the old middle-clesg came to a realistic
program may have been in statements by the American Jewlsh -
Committee: Our "only salvation--democracy.," "The welfare
of milnoritles ls more than ever dependent upon the mainten-
ance of democratic ':Ld.eals."BLP “But such a program would
gtop with the generality.

In resume, the old middle-clasgs program flowed from 1its

analysis of anti-Semltism ag an intellectual moveument imported
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from abroed. Betbter understanding in a qulet way wasg

replaced by a bolder expose of facts: the outbreak of
organized anti-Zemitism seemed to call for more vigorous
meagures. And these measures were gtlll along the llnes

of gtatistical refutation and good will meetings. American-

ism was the sure remedy, gince anti-Senitism was an lmported
product. Publlcation of Jewish patriotism and an anti-allen
legislative nrogram were thought to be effective.

It remaing to discuss in what way the analysls wﬁich
~underlay thls program was influenced by the soclal status of
this class. It has already been shown that thie same class
viewed German anti-Semitiem as a resuvlt of the German mind
and spirit, because a recognition of more basic soclal
factors in Germany would have challenged their position in
American soclety. Why this group, in 1ts flight from reality,
seized upon the spilrit of a people has also been disgcussed.,
A recognition of the socilal factors underlying Americean
anti-Semitiam would have challenged the position of this
group in American soclety.

The old middle-classg had found salvation in America,
Here was the land of ireedom. The American economy had
welcomed thelr forefathers and had,weloomed them, Any
inference that stresses inherent ln that economy would
cause a significant amount of anti-Bemltlsm--such an in-
ference would be seying to this group: integration into
American soclety may yet be thwarted. It has been shown
that anti~Semitism increasged ln America as The economy

matured, as there were less opportunitiee because of the severe
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depreseion, If the old middle-class admitted the possi-
bility of a collapee of the economlc structure and with 1t
the inevitable eliminatlion of opportunlity for minority
groups, then thelr clags position (or more likely, the
pogition of thelr grandehildren) would be challenged, Then
a2ll they had worked for and strived for, their adherence to
the American ideal and their 1dolization of conformity--all
these things would be for nought. It is no wonder that such
a group~wunwiiling or unable to admit the reality of social
factors in their true light--would turn to psychologicel
interpretation., And this psychologlcal interpretation
necesslitated the bringing of‘the idea from abroad--glnce
the American spirit was guilltless. This interpretation
also led to a program that was bound to be ineffectlve, since
it was baged on faulty analyselg.

what understending did the new middle-clags have of
American anti-Semitism? And what progrem did 1t advocate?
- Ite understanding combined the psychologlcal interpretation
with what very often seemed to be a total grasp §f the
economic factors. Anti-Semitism in one edltorial is an idea
that is imported from Germeny and in another article i &
native American product of a capitaelistle system in crisle.
This dual approach that ls superficlally contradictory is
apparent in the published statements of this group. Firat,
the psychologlcal analyels...

Anti-Semitism in the Socilalist movement agalnst Morrls
Hillquitt was bemoaned: This anti-Semitism ls based on

Wprimitive passions' the elimination of which ls the object
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of radical movements.35 James.Waterman Wise diagnoses 1933
Pelleyism: "guccess breeds imitation,” Although America
is not Germany, Americans should oppose Tthe foothold
Fascism is galning. That 1s, anti-Semitlsm isg importecl.36
Apn anti-Semitic article by Theodore Drelser in the Nation
shocked the liberal Jewish world. DButl Opinion assured 1te
readers that Americen liberalism would néver'be the pawn
for a fagcist state. As evidence Hutchins Hapgood's enswer
to Dreiser in the Nation was pointed tou37 During the year
of bigotry, 1936, Rabbli Philip Bernétein in QOpinion assured
the Jewish communlty Tthat seven years of ﬁepfession have
produced no fundamental changes. Landon is no Fasclst and
Roosevelt 18 no soclalist, There are no realistic fears
for the near Tuture. The campalgn simply brought already
existing orejudices out in the open:

8o if today the inexplicable mood of reactlion which
nes made those who have benefited most from the New
Deal, turn bitterly agalnst 1T and especially agalnst
the Jews in 1t, the position of the Jew remalilns es-—
gentially unchanged. This too will pags 3

And, ag was belleved byvthe old middle-class, the electlon
regulte of 1936 showed the Amerlcan people's "disinclination

2
to be swayed by religlons ]or'ejuétfl.ce."J9 (With the exception

of 700,000 of them.) Louls Lipsky speaks of "alien influ-
40

ences...finding nests in American political life.®
However, there is & current of analysis that takes
into account economic and soclal factors at the risk of
challenging the naturg of the cufrent goclal order. In a
1934 editorial which asks: "Should Jews be Radicalsg?®!

0Q1nlon emphatically answers yes: (Only through revolutlonary
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efforts can an end be made of arraying race against race.

The Jews will find inevltable allies in "mine, and mill

and. farm and slum." They need not worry about being linked

wlth the radical...it 1s a term of honor:
Even on the lowest level of gelf-preservation it is
obvlous that the very safety and survival of the Jew
18 bound up with the defeat of Fascist and reaction—
ary forces and the emergence of an economic order
baged not on the price-system and the profit motive,
but on a socilalized control and direct&on of the pro-
cegges of production and distribution.™l

Fagclam 1s not limited to Germany. There is a Fagelsm in

America that advocates "politer forms of dictatorship.“”l

California vigllante anti-strike activity is called American

Fagclem:

The economic conditions which called it forth aﬁe
latent in every community in the United States.*

This becomes an anti-Semltlsm that cannot be fought by
reliance on the "good sense and good humor of American tem-
peramente”qz‘ Max Lerner ildentifies American anti-Semitlem
with the tendencies towards reaction in this countar‘y.L"3
Steﬁhen Wise attacks the American Jewlsh Commlttee for itse
agsurance that there is no American émti--iSemj.'l:is-m‘,M’L

A very inte@@sting analysis which was awarded second

prize in QOpilnion's contest (the best essay on "wa to Combat

Anti-Semitism in America%) was written by Rabbi Joshua
Trachtenberg. An acute awareness of the soclal factors is
combined with & program that admittedly does not take those
Tactors into account: Anti-Semitism cannot be eradicated
without "demollsghing the Americe we live in and building a

new one." Why? It 1s & "diseage indigenous to our economic

system, which goade the underprivileged, in their ignorence of
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the operation of socilal forces, to exact payment of the
eternal scapegoat, the Jew, for the lnicuitles of the
system itegelf." What is really needed:

A revolutionary revamping of our soclal system

and the elimination of those economic relatlon-

ships which are responsible for social inequali-

ties and injustice.,
If one fights against anti~Semitism, he robg the ruling
class of 1ts scapegoat and hastens the doom of capitalism.,
However, this 1s no practical program:

(Jews) are not, by virtue of thelr economic interests,

prepared to edvocate so radical a golution of the
Jewish problem.

Therefore, another appeal must be made to Jews:

The fact that our position ig bound up with the
preservation of Americen rights and principles
1g our greatest source of strength.

Apologetics do no good. But make the churches see that they

will rige or fall with the Jew. Bducate America for cul-

.
Stural pluralismeug

There is the Tfeeling after such a radical analysis that

the solution preposed are offered as almost a futile gesture.

But the article crystallizes the problem of the dual
analysis of the new middle-class. It demongtrates that
even following a radical analysis, a radical progran ig not
pogsible becauge "Jews are not, by virtue of thelr economlc
interests prepared to advqeate go radical a solution to the
Jewish problem." Thig, of course, refers to the middle-
clags Jews. And so, the program of the new middle-class
falls in line~~not with the current of analysis that takes

into account the soclal forces that underlie natlive Aumerlcan
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anti-Semitism, but--with the current of interpretation
that stresses the idealistic nature of bigotry and the
German 1nfluence; guch a program leads to education and
legal action and agtatlistlcs,

Thié dichotomy of analysls and program hags been found
previougly in the new middle-clageg! attitude towards the
depresgsion and towards I‘iit].e:t'.“'6 And in those cases asg hereln,
the factor behind the dichotomy is the vulnerability of
the new middle-clags in times of crisls (plus perhaps 1ts
recent experilences of hastern Luropean pefsecution) comblned
with 1ts essential dependence for soclal status on the con-
tinulty of the exlsting social system., But exactly what
wag 1ts progrem? And how did it differ from the program
of the o0ld middle~clasa?

Stephen Wise answered Father Covghlin with rhetoric
and reason: VI refuse to believe that you are ready to do
a great wrong, in order to achieve what you believe to be
a great right." Wise digproved Coughlin's allegatlons and
deménded a retraction by the priest. Coughlin's answer to
Wise: Am I anti-Protestant because I criticize a Protestant
14

. hy oo, .
munltiong-maker? The American Jewish Congregs complled

statistics to show that "Jewish economic control in the
United States (i1s) & myth."48 The winner of the first

- prize in the contest on how to combat antl~Semitism was a
Christian, H, C, Engelbrecht: There are two types of antl-
Semitism. The Ymalicious" type can be destroyed through

Christlen legal action. The "“ignorant" type can be destroyed

through education, of the Christian educators who are at the
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root of the trouble.

But there were some marked differences in the approach
of the old and new middle-classges. The 0ld middle-class
did uvse statistics and arguments in a greater quantity than
did the new mlddle-clags. The approach of the new middle-
clags was of a more outspoken nature~—~even before 1933,
when the old middle-—class was advocating caution, quietude,
and dignity: '

"Speak out frankly and boldly."5o
Thig waeg the cry of the Congress as early as 1930', In 1931
Stephen Wise warned that good will may be "an attitude or
pose." He called grotescue those Jews (the Hebrew) who

plck out Chrigtians as "most aggressive or effective of the

51 J. X, Cohen, whose study of anti-

year!'s goodwillers,"
Semitiem provided much of the Congress' data and analysis,
criticized the American Jewish Committee and the Unlon of
‘American Hebrew Congregations for minimizing economic dis-
crimination. All discriminstion should be opubliclzed and
there is need for maxlmum open disoussion.52 This was still
1931, In 1932, Wige criticized Alfred M. Cohen for helng
satiefied with & few cuts in the movie, "King of Kings.'
The whole movle should be abolished.sB
After 1933, the old middle-clags became much more oubt~
spoken, but even then their public protests were less dramatic
than were those of the new middle-class. Mags meetlngs to
protest Hitler were out of the cuestion. And the Dicketein

commlittee's sensational publicity of anti~Semitic evidences

(heiled by the Congress) wes opposed by the old middle-class.




The new middle-clasgss wag much more concerned than was

the 0ld with the rights of other minority groups. Upinion
hailed the participation of Samuel Lelibowitz in the Scotg—
boro case. As & member of minority group, the Jew should
gupport other mj.lrxoritiesz;.51‘L No mention of the Scotsboro
cage wag Tound in the old middle-clasgs periodicals under
exémination with the exception of a reporf of enti-Semitism
directed against Samuel Leibowitz, lawyer for the victims,55

Agitation in alliance with other minorities whose cause Jews
share—~this was a program proposed by QOpinion in October 1934,
Cuitural pluralism was spoken of by Trachtenberg. And in
martyr, Tom Mooney.

Franklin Roosevelt was in 1936 and 1937 hailed as the

answer to American anti-Semitism. Despite a letter written

by Warburg to the contrary, the supporters of Landon are pro-

German--eo gtated the Congregs Bulletin.56 The answer %o

anti-Semitism is to line up with the forces for social
Justice, viz., the New Dea1.57 Of course, the old middle-
class, many of which were opposed to Roosevélt at this time,
could not heill him and his program as the answer to anti-
Semitiem.

But the basic difference between the programs of the
0ld and new middle~classes is that the new middle-class pays
'no heed to the great urge for conformity to the general
society felt by the older group. In speaking out frankly
and boldly (as in 1ts mess meetings), there is proud non-

conformity, And in identification with other minority groups
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there 1s the admissglon that the Jews are a minority group,
képt out of some aspects of American life Just as are other
minority groupe. The new middle~class, being less integrated
into American soclety than the old and also having an Lastern
European background of a more secularistic Jewlsh culture,
would oulte naturally admit that it is a distinct minority
gfoup. Whereas the old middle-clags, with 1te stress on
integration and conformlty, would be loath to admit or to
emphaslze 1ts position as a minority group. The 0ld middle-
class wag ralsed 1n the melting'pot, but the new middle~'
ciﬁss speaks of cultural pluralism. The factors behind the
old middle~class' stress on conformity have already been
discuseed 1n'the chapter on Tensions.

And so, the new middle-~clags viewed anti-Semitism at
times ag the reault of social forces In a stralining economy
and at times as an alien idea. The psychologlcal interpre-
tatlon formed the basis for its main program of education
and statistlcs, of frank exposures and alllances with other
minority groups, of adherence to the New Deal. The old
middle-elags (for reasons discussed) could not go along with
the social analyels, stayed behind o little in the dramatlc
public exposures and in the ald given to other minorities
and in the identification of tolerance in Amerlca with
Franklin Roosevelt. There is emerging & pattern of dichotomy
between theory and practice in the new middle-class polnt-of-
view., Thles was ascribéd-to its vulnerable posltioen in

gsoclety and 1te dependence on that goclety.
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What were the 1nterpfetation and program of the neo-
Orthodox group of New York manufacturers and small creditors
as expressed in the Forum and the Qutlook? Three contra~
dictory factors seemed to them regponsible for American anti-
demitism: It wes an allen idea—-imported from abroad and
not native; it grew out of American conditioné—wit Wa.s
nétive; 1t exliste because of unfortunate Jewish activity.

The dichotomy that was noted in the new middle-clags!
7 analysis is found again: antl-Semitlsm is a purely alien 1ldea
at one moment and a native growth at another. But the neo-
" Orthodox group seems to stress-thﬁ peychologlcal interpreta-
tion more than did the ne% middle~classg.
"Anti-Semitism is not American, The very nature of our

58

‘system of government 1s agalnst it.® In Aumerica antl-

Semitism grew up with competition and with an influx of

Gentiles from Central Europe. The Christlan is Jealous of
the Jew's wealth and hig ability to adjust.58 And an even
more ideallstic view: Hatred accumulates through the cen-

turies. The Phoeniclans had hatred, the Romans had hatred.

59

In this traditlion there isg the same idea of hatred today.
(An idea through time). And still in 1938

The McPaddens and Winrods have dlgcovered that
thelir Hitler-like methods will not bring them
victory in an Americen community; that newspaper

. men and other liberals (!) will always oppose
them; that it is against the American gpirit to
accept campaign do%uments,breathing racial or
religious hatreds. 0

Home of the formative forces affecting the American spirilt

of freedom are discussed:




Not only have the people of the United States
been gaved from the pathologlcal aftermath of a
crushing military defeat, but they are insensl-
tive to the lure of terriltorial aggrandlzement,
militaristic prowess, and the racial l1deologies
rampant in Europe...{our) yeerning for freedonm
wag culckened by the refreshing cont%its with
the rew environment of the frontier.

It will be recalled that in the ahalysis of Hitler Germany,
the affects of World War I were stressed¢ In this way,
America~-~the victor in the War—-would be free from prejudlce;
therefore, anti-Yemitism becomes an imported product, allen
to the American spilrit. While an economic analysls—-albelt
not a complete one~-~wag glven of the plight of the Jews in
Germany, & primarily psychologilcal interpretation was given

of Americen anti-Semitism. The economlc interpretation of

Hitlerism presented no challenge to American Jewry, gince

Gernany had pecullar gocial condltlons. Bub an economlc

interpretation of American anti-Semltism was too risky to

attempt in a thorough manner.

8t111, beginning 1n 1936 when & native anti-Semitism

wae undenlable, there were some attempts to understend what

native conditions gave rise to prejudice. It can happen here

-

adnits The Egggﬂeéz And while germs of prejudice are spread
by agents of Nazl CGermany and Fascist Italy "as well ag by
our native fagclsts, depressed economlic conditlons make thls
country a good breéding ground,“63 There is & connection
between fascism and bilg business, even in America. Knudsen
of General Motors 1s duoted asg 1ﬁtimating thet fagelen hag

ol

s0lved the German economlic problem, S5t1i1l no analyslis of
The Amerilcen soclal aystem as thorough as was found in the

neyw middle-clage' interpretation is forthcoming. Similarly,

e
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during the depression, the new middle-class offered a more
radical analysie than did the neo-Orthodox group. As has
been suggested, the new middle-class is 1n a much more vul-
nerable position in capitalism than ieg the consumer-goods
manufacturer. rThis greater vulnerablillity may have caused
the new middle-class to examine more critically the exislting
gocial order Interests. But nowhere does the neo-Orthodox
group seriously--even theoretlcally as does the new middle-
clags~~challenge the exlisting social order,

The ﬁhlrd interpretatlion of antli-Semitism is the

familiar u-mipnay hato-enu: because of the gins of the

Jews. And what were the sing of the Jews? Engaging in
~activities that challenged the class program of the neo-
Orthodox group. What was that program? Strict adherence

to the exlsting socisl order on which the prosperity of manu-
facturer and financler, rabbi and Mizrachi leader was based.
Acceptance of Amerilcan cultural standards and the amenlties
of Wegtern secular civilization. (This could be compared

to the respectability of the English Orthodox Sephardic
community). Maintenance of Orthodox Judeism and ite institu-
Tionsg,

When Jews do not esccept this three-~fold program, there
ls persecution., Regarding the sociel order: Jews are per-
gecuted, because they have gone astray efter communisnm,
sodialism, or other @purious ideas, The Christian then
"instinctively feels the sin of the Jewlsh people" and uses
them ag hlg scapegoat,65 Regarding cultural stendards:

Jewlgh conduct ghould be more proper, for "snobbery, condescen-—

&4
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gilon, overbearing hauvughtiness, preclude the spirit of

equality."66 The Jew should help "eradicate those

mannerisms which tend to create anti-Jewish feeling,”6/
Regarding Orthodox Judeigm: "It is in a combination of
true traditional Judaism wilith true usefulness to humanity

"]

that & true remedy to Jew-hatred ig found.")b And the

n iz e

"best answer to falge racial theories (is) a strengthening

69

of Jewlsh religious life in Americe "' Here 1g clear evi-

dence of a clasg program influencing its interpfetation of
reallty, o

What program did the Forum group advooate?

The psychologilcal interpretation of anti-Semitiem
would naturally lead to an educational program. And so the
remedy to prejudice 1g seen in "a complete ovérhauling of
the educational procegs." The belief in the guilt of the
Jews for the death of Jesus should be eradicated from the
Christian mind, There 1s need therefore for the propagende

of truth.70

A frank admlasion and diegclosure of all factsg
of prejudice is advocated. ©

From the superficial interpretation of bad economic
conditlions being related to American anti-Semitlem comes &
vague program for working against bad economic conditlons.
Nothing specific is mentioned. Rabbi Joseph Lookstein main-
tains that good will meetings are artificial and will not

help. But working with Gentiles againet politicel corruption

and for sgoclial Justice~—this will alleviaete anti—Semitism.7d
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Jews should "work in concert wlth all anti«fascists.“?B
Whilé the new middle-class had a more thorough soclal
analysis of the problem than did the neo--Urthodox group,
its vague program of working for socilal Justice wasg gulte
gimilar to the vagulties of the Forum.

A final aspect of the program reflects the acceptance
of anti-Semitism ag & fact of life and yet the desire for
more integration into American public life., A Jewlsh non-
sectarian medical school 1s advocated against the opposition
of James Marshall who fears the Jew would then be a '"self-

TH Endorsement of diserimination is not in-

created alien."
volved in alleviating its @ffects.75 Better vocational
guldance is advocated: there are simply too many Jewish

76

lawyers, Despite the inability to recognize anti-Semltism
as springing from baglic strains in the soclal order; it ie
recognized as a fact of 1life by those Jews who have recently
come from Eastern Huropean persecution.

But desplite the acceptence of minority status, the
group's desire for integration leads to & stress on con-
Tormlty regarding manners (as hag been noted) and a be-
moaning of the fact that "social discrimination against Jews
hag become an lmportant problem...even in these free and
liberal United States.79 The same author is pleased that
there are so many Jews in public life. The Anti-Defamation
League and American Jewiéh Congress are wrong in thelr in-
tellectual appeal. They should use more of an emotional
appeal: falr dealings with non-Jews, partlcipation in civic

affairs, love the stranger.78
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This seeming contradiction between an acceptance of
segregation and a passion for conformity to American goclety -
ig explicable in the light of the pecullar posltion of the
cless. The complete idolization of conformity that 1ls found.
in the 0ld middle-clasg would not bé expected in a group w0
close in experience to the Russian pogrom and so much embedded
(not in the integrated Jewlsh soclal structure of Western
Europe but) in the semi-autonomous soclal structure of
Kastern Kuropean Orthodoxy. But while being a product of
guch a sub-culture, this group, by virtue oflits new economic
position was rapidly.becoming more mérginal in American
goclety! And so, when compared with Orthodox co~religioniste
who are less integrated into American life, the neo-Orthodox
group appeaf to be patriotic conformiste., The Baltimore
Orthodox Gbuncil protested against Daylight-Saving Time. But
the Forum solemnly warned that this Americen custom should
be accepted and spoke of'a "gense of responsibility towards
Jewry."79 Hence, the dual attitude towarde conformity and

integration.

The "Jewish professionals!--that heterogeneousg classg of
welfare workers described in Chapter II--had two main ap-
. proaches to the problem of anti-Semitism in America. Une
analysis was provided by the group that has been called
the "universallste." This is not an evaluative term but
gimply a label used to designate those workers who for
whatever reasons (perhaps they were Wellmestablished in the

non-Jewish soclal sgervlice world; perhaps they came from old
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middle~clags German background) did not adhere to the
ideologies of an organic community or of Labor Zionlsn
but were sgimply gocial workers for Jews without Joining
in an elaborate effort to pregérve the Jewish culture.
Another analysis wasg provided by the Reconstructionists
émong the workers--many of them Eagtern kuropean immigrants
and. very often the leaders of the federations that needed
the Reconestructionist ratlonale to assure the prosgpering
of thelr organizations.
The universaliste were stronger in the early thirtied.
They understood anti-Semitism %o be bound to the exlsting
goclal order:
(The Jewish problem) -is an expression, a function
of the general economic problem and will be solved
only whgn the problems of the total population are
solved o0
Harry Lurie in an article entitled, nCritical Soclal Situa-—
tions," offers the followlng analysis:

It 1@ not in the ranks of labor that the most acute
form of the problemg of ilnter-group prejJudices and
conflict is to be found, (But higher in the economlc
gecale,) competition 1s keener, opportunities more re-
stricted and there is a sharper awareness of the dif-
ferences rather than of the common quallties of the
hunan beings in the group...ltls pertlcularly in a
period of economic crigle that these irrational ele-
ments become aggraveted and may even be gelzed up by
vicloug groups asg political instruments for divert-
ing economlc confllcts to the interests of particular
gconomlc groups.

But the New Deal is no salvation:
This program lg in part adventurous and in part op-
portunistic. From the gtandpoint of exact economic
and political prineclples the program is vague, un-
certain, and in gome respects confused. ..

Turie's solution:
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It ig clearly the task of educators and religlous
leaders of all faithes to clarify these critical
goclal problemg of exlisting and potential group
conflicts in terms of the economlc component. To
emphasize historical and psychological aspects,
traditional prejudices and other pheases of these
conflicts 18 likely to blur the essential elements
and to distract from, rather than advance, gound
golutlong.

The dif ficulty which is faced by all at this
time 18 the lack of a clear integration of ldeas
concerning raclal, religlous, and growp relatlionshlps
with the economic factors whlch are involved in the
creation of these problems. Some of the difficulties
arigse out of the fact that assoclation with and pre-
ference for the status quo leads into an optimism
about the existing economlc arrangements which 1s
unwarranted. Because of tThis optimism there 18 an
incelination to dilssociate the problems of group re-
lationships, such as between religlous groups, from
those of economic class confllcts, with an ensuling
inability to recognlze the relative lneffectliveness
of halfway measures and minor expedients.

A peal contribution can be made in thils field
only by emphasizing clearly the economlc factors
which are fundamental to group relationships, A
gocial system which 1s strlving desperately for
equilibriuvm on the bagls of {traditlional economic
principles 1s a tinder box which may explode smolder-
ing religious and other preJudicesd. Everything pog-
sible must be done clearly to set forth the fact that
an equitable economle system can be schieved only
through an economlc organization‘gf the whole com-
munity of workers and producers,B

A year later a report made before the National Conference--
in apparent agreement with Lurlie's theory--criticlzed the
defence prograems of the Amerilcan Jewlsh Committee, the American .
Jewish Congress, and the Re-distributionists. (The Re-
congtbructionists-mincrity wrote an addendum to this report
which will later be discussed; therefore, thils report re-
résents the work of the universallast group):

The concrete activities of the Americen Jewlsh A

Committee are déetermined by the soclal and economic

position of ite leaders anc. their conception of the
vnderlying cauge of anti-Semltdsm. As 2 regult the
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Committee confineg itself to advocating good-will
talks and conferences, discusslong with govern-
ment officials, and with appeals to the reason of
the Americen people. It has not a word to say
about the rise of reaction against other sectlons
of the population which profoundly affects the
status of the Jew, By fostering the belief that
anti-Semitism can be eliminated by a mere appeal
to Americanism, the Amerlcan Jewish Commlttee not
only is naive but hag no claim to leadership.

As a result of the recrudesence of anti-Semitic
actlivity in Lurope and its riee in this country,
the (American Jewish) Congress hag adopted a
policy that is more aggressive than that of the
Committee...But to this day 1ts program has not
placed the problem of anti-Semlitism in 1te proper
perspective by fighting against the whole onslaught
of fagcisms,

Conecerning those who would re-distribute Jews in the economy:

We must remember that this economic planning, 1f

it can be called that, attempts to work out a
solution for the Jewleh group within the confines
of the present economic system. This presents a
situation wherein the Jew is advised to go into
agriculture at a time when millions of farmers are
being forced off the land. The attempt to interest
Jews 1in homestead farming can only mesen thelr re-
duction to a peasant existence. Hven in as large a
city as New York where Jews filgure prominently ag
employers of labor, 1t hag been definitely stated
that no industrial openings of any numerlcel slgni-
ficance are avallable for Jews, (Therefore, this
program) of economists and communal workers...ls
obviously limpossible.

After this devastation of other defence programs, what does
the commlttee propose? Fight for civil liberties and agalnst
reaction. MNMore specifically, this means for soclal insurance,
child labor legislation, the thirty hour week.82

There ig also to be exvected among social workers the
psychological approach to prejudice: This 1s not to be con-

fused with the pseudo-psychologlcal explanationg of those

groups which hold the mentality of a people to be caunal.
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Pre judice is based on s learned tendency to wilthdraw from
"the other." One's own superiority is shown through a
"pre-Jjudging of éomeone who 18 different.“83 It would
follow from the psychologlcal approach that aggoclation

of groups that are different would help alleviate prejudlce.
ITf prejudice i1s projection agalngt a group that ig different
and the individual is made to feel through assoclatlon that
the people in that group are not so different after all,
then hlg frustration will be more evenly dlstributed and
not directed specilfically at that group. And Lillian Wald
maintains that through assoclation one learns the law‘of
brothérhood.SM

This psychological approach does not contradict a
goclial analysle 1if 1t 1la seen that under certaln soclal
condltions the frustrationes at large may increase 80 that
the psychologilcally oriented program becomes lmpossible.
In other words, the degree of assoclatlion possible is
determined bv soclal conditions, The effectiveness of
agsoclation should be placed in perspective.

The bagic difference between the Reconstructionist
program and that of the universaliste is found 1in the
addendum to the report of the Committee before the 1936
National Conference. This minorlty report, signed by
Harry-Baroh, Abrabam Duker, and others, maintained that
fighting for economic emancipation is flne but ie not a
gufficlent program, To carry on this fight the Jews need
an adequate group life. They should, therefore, use their

"oultural differentia’: their history, languveage, and mores
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which are based on 'the ideology of a social system which
would eliminete the evils of capltalism." For exemple, the
Labor Zionist ideology in Jewish tradlition glves group
gstrength and an ideology opposed to the exlisting order.85

“But 1t ie¢ true that the Reconstructionist has the same

gocial analysis as hag the universalist group. After a
dilgcussion of Father Coughlin, an editorlal states:
But the problem lies not so much in the men that

lead such movements asg in the conditiong6that nmake
people look to such men for leadership.

The way to fight anti-Semltlsm 1is not by refuting specific
charges but by working
for a gocial order in which the general economlc
gecurity will remove the basgis for anti~Jewish
discrimination and by cooperating...with all those
liberal forces that are endeavoring to dig%over the
‘nature of religlous and racilal prejudice.
Exactly what these liberal forces are jgnotmede clear.
The very lack of an immedlate programn springing from
o radical analysis-~that is, a program that could be carried
on by a group bound so intimately as are soclal workers to

the existing eocial order-—thls very lack may have led to

the Reconstructlonist's practical plan to alleviate anti-
Yemitiem: an organic community that cduld facilitate voca~
tional re-distribution, that could establish a Jewish medlcal
school, and that could provide the spiritual and material
stamina for & harried Jewlsh community. Of course, the

Torm the plan t?ok was obviously influenced by the already
existing Reconstructlonlst program, Vocatlional redistribu-
tioh o that Jews would be in all classes of soclety would

fit into the plan for an orgenic Jewish community. The Jewish
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medical school and the cultural defences (whatever thelr
rationales) certainly were part of the plan for & gelf—
gufficlent communal organization that would support such
ingstitutions as many of the Reconstructlonists represented.

In his "Planning for Jewlsh Lconomic Welfare," Ben
Selekman assumes "the continuance of the capitalistic
system but operating under mild social controls® and pre-
dicts more restrictlons of Jewish opportunity. He then
recommends economic redlstribution programs of an experi-
mental nature:

First we can and should use whatever energy and

influence we may possegs to help the forward-

looking elements in the country wrest from the

government and the times the maximum goclial gains

for all the people, even while we set up gimultaneous-

1y defences for our own people agalinst gpecifile dangers

that threaten them, Second, we can and should so

gtrengthen our own cultural and sgpiritual life...

that they will furnlsh both the supports against

our hardships and the agenteg for converting them

into spurs to the battle for social Justice.

The masg of men and women cannot wait for funde-

mental programs of reconstruction which 1t may re-

quire decades to bring into exletence,
And thls impatience and pessimism with the status vo leads
him to stresg the re-digtributlion program:

Overconcentration in white collar Jjobes, in the pro-

fesgsions, in g@all buginesge and in cities—~(this. is
the problem.,)

The Reconstructionist, in one case, I. Rubinow, believes that
such re-distribution can come about only in an organic Jewish

869

community. Mordecal Kaplan outlines the following program
which he meintaing can be carried out only in his orgsenic
community: Move the urben unemplcoyed into farm-industry

cooperative communities; sponsor accurate vocetlional guldance
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in accordance with openinge; have efficient Jewlsh employ-
0
ment agencies; fight for employment rights everywhere.9

Taking cognirance of the numerus clausug in medicel

schoole, the Reconstructionist states that the only answer
C
is the organic community with its own schools,

Admitting thet "suffering and frustration (18) inci-

dental to the social crieig," the Reconstructionisgt claims-
that '"material and spiritual nceds" cen be achleved dnly
through a communal organization with a creative ideology,92
In commending e vocational guidance program in New Orleans,
it warns‘that this ls only part of the survival plan...the
Reconstructionlet philosophy will supply tThe Pest°93

It has been shown that the program to combat anti-

Semitism fit well into the overall program of these federa-
tion leaders. The vocational re-adjustment plaﬁ assumes what
ney be the basic fallecy of the Reconetructionlst program:
that Jews can form a community of eny desirable nature 1if
they will it, regardlees of the conditions in the outer en-
vironment! Such an assumption is seen in the historlcal
analysis which assumes that the Jewish community has been
throughout the generationg democratic. It 1g eeen in the
belief that in an ollgerchic anti-Semitic world, a demo-
cratic Jewish organic community can exist, It l1s seen 1in
the belief that in a soclety in crigls, re-dlstribution of
Jews would be both possible and beneficilal. The truth
would seem to be that the role the Jews play in the economy
18 determined by the condition of the economy. And 1 there

18 to be eny vocational re-dlstribution, 1t will be determined
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by eoclal conditlons and not by & emall group of Jews.,
Furthermore, as a universallst pointed out, a Jewlsh farmer .
in time of economic crigis would be ih.as gore a stralt as
=) shbp keeper.

In - . Chapter VI it was observed that the Jewish
professional group--due to its ultimate dependence on The

=

exlisting order--would not advocate seriously a radical

program, However, its position in soclety enabled 1t to
gee clearly defects in the system. Hence, the radical
theorizing of both universalis?t and_Reconstructionist
group. Hence, the vague prograu of the universallst.
Hence, the program of the Reconstfuctionist that flowed

not from the analysis but from ite class needsg,

Wnet were the interpretations given by the various
labor groups to the Americen anti-Semitlem? They were
unahimous in agreement that there was & native anti-Semitism
that was based on social conditions in Americe. The Advance
spoke of

a rash upon the socia} organism, symptomatic of
its lnciplent decay.”"

Fagceism cannot be imported; i1t must spring from local con~

ditions...and from a fallure of the workers Lo deal with the

L
crigis.

However injurious anti-Semltism is To the Jews, 1t
i1s even more destructive to The very 1ife of pro-
gressiviem, labor, and democracy.”/-

Anti-Semitism among farmer and laborer 1is fed by the anti-

pathy of these groupe to the middle-nman and by fundamentalistic

religion.95
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Labor groups viewed native American antl-Semltlsm

as socially ceused, becauvse They were well aware of America's

class conflict and could quickly see the use to which anti-~

Semitism wag being put--both as & weapon for dlgsatisfied

corporate interests and ag a agalve for the petty bourgeoisle.
But to understand the differences in interpretation

and orogrem of the Labor 7ionist group and of The Soclalist

anti-Zionist, it would be well to recall the attitudes of

thege groups towards Hitler and the American depression.

The Zionlst group adhered to American and Jewlsh nationalism--

as their more middle-class background seems to have facllitated

a reluctant acceptance of the Roogevelt patriotlsm énd pre-

parednegsg program as well ag an enthusliastic acceptance of

the Zionlst program. The antl-Zionist was more conslstent

in his opposition to the New Deal and did not accept the

preparedness prograiu before World War II had broken out.,

Zionismmmanother middleuolass 1deology—-provided no answer

for these workers of iong gtanding, many of whom came Trom

the Menghevik Bund.

The Frontier presented a radical and et times deter-

ministic analysis of Amerlcan anti-Semitiem: Anti-Semltism

rises ﬁith rasclemn—~this ildea orlginated not with the Com-

muntets but with Nahman Syrkin,96 The use of anti-Semltism

by dissatisfied corporate interests is clearly seen:

If the political advisors of the Morgans, the

Rockefellers, the Fords, end the Mellons declde

that anti-Semitism s the best smoke-screen be—

hind which they can ride to power—-they will

whist}e for McFadden,..and let the Jews take the
rap.
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The financial racket of Coughlin is understood, as in his
uée of the most effective name-calling deviceg: Coughlin
knows the facﬁs but wantes money from the Mellons, Fords, or
Morgans,., Baruch i1s the scapegoat. "Thils time 1t 18 &
banker. Next time it will be a Communist...The trick 1s %to
confuse the people, play the savior."98 Examples of native
fagcism are glven, from the American National Labor Party
to the incident in which Los Angeles police attacked hobos

99

in 1936...t0 Coughlin's Christian Unlons. There is a

note of determinism in an editorial of August, 19363

The Fascists hate us less as Jews than they love
us as mescots of their struggle for power...We
shall be treated ag the laws of soclal conflict
exaoct.

What was the program of the Labor Zlonlst groupd They
were unalterably op?osed to the facts and figures of the
Americen Jewish Committee and Arti-Defamation League. The
ADL is criticized for its belief in the "magic efficacy of
facts and figures."loo

The gentlemen who fear that the Congress willl furnish

anti-Semites with further ammunition are not belng

digcreet, They are being madly utoplian. They agsume
that Jew-hatred moves on a rational plane and TaX

therefore be affected by reason or persuasion. v
The, Jewish War Veterans antl-Communist eslogan 1is opposed with
the following metaphor:

The lady who proclaims her virtue though she be an

authentic ngel of chastity, adde little to her
fair name.-Y%

As for the group's posltlve program: Zlonism con-
stituted 1ts main feature, since the Jew 1n the Dlagpora

could do little about the laws of social conflict. Bub
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7ionism wes not enough: Jews should unite with other
mninority groups:

America's minority groups are both the last promlse

of American life and the first battleground for its

barbarization.
The New Jersey Homestead project in which two hundred Jewilsh
families formed a cooperative was &a healthy step towards |
normalization of Jewish economlc l:lfe.,loLP But the plan for
cconomic re-distribution did not seem to be stressed or
taken serlously by the workers or leaders in the Labor
Zionist movement., It was sfresSGd primarily by socilal
workers such as L. Rubinoﬁ who had Joined the movement.lo5
The thought that tolerance could be taught in truly demo-
06

cratic schools wag expressed.l But the general impression
received 1s thet these programs are looked upon cynically and
that the only significent effort is the work for a Jewleh
state.

The Arbeiter Gircle would naturally share the radlical
analysis that antl-Semitlism is bound up in the criges of the
capitelistic systenm:

Tf the New Deal fails to keep the capltallst syétem

working here, then the bankers and lndustrialists

like their 1lk in Italy and Germeny, -will not hegl~

tate to subsidlize thege groups. -

[The only salvation is] a strong radical novement.

So Zionism anothér caplitaliet nationalism cannot he a solu-
ftion. This group alone was denylng that the preparednéss
program wag the answer to Hitler's anti-Semitism: The Jewlsh
praise being given to Roosevelt's condemnation of atrocltles

1g "dangerous applause," for it is sanctloning a capitalist

preparedness program and it makes the Jewg forget their under-
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We forgot entirely the reesons for anti~Semitism, -
Wie applauvded when they sald 1t was due to conflicting
ldeologieg. Ig it & questlon of theology? We applaud-
ed when they sgsaid 1t was dve to fteutonle barbarism.
Is it a ouvestion of anthropology? No one that mattered
gald that it wes an economlc problem. S5t11ll we applaud-
ed. Dorothy Thompson became the heroine of America
and. the darling of American Jewry. Bishop Manning and
Cardinal Dougherty became the guardiang of Judalism,
Senator Vandenberg and Tom Dewey became the American
gpokesman for ecuvallty of rights and cilvil liberties.
And., of course, F.D,R. was first in the sound of our
applause.

In between pogroms we carefully study the phe-
nomenon of anti-Semitlsm. We compare 1t to the
hatred of the Negro in the Bouth and other cheap
labor or scapegoat minorities. VWe come to the con-
cluglon that ite cauee 1g economlc. Ve agree that
fagclsm 1n whetever form looks for a whipping boy
and that wherever convenient the Jew serves that
purpose. We also agree that with the decline of
Americean capltalism there will be on attempt at

reactlon. With thie reactlon wlll come the lossg
of civil rights, persecution of minorities, a
search of a scapegoat; and that scapegoat will be

the Jews...(and so) we offer socialism.

When there willl be a cholce between some American
Fagelism and some form of workers' collectivism, where
will our heroes of todey stand? Are Vandenburg and
Dewey going to stand with true democracy or with big
business and its necsssary slogan Yftake America back
from the Jews"...Also where w1113Warburg and Straus
and the other rich Jews stand?l0¢
Here then 1s an analyels which assumes that America will
not find the answer to the problem of overproductlion of
producer-goods industries and thet the result will be a
period of reaction and anti-Jemitism in which the American
capltallst wlll desperately sees to retain his wealth and
his system. Since these American officialg who are being
applauded represent capitallsm which,according to the Arbelfter

Circle 1s the current cause of anti-Semitism, then applause

of the pronouncements of these leaders is "dangerous.®
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And how can gocialism be achleved? By working wlth

like~minded workers throughout the world. The Dally For-

ward--when Vliadeck was general manager--—wrote:

The Jewish duestion must be solved in the lands

in which Jews live, by cooperating with the

}gbor%gg and. progressive masges of other natiopali«

tles .,V

The distinction should be drawn between the expressed
attitude of the Call (officilal organ of the Workmen's Circle)
and the attitude of the Jewish lLabor Committee. The Call
states that "the work of the Jewlegh Labor Committee 1is our
work...fighting at once against anti-Semitism and fascism,d-10
And the leader of the JLC was o member of the Circle, How~
ever, here the simlilarlity i1in point of view ends. For,
desgplte the offlcial adherence of the Call to the JLC's
policy and analysls, 1t has already been shown (in Chapter
VIL) that the Committee engaged very vigorously in the
"dangerous applause" of which the Call Just warned, had
oreat falth in the Volce of America and the Consclence
of the World, answered Father Coughlin with facts and
arguments, and proclaimed the ohrages of middle-class
America. The Call, it hasg Just been shown, rejected such
a program and the analysile which it implies. The reasons
Tor the differences in the views of the Call and the JLC
have alaso been discussed,

Ali labor groups saw American antli-Semitism as a
native growth due to sociel conditions. The socialist
groups thought these conditions were chronic (The moie

conservative unions and egpeclally union leadership worked

in the New Deal for an elimination of those conditions).




But among the soclalists, there were some who felt

Zlonism to be the only realistic program (while other
technicues were mentioned in passing). And the more con-
gigstent soclaligts felt that only socialism would be the
answer: They spoke neither of Zlonlem nor of the work-wlth-
minority or vocatlonal-re-~distribution methode that were
mouthed (how seriously ig not certaln) by the sociallst
Zionlsts,

This concludes the discussion of the analyses and
programs formed by the different Jewlsh classes when con-
fronted by anti-Semitism in America. Social influences in
thege analyseg and programs have been polnted out. By
undergtanding these influences a more objectivé view of

reallty may--it is hoped--be galned,
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IX. COMMUNIEM AND THE AMERICAN JEWL1SH COMMUNITY

The reactions of the American Jewlsh community to.its
ma jor problems during the thirtles have been discussed.
Those me Jor problems weré three: the erisis in America's
economy, the advent of Hitler, and the rise of native
American anti-Semitism. Thesge problems may be considered
one: tﬂey are all related to the world depression that
ghook every natlon during the thirties.

In the analyeis of Jewish'reaotions to these problems,
fhree aspects of those reactlons have been purpogely omitted
thusg far. There were thrée ideologles already established
before the thirties that offered solutions to the personal
and soclal stresses among the Jews. Those 1deologles were

Communism, Zionlem, and Judaism., In the followlng chapters

‘an attempt will be made to discover what underlay the proposed

solutlons offered by these ldeologles and to dlscover how

responsive the different segments of the Jewish community

were to these solutlons.

It will be recalled that a considerable number of Jews

and non-~Jews were attracted to the Communist ::movement

during the thirties. Dissatlsfled workers, groping in-

tellectuals, and declagsed bourgeolslie were among those
attracted to the Communist Party. In this chapter, two
duestions will be posed: What was the solution of the
Communist Party? And amaong which groups of Jews were there

Individvals who, while not Party members, were sympathetic
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to the movement and, misunderstanding its real nature,
were enthuslagtic members of "front" organizations sponsored

bylthe Party?

The basic policy of the Communlst Party throughout
the world 1s to prevent the emergence of successful work-
ing clags governments in every country. For if such
governments were to emerge, then the leaders of the Com-
munist Party in Mogcow, that ig, the rulersg of the Soviet
‘regime, would have a difficult (if not impossible) task of
continuing their subjugation of the Russlan people. For the
blg selling point of the Rugslan government for its oppressed
masges is that Russia 1s the one place in the world where
the proletariat rules. All other countrles are in a state
of capitalistic degeneration. Therefore, the Russlan people
should unite in support of the Soviet government to maihtain
- and. strengthen the Soviet state which is having such dif-
flculty in a world of degenerate capitaliet states. If those
capltalist states ever worked out a solution to thelr problems
or establlished democratic socialistic governments, the great
diversion that i1s keeping the Soviet state afloat would be
lost to the Russian ruling hierarchy.l

In the light of this baslc principle of Communist
Party policy, the following discussion of the dommunist
attitudes towards the depresslon and the New Deal, Hitler
and American anti-Semitism, and Zlonlesm can be understood
ags not a geries of conflicting and contradictory pronounce-

ments but a very conglstent policy which underliee: the
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curving Party Line. It will be noted that a second (though
less important) determinant of the Party Line in different
countries is the current polioy of Rusgsian foreign diplomacy.

In the perilod under discusslon there were two major
ghifts in the Party Line. Qne, after the secure establish-
ment of Hitler and two, after the Stalin-Hltler pact. First
the period before the succesgs of Hitler will be discussed.

It will be recalled that in 1929 the American Communist
Party favored a pollcy of militant dual unlonism, Durlng

the depression and through the early New Déal, Norman Thomasg

was called a "goclial fascist." Roogevelt was anathema, The
words of Communism were antagonistic to all other parties:

The Re?ublican party wishes to savé the capitalist

system by helping the rioch without any concealment.

The Democratic party wishes to save the capitalist

system by helping the rich under the demagogic dls-

gulse of helping the “forgotten man." The Socialist

Party wishes to save the cap%talist system by glving

1t a soclal-democratic mask.
The capitalist press treats Norman Thomas ag a gentleman and
a geholar, He is’given e pollce escort, while William Foster
ls clubbed. Therefore, the Communists are the only truly
rsvblutionary party. Boclalists and soclal-democrats are
fakers.z This pollcy was sure to have the following result:
Left-wing workers, normelly sympathetlc to a revolutionary
philosophy, would be in a dilemma. Many wouvld return to
thelr traditional social-democratic movement and be alienated
from any revolutionary activities. Some would Join the
Party., BSurely any revolutionary enérgy would be under the

safe control elther of the mild American socialist parties

or of the Communist Party whioch had no intention of starting
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a revolution. Finally, the American labor movement was
thrown into further turmoll so that any radical democratic
"workers movement was out of the questlon.

Thies Line was continued through the early days of the
New Deal. Roosevelt's program was called:

An intensive extension, with its tempo dictated

by the deepening crislis at home and ilnternationally,

of the basic program of Wall 8treet imperallsm.,.

multiplied exploitation of the working class and
quadruple oppression of the magses, Negro and Whifte.

3
What was the Line towards Hitler during this period? It
ig well known that the Communist Party split the working
clags in Germany and prevented any successful attempt to
prevent the rise of Hitler to power, This program paralleled

the efforts to prevent a successful American working class

movement. In the New Magseg there 1s a studled sllence con-

cerning Hitler--as though the American workers should not
examine t0o closely what was happening in Germany. (They
might discover the secret of the Communist Party...and many
of them did).

What‘was the Line towards anti-Semltism in America at

this period? The New Masses evinced no interest in anti-

Semltism at this time--either German or Amerlcan anti-
Semitism.

What was the Line towards Zionism at thils period? A
strong anti~Zionist and pro-Arab policy was frankly stated.
After Palestinian Communists instigated the Arab riots of

1929, an artlcle in the Morgen Freihelt stated:

Guilty! The overwhelming majority of the Jewlsh
population in Palestine, directly or lndirectly,
consclously or unconsciously, in & larger or smaller
meagure, has been engaged in colonizing and ex-
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ploiting a foreign country for the bourgeolslie in
Palestine and abroad. They all dld thelr share@to
step upon the exploited but undefeatable Arabs.

“And & month later:

Jewish immigration to Palestlne 1s posslble on1y5
under conditions created by British imperlalism.

Therefore, not only 7ionlem but all Jewlsh immigration to
Pélestine should be opposed. Thie attitude flows from the
policy of forestalling any guccessful working class movement,
guch as one that might spring from a Jewlsh soclallst state.
A further factor was the prevailing anti-British poliey of
the Soviet forelgn offlce.

But with the success of Hitler a change was called for
in the Party Line. The working class at last saw clearly
that splits within the labor movement had. allowed Hitler to
gain power and that the Communists had been instigating
those splits. No workers at all would be attracted to a
movement fhat‘would not cooperate with those "progreasive'
forces that were combatting Hitlerism. 8o, in order to
remailn a movement, inlorder to survive @&s an active organlza-
tionw—the Communist Party had to Join the fight agalnsi
fageigsm. A factor that reinforced this antl-Hitler policy
wes the doviet state's growing fear of German military
aggression., But thls was a very secondary cause, as that
fear also existed before the change in the Line. The new
Party Line was clearly dictated by the success of Hitlex
and the refusal of the working class to take serlously any
movement that instigated splite and that remeined aloof from
the struggle ageinet fascism. And, so the United Front was

adopted asg Party poliecy.
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The United Front meant that Communists would Join
wlth those same groups that they had Just been calling
social faselets and would combat Hitlerism., Since this
woolng of "liberal" elements, from New Dealers to Norman
Thomas, was so contrary to the exlsting line and since
many members sincerely were gold on that pre-Hitler line,--
the transition to the United Front had to be made gradually
g0 a8 not to lose loyal members of the Pabty who had learned
to hate Roosevelt and Thomas., It was not until 1935 that the
Seventh Gongress of the Communist International gave offieclal
recognition to the United Front.

The transition to the United Front was made in America
in 1934, On February 16, there was an attempted United
Front meeting in Madison 8quare Garden that ended in a riot,
The AFL representatives and Mayor LaGuardia were at the
meeting. Disgraceful conducf by Communigts rioters was
protested within the Party by John Dosg Passos, Glifton
Fadiman; and Elliot Cohen. These gentlemen were answered
very courteously by the Party that a United Front pollcy
wag being ettempted, but 1t would never be practiced at the
gacrifice of having to ligten to some of the conservative
speakers that were at the last minuteApﬁshed into the |
program.é» Perhapsg some Party members were not yet ready
for the United Front.

But very shortly after the riot, the Unlted Front be-
came the accepted policy. And the heretofore despised soclal
reformers were hailed as saviors. The New Deal was considered a

Progressive movement of the people.? In 1938, the Communist
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Party in New York was supporting the American Lsbor Party
and was advocating:

gtrengthening of labor's rights, low-rent public

howsing, and comprehensive soclal securlity,

abolition of child labor...extension of democratic

rights especially to the forelgn born and Negro

population... ‘
Then as 1f to allay the fears of members of long-standing:

While aware that only a Soclallst system of soclety

can finally do away with the lnhuman poverty and de-

gradation forced upon us by the blind forces of

capitalism, (the Party) presents legislative measures
that can be realized now and which wogld inmediately
improve the conditions of the people.

Drametic evidence of the shift in policy was the Madison
Square Garden debate held between Harl Browder and the erst-
whille sgoclial fascist, Norman Thomas. The polite proceedings
took place on November 27, 1935.9

Ag the important idea to be conveyed by the Front was
Communlism's opposition to Hitler, there wag a notable change
in the Line: from little concern with Nezism to loud vocal
protests and mass meetings. Communlist front organlzations
were establighed to entlce many liberals into Communist
groupe. Many who were carried along by the wave of in-
dignation against the Nazlg drifted into the Communist camp.
This both assured the Party of a good membershlp and gave
further agsurance that no independent working class movement
would come of a coalition of New Dealers, Thomasites, and
Communiste!l

Jewish Life urged a strengthening of the boycott.lo

The People's Movement claimed to represent 500,000 Jews.ll

The Jewlsh People's Voice was put out by the Jewlsh People's

Committee for UnitedAction against Fagclism and Anti-Semitiem,
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Jewish Life halled Roosevelt's Chlcago speech and demanded

that Amerieca "intercede in behalf of the downtrodden Polish

Jews "1 At a mage meeting Willlam Weiner, president of
the Jewlsh People's Committee, stated:

Every American can be proud of the way in which our
entire nation has spoken wup in horror and anger
against the unspeakable Nazi po%rom.against an in-
nocent and defenceless peopleol

Needs of Husslan forelgn policy seem to be expressed in the

opposltion to the appeasement policy of England and France.

If at firest you don't concede, fly and fly again013

But the dominant note of the United Front was the cooperation

of all “progressive" elements to fight fascism,

Thie program led to an increased awarenesgs of American

anti-Semitism. dJust ag Communist attacks on Hitler entlced

many Jews, 8o the Communigt solution to American anti-
Semitism attracted Jews. The solutlon was the same: a
United Front againet reactionary forces in America.

ATter long silence on the Jewlsh problem, the New
Magses aﬁ&denly writes in April, 1934 about "Jewry at the
Crossroads." Opinlion 1s congratulated for 1ts statement
that Jewry should Join hands with "mine and mill and farm
and slum." BSpeclal pralse 1s given James Waterman Wise

for hig cooperatlion with the Unlted Front.lu

And Jewlsh
Llfe bases ifs whole appeal to Jews during 1937 and 1938
on the bellef that Communiste are the natural allles of
the Jews:

In its present form [the Jewish question] grows

out of the nature of the capltalist economy in
1ts dying stage.
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In America, evidences of reactlon and therefore of anti-
Semltlem are the Liberty League and the AFL.

The working clags, farmers, certain elements of
the middle class and national groups, including
the Jewlsh people, must of necesgsity present a

common front againft thle deadly enemy of pro=~

gressive numenity.-?

The B'nal B'rith is praised for 1te efforts on behalf of

16

the United Front, The May, 1938 index of Jewigh Life

reads:

"Anti-Bemitiem in UBA," "Anti-Semitiem in Latin
America," "Situation of Jews in Austrie," "Anti-Semitism
Must Be Defeated.' And so Americen enti-Semitism was "used!
by_the Communist Party in pursult of i1ts United Front pro-
gram,

What was the result of the change to the United Front
line on the Communists' strong anti~Zionist policy? While
never sanctionlng Zionism, the Party tones down considerably
1te attitude of opposition to Jewlsh nationallem. While in
1929 it was obéerved that Jewleh immlgration could only aid
British imperialism, by 1937 Jewish immigration is possible
through Arab-~Jewlsh cooperation.17 The Party opposed the
1937 Partition Plan, because thie would prevent. Arabs
and Jews from getting together. If they could only: throw
off the British yoke, then they could live together in_-peacze,18
Morris Schappes claims that Palestine can remain free from
war 1f the free people wlll establish a concerted quarantine
agalnet the aggressor nations.l9 There 18 criticism of the
1939 White Paper: It wae written by the same hand that wrote

the Munich agreemént!zo 80 now, 1t 1s becoming evident what
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lies behlnd thie tenderer treatment of Zlonlem. Russia

ig smarting under the rejectlion of British and French co-
operation in her proposged containment pelicy agalnst Hitler.
The anti-British Soviet foreign pelicy may well have in-
fluenced the tone of fhe Party's statements regarding.
Palestine., Thls 1s especially evident in the last clted
‘statement: the hand that wrote the Munich agreement (and
put Russela in a desperate plight) alsgo wrote the White Paper,

Another important factor is probably the attempt to
aftract Jews to the United’Front program. Thls could not
well be done with a continuvence of the extreme antagonism
towards Zionlsm,

St111 the Party was basicelly opposed to Zionism and
actively supported the Arab riots of 1936021 No matter whet
American Communigts were saying, no successful working clase
movement could be allowed to succeed in Palestine, Further-
more, any riots in British colonles would hinder the Empire.

The réasons for the United Front poliey and its effects
on the Communist attitudes towafds the New Deal, Hitler,
Amerlecan antl-Semitiem, and Zionism heve been examined. In
the latter part of 1939 there was another radical change in
the Party Line. The Boviet state glgned a pact with Germany.
The negotiations with France and England had fallen through,
Munich had made appeasement officlel Western policy, and |
Rusgle faced Hitler alone and without allies. This pact wasg
an emérgency move and called for a duick change from the
United Front progi'a.m° ‘The Party could not continue boy-

cotting Hitler after Mother Russia had signed a pact with him.
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The Jewish People's Voice, orgen for the United Front, ceaged

publication. In an attempt to salvage some gupport from
Americen workers, the Party did not follow completely Russalan
foreign policy by endorsing Hitler. Instead 1% maintained

a plague on both your houses:

The international munitions merchants supplied China

with armamente; Mr. Hudson discussed with Dr, Wohltat

in London British-~CGerman rapprochement. Ur. Chamber-
lain betrayed Czechoslovakia in the lnterests of the

City; the French Fasclsts have murdered the Spanish

Republic with their non-intervention. And in the

face of all this one now oObJects when?goviet Russila

doee the same? Equal rights for alll®®
Since the results of the change in Party Line occur in 1940,
they are beyond the scope of this study.

To complete the discussion of the Communist solution
that was offered to the Jewlsh community of the thirties
(more properly, the solutions), an examlnation of the Biro-
bidzhan project is essential. The following 1s a capsullize-

tion of pertinent facts presented in Solomon Schwarz' The

Jews in the Soviet Union.

The theme of Schwarz' book is that in such a totalitarian

regime as Russls all minority groups will suffer. Witnesgs the

Jewish group: the ¥iddish press was abolished, Zionist activity

wag forbidden, emigration to Isreel was not allowed.z3 Biro-
bidzhan, far from being a sincere effort to give the Jewse a
land of their own, was at the beginning an attemp? "o find a
suitable area for the large-scale agricultural settlement of
destitute Jewish city-dwellers." Presldent Kalinin, to

spark the project, did use slogans about Jewlsh natlonalism,
The firsﬁ gettlers arrived in 1928, Over half of them returned.

But more settlers were sent because of the infiltration of
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Chinese farmers into -the area! So urgent wae the needlfor
gettlement of. the apres ag & buffer state agalnst forelgn
elements in the East that non-Jewlsh settlers exceeded the

Jewish. The chalutziut epirit was not encouraged by the

government;Thefefore, few Jews deeired to go there. 8o with
the establishment of the Jewish Autonomous Province 1ln 1934,
Jewlsh gettlers—-workers and farmers from Western provinceg-—-
‘were actuslly recrulted. By this time the purpose of the
projeet was officially recognized by the Soviet: government:

To every thinking partlicipant in soclaligt con~

gtruction the great importance of defending the Far

East agalnst foreign intervention 1g absolutely

clear. The settlement of the arsa with trustworthy

and. responsible people is & basic requirement in

strengthening the defenses of our Far Eastern frontlier.
Actually the proclamatlion of Jewish autonomy was & facade
covering over fthe recruitment process of Jewlsh and non-Jewlsh -
" Rugelans. In this way foreign ald could be enticed by public
statements that created sympathy towards The Soviet Unlon:

For the first time 1n the history of the Jewiéh people

its burning desire for the creation of a homeland of

itg own, for fthe achlevement gf 1ts own nablonal state-

hood, has Tound fulfillment.,2
And so, throughout the middle thirties some Jewlsh groups were
attracted to the project. But the purges of 1937 destroyed
the leadershlp of the Jewish Autonomous Province, scotched the
whole pro ject, and disillusloned 21l American Jews who had
been sympathetic except the Communists themselves. The
‘leaders who were purged were condemned as " Tpotskilte~Bukkharli-
nite and bourgeois-nationalist bandits who had come from

counterrevolutionary Jewlsh parties (Zioniste, Bundists, etc.)“26

The publications of the JAR ceased, and most of the Jews who
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remained in the province held doWn aemi—bureaucrgtio Jobs
in the governing admirnlstretion, And Amerlcan Jewry lbst
interest in Birobldzhen.

The solution of the Communilsest Party to the problems
facing the Jews during the thirties has been examined. The
revolutlonary words and disruptive actions in the working
clagg during the early'@epression, the lack of concern in
America with Hitler and aﬁti~Semitism, and the ‘strong antl-
Zionism are characteristics of the eariy line. The United
‘Front with its friendship towards reformeré, with its strong
antli-Hitler policy and its rallying all progresaivé groups
againet anti-Semitiem, and with its milder non-Zionist
polléy~—this ig characteristic of the line untll the Stelin-
Hitler pact, The Biro-bidzhan project attracted attention
until 1937, This was the solution for those Jews who were
avowed Communists...Just as it was the view of the Party.
For the Jewish and non-Jewlsh Communist thought alike on
all isgues., The Jews were gimply more interested in how the
7 United Front affected the Jewish eommuniﬁy.

It is now in order to examine the reaction of the avowedly
non-Communist Jewlsh community to the Communist Program. To
what degree 4ld the different groups underst#nd or else
lean towards the Communlst solution...especlially the at-
tractive United Front? No Jewish class organizations of~-
ficlally sanctioned the United Front. In fact the failure
of Jewish organizetions (The American Jewlsh Congress, the
Jewleh Labor Commlttee, the Bund) to sympathize with the

~ Front draws continuous criticlsm from Jewlsh Lifse.
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The history of the Bund is an unfolding of the
triuvmph of natlionalism over 1ts revolutlonary
ideas.

The Jewlsh Labor Committee prefers to accept the
most unfounded slanders of the geaeticnaries and,
fageists about the Communlsts.” '

Ag for the Congress' opposition to the People's Committee:

If they are truly interested in the Jewish masses,

they will reallze that a united front...1s the only

possible body that will represent the democratic

Jewish masses .Y
However, many individuvals within the Jewish groups sympathlzed
with the United Front. On exemining the Anglo-Jewish press of
the thirtles, 1t s found that certein olasses furnishod the
Communist Party with a great many sympathizers including some
of the leaders of the class, Other classes were too well
aware of the nature of the poliey to be led astray. The
degree to which the different groups leaned towards fthe
United Front can perhaps be explained by the needs and
interests of the particular classes.

Among the old middle-class of German background there 1is
no evidence of sympathy, with the United Front. 0On the con-
trary, there ere efforts made to prove that American Jews

30

are not Communists. There is no evidence of members of
this clags being prominent in local Communist-front acti-
vities of the thirties.,

The only area in which prominent members of this class
were partial to the Communist solution was thet of Biro-

‘bidzhan. The B'nai B'rith Magazine, in October, 1936,

viewed the projeet very favorably. And the Hebrew saw in
the proposals of Madagascab, New Caladonia, and Birobidzhan that

the world wag awakening to its duty.Bl
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This class reasction might have been expected from a
group whose old middle-class intereste had led them to
abhor any movement that even hinted that all waé not well
with the economic system, even 1in the mild form of the Unlted
Front. The interest in Birobidzhan was natural for a group
that saw a tremendous world Jewish problem and could not
admlt immigration to America or & Jewish state in Israel
ag o solution., Birobidzhan's llluslion was cherished, and
the project was made the resultant of the all-powerful

conscience of the world .

The new middle-clasgs was much friendlier to the
Communist Party Line. In his prize essay on antl-Semitism
for Opinion, Joshua Trachtenburg advocated alllance with
guch organizations as the League against War and Fasclsm,
although he admitted the difficultles due to Communist-

32

agsoclation. The Congress Bulletin had hopes for Biro-

bidzhan but admlitted lts error when the prolject fell through
in_l937 in an article entitled, "End of an Illusion.“33
James’Waterman Wise, editor of Opinion, 1t has been noted,
was hailled by the Communists for partielpation in United
Front activity. Only after the Stalin-Hitler pact did he
write that "Russia Betrays Mankind." We should "admlt our

] L,
error and revise our course.“B‘ The Congressg Bulletin, however,

form&lly'rejected the United Front and stated that one cannot
guppress 'Jewlsh national life in one country and promote
national unity in another.35 8t111 it 1s the impreselon

that many prominent individuals within this clasgs were drawn
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_towards the Party Line.

The vulnersability %o the Communist solution might be
expected from a group that courted pseudo-radical solutiona
such as-teahnocraoy, from a group that was willing to examine
the basgls of the sodial order and that was not afraid of
radical termlnology. The Communists also were not gatis-
fied with the existing order; perhaps they have gomething
to offer. The phrases of the United Front were very
attractive to a group of groping bourgeoisie who had not
- gone through the experilence of'the Americdn workef who had
for years been flghting Communism within his ranks and
- could more easlly see the movement for what it actually
was, As evidenced by the history of revolutions, the new
middle-~class has long had a dream of unlting with all other
classes against the ruling powers in order to establish a
new soclety. But in such cases the new middle-class has
‘@lther been fooled by the Right (France) or by the Left
(Russia) .

Information sufficlient for conclusions about the New
York manufacturers and small creditors of neo-Orthodox
pereuasion 1s lacking. The Qutlook did Jjeer--after the
Stal;nfﬂitler pact--at those Jewlsh radicals who had been
i taken in by the United Front.36 And the Forum shows no.
evidence of leaning towards the Party. It might be argued
through evidence of omigsion that the Forum group opposed
the United Front. This would be a logical surmise, as the
manufacturers and financiers connected with oonsumerugodds

industries would not be likely to have sympathy for any
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redical soclal movement...especlally such a "“godless" one

that challenged neo-Orthodoxy, or any religion.

The group most susceptible to the Party Line seems fto
have been the Jewish professionals. Anti-communlism was
geen to be a mask for fascism,37 And Rabbi Roland Gittel-

gohn's letter to the Reconstruetionist encouraging the

popular front stated:

[Events have proved the] utter and genseless

futility of liberals and leftiste fighting

among themgelves the whole reactlon prevalls...

that 18 the whole Jjustification of the popular

frqnt..tat this preclse moment democracy needs38

the united support of all who will defend her.
While Birobildzhan was notvso important as Palestine, it was
important to set up an "autonomous mass gettlement of Jews
living as & clagsless aociety,"39 And even Jakob Legstachinski
was persuvaded by the publicity-statements of President
Kelinin that the purpose of Birobidzhan was to preserve
the Jewish nation and cuiture and "to cure the sick Jewlsh
national body.“uo And 8till in April, 1939, Rabbl Harry
Esesrig was involved in a debate in which he favored Jjolnlng
the Amerioaﬁ League for Peace and Demoeracy.41

It might be expected that the most radical of bourgéolsie
groupe would be most 1likely to be attracted by the Party
Line., A group withoul any practical revolutlonary or WOk~
ing clasé program, a group whose analysls allows the es-
tablishment of a democratic Jewlsh community‘in a non-
democratic soclety, & group that talks of gociallsm and Labor

Zionism and yet has had no first hand experlence with the

tectics of the Communist Party--in short, the most radical




248

of the middle-clase, with its falth in the "progressive,"
would nmost eaglly be swayed by the progressive phrases of
the Communist Party. The Birobidzhah project at & distance
might even seem like a Russlan Reconstructionist Movement!
Here is Russla, who seems to be sanctioning cultural
pluralism--the progrem that America should adopt, according

to the Reconstructionligt. So naturally many Reconstruction-

18ts would desperately want to belleve in the worthiness of
the project. And the wish is father to Tthe thought of

even gome very asgtute analysls,

Most congsistent in rejection of the Party Line was the
Labor Zionist group. This might appear surprising when it
ls recalled that many HReconstructionists were lLabor Zlonlsts,

However workers who had had experience with Communiste made

up the majority of the Labor Zionist novement; while middle-
clasg gocial workers and rabbis formed the core of the |
ReconstruotioniSﬁ movement,

The groundwork for labor's antagonism to the Communists
wa.s laid in the dual unlon movement of the depression. In

g

While there lg no immediate way of staying the
ruthless arm of the Communists, gt ls vital for
the Jewe outslde Russia to know.

4
The Birobidzhan colonization scheme should be exposedapz And
so while the llberal middle-clags still thought of Russia in
terms of the great social experiment, the Labor Zlionlst group

was well aware of the nature of the Soviet system,

Little wonder that with the change in the Party Line in
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1935, the Egggﬁ;gg_observed & note of 1lnsincerity: Per-
haps the Communiste are concerned with anti-Bemitism

only in relation to fasciém and are really indifferent

to the fate of the Jews. The Front is recognlzed as a new
Communlist line.43 The reagon for the change in line ls

- glven ag the fear of fasclsm and choosing the lesser evil.”u
It hag been seen that this 1s only part of the truth.
Birobldzhan is continually spoken of ag a deceltful projeot;q5
The Soviet does not want an autonomouve Jewish community.

6 Before the Staline~

There can be no chalutzim in chains.
Hitler pact and after the failure of Russlan-French negotia-
tions. there 1g the accurate prediction that there will be a
change in the Unilted Front policy. For that Front was

the ldeologlcal superstructure of the Franco-Soviet

and the Franco-Czech-~Soviet pacts. These pacts have

‘broken down., And the superstructure is bound to

disappear with the substructure,

(Russia) must elither cling to her old demoeratic

contacte~~and that is not a very hopeful policy--

or try to come to an understanding with the fascist

powers—~or at least with one or two of them,*7
However, reversal of the Front would mean isolation from the
masses., 8o Russgila wlll adopt an experimental pollcy.

Thie amazing analysls Just before the Stalin-Hitler pact
ghowe a fine, although not complete, grasp of the factors
motivating Communist Party policy. The Front was actually
The ideological superstructure of the needs of the Party to
continue 1ts existence in an America that would lgnore any
group which remained aloof from the fight 'ageinst facism,
However, the change that waes astutely predicted in Russlan

forelgn policy (a breach with the West and an alliance with
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fasclsm)--this change would (1t wes seen) necessitate a

change in the United Front Line. And it did.

b7

The above analysis was written by Franz DBorkenau,

author of World Communism, @ book containing Rose Luxenbourg's

thesls that Lenin'e one-party system by 1ts nature wlll
destroy the v\ror-)ar.erss.,)"b8 Also exposing the Soviet system for
the Frontier wasg Solomon Schwarz who wrote of labor eondi-
tions in Russia.qg |
And so, the Labor Zionists, having had first—hand.ex—

perience throughout the depression wlth the Gommunisﬁ Party,
became aeutely aware of the chengling line and of the de—'
structive nature of the Party in America. This led to an
examination of the Russlan policy that controlled the Party
and thig further unmagked the Soviet .Unlon with analyses of

varylng accuracles.

There was o Left Poale Zion that was very sympathetilc
to Russia, Only one of its publications was avallable, and

this, a pamphlet entitled Youth at the Crossroads, clalmed that

an

active organized anti-f8emitic movement is out of

the question (in Russila) because all such activity

ilg etrictly forbidden by lew and severe punishment

ilg meted out to the offenders,
Birobldzhan was formed go that Jews could be on par with
other nationalities and falled because of the lack of Jewish
national consgeclousness in Russia. However, the class com-

position of this small movement was not asgcertalnable from

the data available. So no conclusions will be drawn.
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‘The Bund-background Arbeiter Circle opposed the
United Front and the Communlsgt Party. However, they were
very sympathetic to Blrobidzhan.

The Call-.of Youth warns 1ts members against front

organizations such as the Fraternal Federation for Soclal
Insurance which could only undermine the Gircle,5l A
satirical picture is painted of condltions in Russia.52 An

article by Rebecca Pltts, published 1ln Opinion and present-—

ing the United Front's view of anti-Semltism, was commented

on by representatives of many Jewlsh classes in subsequent

articles in Opinion. K. Charney vladeck of the Cirele was

the only reviewer of the article to see 1in 1t the Communis?®
Party Line.53
Despite this attltude towards the Party and the United
Front, the Circle reacted favorably to Birobidzhen. There
wes "no reagon not to belleve in the sincerity of Kallinln...
to enable Jews to establlgh themselves bothin industry and _
agriculture and to produce & healthy Soviet Jewlsh nationality.54

And Dr. Chaim Zhitlowsky, writing in the Congress Bulletiln

even after Wise's "The End of an Illusion," stated that
Birobidzhan was essential to prevent anti-Semitisem in
Russia@55

It 18 understandable thaf the Arbeiter Circle after
conflicts wlth the Communist Party in thevAmerican labor -
mov ement would be allenated (elong with the Labor Zlonists)
from the United Front. But a movement that offered no

golution to the Jewish problem other than & revolution that

would be long in coming, such a movement that would not admit
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7ionism to be a solution was naturally attracted by the
myth of a territoriallsm that wag not bound with a
,éapitalistic brand of nationalism. Hence, the sympathy
towards Birobidzh&n and the belief in the propaganda of

Pregident XKalinin.

This analysls of the Communlist solutiéﬁ has attempted to
explain Just what the Jeﬁish Communiste (and, of course, non-
Jewigh Oommunists) believed or said they believed, The Party
Line.has been followed through ite changes and 1te basgic
pattern aimed at destroying any independent democratic
working class movement has been shown as underlying the
changes in Line.

While 1t should be stressed that no Jewish clags
organization officlally accepted the Party Line, many
Jews were teken in by the United Front and the Birobldzhan
myth. It has been seen that Jewleh profesgsionals and
members of the new middle-class were most prominent among
those who leansd. to the Liﬁe. Labor Zionlsts and New York
menufacturers were adamant in thelr reéistanee to the Party.
The old middle-class and the Bundists opposed the Party but
were partial to/Birobiﬁzhan. The varying reasons underlying

thege cless tendencles have been digcussed.,




X. ZIONISM AND THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMUNITY

Many Americen Jews found in Zionlsm & golution to the
pressing problems of the thirties. But the precise nature
of that solution within the Zionist framework varied with
each clasg in the community. Some Jews found 1ln Zionism
an opportunity for investment abroad while they feared the
consequences of a Jewlsgh nation, Other Jews abhorred the
capitalistic nature of the struggle for P&lesfine and
. looked forward to a sociallst etate where investment and
profit would not be called for. |

The ideologies of the different groups‘of Zionilsts or
non~Zionists‘or anti-Zionists are well known. It 1s the.
purposge of thie analysle after stating very briefly the
ideology of Zionlsm or non—Zionism of each class, to examine
how that ldeology was influenced by the needs and interests
of 1ts soclal substructure. _

Since the source material is primarily the Anglo-Jewlsh
pregs of the thirtles, the ideélogies of the different
clagses will be presented in terms of Zionlst events during
this period., Those events‘were briefly as follows:

In 1930 there was a revival in the spirlt of American
Zionism; The Brandeis-Mack group returned to the movement.
Non-Zionists were active in the Jewish Agency. And the first
American halutzim went to Palestine, The Simpson Report
and Passfield White Paper restricted Jewish immigration, for-
bidding any more Jewlgh labor to enter the country while

Arabs were yet unemployed and any further acduisition of land
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by Jews so0 long as Arabs were landless. In 1931 the World
71onlst Congress adopted the Brandels economlec prograi, and
American Zionlem—-after a period of relatlve insigniflicance=—
seemed to be.returning to the spotlight on the world scene.

Labor Zionlsm by 1933 was ropldly becoming the dominant
element in the movement, Sbkolow, representing the Weizman
B forces, defeated Wise for presidency of the World Zionlst
~0rganization. Histadrut wes recognized by the World Congress
ag the only legitimate labor organization 1in Palestine.

In 1936, the year of the Apab riots, the Zionlst move-
ment wae eplit by the Ha-avarah controversye. Should Jewlsh
capital in Germany be transferfed to Palestine in the form
of German goods—-thus giving the Germans & market, alding
the Palestinian economy, and saving some of the money of
terman-Jewlieh refugees?

In 1937 and 1938 Great Britain advocated and Then forgot
the tripartite partition plan. Judah Magnes suggested a bl-
national state, There was a recession in Pelestinian economlc
activity--especially in the citrue industry.

In 1939, the British government, preparing for war
against Germany and fearful of Arab aid to ﬁhe Nazls,
igeued the White Paper which felegated the Jews to a per-
manent minority in Palestine. This brought storms of pro-
teats from nearly all Jewlsh groups.

Throughout the perlod there was gome interest expressed
in territorialiem outside of Palestine--in Lower Callifornia,

Alasks, and--as has been dlescussed-~Blrobidzhan,




255

What was the attitvude of the old middle-clags towards:
Zionism? While committed to non-Zionism, there was ocon-
sider&ble interest in investments in Palestine and in maklng
Palestine a homeland (although not a Jewlsh stete) for Jewish
refugees,

In 1929 seven non-Zionlsts, including Felix Warburg,
Cyrus Adler, Julian Morgenstern, and Louls Marehall, were
placed on the Jewish Agenecy. The Agency was one of the
largest stockholders in the Palestine Hlectric Corporation
whieh so0ld 2,344,000 kwhr in 1926 and 65,496,000 ten years

later.1

At this time Zionlst labor groups protested the
large dividends of this cor-poration.2 In 1929, Brandeis
gained the support of the old middle-class leadership, and

he and Warburg favored an "Ameriecan business corporation with
a view to furthering the economic development of Palestine."3
When Brandeis, with his plans for the Palestine Hconomic

et mmaaserd e

1
"At last there 1s hope for the Z.O,A."P And a year later the

.
fundes and individual initiative in the movement.)

It may be that the particulerly friendly attitude of the
non-Zionists towards the movement at this time might reflect
a need of American businesg for investment into any expandlng
foreign economlc area, since the world-wide depression had
shut off to American business much opportunity for expansion.

Palestine wag spoken of as a haven of refuge. And the
Pagsfield White Paper whiech suspended immigration temporarlily

was not (as some were saying) a "dastardly violation' but 1t
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was "unsound and regrettable,“é The Ha-avarah Program was
 favored, gince actual sterling did not go to Germany,7 The
Bipai Blrith in 1936 contributed $100,000 to the JNF for a
new farm colony. The 1937 plan for partition was opposed.
The White Paper was condemned as settling up "a ghetto in
Palestine."8

Palestine was looked upon by the old middle-clasgs asg a
place of refuge. The need of an asylum for the German Jews
was increasing. It is doubtful that the old middle-claas
- would have favored a new immigration of middle-class Jews
into America: there were already enough for the more limited
opportunities. Palestline would be a fine homeland...go long
as it did not become a Jewish state:

The Balfour Declaration does not imply a Jewish nation,
claiméd the ﬂggggﬂ.9 Nahum Goldmen's statement that the Jews
will be an irritant alien until they solve thelr problems 1l1s
attacked bltterly: Jews are not aliens. 0 In 1937 the non-
Zionist ideals of Morris Lazoron are @xpreseed.ll A bi-
national state ig favored in Palestine.lz And there ls
interest in territorialism...in Australia, British Africa,
and South Rhodesia,’? |

S0 objectlon to any philosophy of Jewlsh nationalism is
combined with Qery friendly interest in a Jewlsh gettlement
in Palestine! Perhaps this iﬁterest was based on invegtment
opportunitles or on the desire %o find a homeland for refugees
outaslde of the United States--this is a possibllity but evi-

"dence ls not sufficlent to warrant definlte conclusions. An

unexamined factor that might ald in explalning the program of
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the o0ld middle-class isg the attitude of the United States
government ftowards British imperlalism during the thirties.
An article by Felix Warburg entitled, WpPaleetine—-—an Invest-

L Tt is an investmen?t 1n thersaclal

ment" 1is of interest.
stability of the world. Thils makes One curlous as %o the
position of American state departiment policy towards the
Near Eest in general, and the degree to which such
financiers (closely tied to government policy) went along
with the nation's.“interest¢"15

Further subject for thought is that the enthuglasm for
settlemént in Palestine came from the upper eschelon of the
0ld middle-classes. The rank and file of that class, reared
on an anti-Zionist ldeology, geve no evidence of enthusiasm for
the semi-Zionlst activitles of thelr leaders! One rabbi,
unaware of the social forces in operation and a long-time
anti~Zionist, demanded of Marshall: are you & Zionist or
are you not? This seemé to be similar to the division in
the old middle~class on the boycott questlon: the upper
eschelon againbhad interests thet forbade the boycott;
while many members of thelir class carried out the boycott.

Degplte their flirtation with the Zionist cause, the
dl& middle~class leaders remalned firm in thelr opposition
to the phllosophy of Jewlsh nationalism. They came from
that part of middle-class Weatern European Jewry that had.
found their .opportunity in the expanding capltalistic
sconomy. They had adopted nationallsm, the banner of
capitalism in Western Europe, It was the nationalism of

the countries in which they lived. Through economic and
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political loyélty to their natlon they had found their
place in the sun. Their prosperity had produced intsgra-
tion. Since they felt that their integration had pro-
duced prosperity, they would not consider any ideology

that seemed to challenge conformity to American patriotigm.
But Zionism claimed that the Jewe were a nationality. The
melting pot had stopped bubbling and there were haprd chunks
of minority groups that never would blend into Western
society in crisis, This challenged the integration and
American nationalism of the old middle«ciass~~théir whole
‘way of life, S0, while making invegtments and encouraging
a place of refuge, that class could never accept the basic
ideology of Zioniem.

The new middle-class, so vulnerable to depression and
lacking the long period of prosperity that brings with 1t
integration and the craving for conformity, found in Zlonism
the primary answer to the Jewlsgh problems: Not only was a
Jewish state the answer but working for its establishment
would rid the Jew of anxlety:

There 1s releage for all doubts and depreﬁgion through
loyalty, digcipline, and systematic work.

After an outbreak of anti-Semitism in Mexico City, New
Palestine comments:

After centurles of effort to secure an improvement
of the Jewlsh pogition in the Dlasgpora, the need
for a Jewlish National gome in Palestine proves %o
be greater than aver.t

Whereas, the old middle-classg, by virtue of its social gitua-

tion, could not admit this greater need.

A revolution in General Zionlst leadership in the early
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thirties more sharply defined thils group's policy and
safisfied its rank-snd-file by displacement of & leader-
ghip thatw-judging from all reports—-did not repreaent
the magses of the movement. ,The return of Brandels to
the movement "will add a tower of strength to the Jewlsh
purpose in Palestine," stated the Portland §ggggg,l8
Meanwhile the group in control of the ZOA wes trylng to

maintain its power:

Minority parties clamor for re-organization, ?Sw
program, and new alignment of administration.—

But this is not the time for an exposure of differences.
Rabbl Brickner called the Brandeis plan a dictatorship,
gince 1t involved a two year hand-picked administrationozo
But the Brandeis' group captured the leadership and was
hailed by virtually every Zlonlet and non-Zionlst group.
What was the particular ZOA program?

General Zionism ig all-embraecing Zionism. Nelther
anti-labor nof anti-religlious, it is interested in labor
and free enterprise, Members can be elther Soeialist or
Opthodox. General Zionism ls “unhyphenated Zionism." It
ig "Unlversalistic,"--not shackled by extraneous ideology,21
However the actusl program of General Zionlsm was hardly
universalistic, asg 1t involved practlces and principles of
interest primarily to the wealthier among the middle~classes:
American capital should be mobilized through private corpora-

tions formed by big investors; smaller investors should form

the Palestinian corporations, and "capitallst" immigration

should be urged.zz And the American Hebrew favored such a
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~a program and commented: "Conservatives are now in control
of Zionist affairs in Americe,"23 #

In addition to having humanltarien motives for the
establishment of a Jewlsh state, the leaders of the mlddle-
clags Américan Zionlst group would naturally think of build-
ing vp Palestine Just as so many other Western capltalistle
states were bullt: through investment of forelgn capital
into large oofporations. This program would naturally be
regsented by the socialiét gettlers of Palestine and by
the Labor Zionists of Burope. Slnce such foreign invest-

" ment hindered at first the growth of a native mlddle-class
in Palestine, the final establishment of the staté of Israel
found the General Zionlstg in the minority there, despite
the tremendous amounts of cepital that middle-class Jews
abroad had furnished.

Further evidence of the decidedly "hyphenated" character
of the General Zionlet movement wlll be given thfough dis-~
cusglion of fhe brand of Zionism of the other Amerlcan Jewlsh
clasgses and thelr opposition to the General Zionlst ideology
and social structure. Little wonder that the bourgeols

Zlonlsm of the new middle-class, losing steadlily to labor

groups on the world scene, would welcome strength from the

pockets and prestlige of the Warburg-Marshall non-Zionigt

group! The return of Brandeig to the s cene slgnified an
attempt to mobllize all sympathetle powers of the American ;
Jewlsh middle-~class to take over leadership in the movement,

It may be recalled that Brandels became a power in Zionism
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duriﬁg the first Wofld War, when European Zionism had to
relinguish its world leadership role. When the European
group regained that role after the War, Brandeis dropped
out of the movement. -In 1930; the year of world-wlde
depression, when Amerlica was the least shaken of the major
nations, perhaps Brandeis saw the possibility of leader-
shib again going to the Amerlcan Zionlst Organiiationo

And he became that leadership, elmply by of fering his

gervices.,

The New York manufacturers and small creditors found
in Zionism an answer to the Jewish problem. DBut 1t was
not the brand of Zionism proposed by the older new middle-
classes., It Was primerily Mizrachi Zionism--~that combinatlon
of Orthodoxy and Natilonalism that appealed not only to the
leadership of this neo-Orthodox clasgs but also to the rank-and-
file of their employees and to all those petty bouﬁgeois
elements not economically suqcessful enough to crash the
new middle-class and who were #till tied to the institutions
of Orthodox Judalsm. Orthodoxy alone was not sufficient to
maintain the loyalty of this layer that ﬁas barely middle-
class. But given a setrong natilonalist ildeology which meant
to Hestern Europeans self-realization, given a Zionism that
was tied to Orthodoxy, this group would remain loyal to 1ts
Orthodoxy and its class leadership. It appears that through
E;ggég@i'Zionism, most of the petty bourgeois elements did
remain bound to their class, However, it was necessary 1o

give the workers not only nationalism but also the radical-
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sounding phrases of Hapoel Hamizrachi. In this way the

sporadic eoclelistic movements among Orthodox workers could
take place under the aegls of an Orthodox-producer-financler
leadership and no harm could come from the movemente to
Orthodoxy or to the capitalistic system., It is not sug-
gested that the leadershlp invented such an 1ldeology and
impoeed it on the rank-—and-flle. There wag within the rank-
and-file a basic conflict between adherence to old-world
traditions, new world soclalism, and a nationallsm that

was a bridge between the old and the new. While the com-

promige ldeology gprang from the needs of the rank-and.-
file, the class leadership formellzed the compromises into

the Zionlsm of Mizrachl and Hapoel Hamigzrachl and so retained

the loyalty of the class,

Evidence for the analysie 1ls found in the Jewlish Forum

and other Mizrachi publications. The Forum, as has been
shown, 1is sponsored by the wsalthy New York menufacturers
and creditors and consigtently advocates the Mizrachi pro-
gram., And that Mizrachi program speaks up in behalf of the

workers and the lower middle-clasgs, Rabbl Meyer Berlin, pre-

senting the Mizrachl view in New Palestine, demands that
poor members of the middle-class should not be kept out of
Palestine through discrimination in distriﬁution of cer-
tiflcates, He complains about similar dlecrimination ageinst

members of Hapoel Hamizrachiez4

Rabbl Manuvel Laderman welcomes Hapoel Hamlzrachi as a movement

for Qrthodox youth:
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Whereas 1t is fashionable and respectable to be a
Zionist or belong to Hadassah, 1t 1ls dueer and
guaint to belong to Mizrachi. (Youth) will not
join Mizrachi when the movement is assoclated in
his mind with old people, and old intereste and
0ld methods., He will Join a Migzrachl that 1s
idealistic vigorocus, youthful, and in hls use of
the word ,prespectable.

The tendency to reaction and standing pat that
arises easily in the movement because ol 1ts
religious philosophy is balanced by the surge to
advanced economic thinking, to progressive linter-
ests, Through 1t Mizrachi ceases being "old e tuff."
It's very new, very exciting stuff. Mizrachl is not
Just an interest in Kosher meat. It 1s not an em-
phasis on the number of days when not to work. It's
an intense interest in hard labor.

Hapoel Hamizrachi makes the movement "more positive, more

ereative...Ilt builds Palestine, builds soundly, effectively,
in a modern manner ."<3

This Zionist ideology 1s used not only to attract mem-
bers within the claés but aleso to attack Jews Wiﬁhout the
ciass; The return of Brandeis.is a good sign, but this
does not mean a revived democratlc Zionist movement.26 The
leadership of the Z0A is labelléd "moneybags.“27' The old
middle-clags allies of the General Zionist adminlstration
should be removed from the Jewish Agencym28 Warburg in
1937 wasg oppoged‘to partition for the wrong reason: he

. 2. '
feared for his status. 9 The Keren Hayesod provides funds

for the establishment of irreligious labor cooperatives.
So Migrachi esteblished its own fund in 1934°BO

.80 while Mizrachi and Hapoel Hamizrachl are l1ldeologles

meeting the needs of the New York manufacturers and credil-
tore and the workers and lower mlddle-class and gome of the

youth of these groups, these ideologles also become weapons
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with which to attack other soclal groups in the American
Jewish scene. The neo~Orthodox leaders, who complained about
the hierarchy in the new middle-class' Amerilcan Jewieh Cong-
ress, are also complalining about tﬁe hierarchy in the new
middle class' Z0A. There is natural dissatisfactlon when

the new middle-class opens the door of\leadership not to
life-long Zionists but to non-Zionists who are suddenly

given powerful positions on the Jewish Ageney. -So the old

'} middle-class ig attacked, And, of course, the Labor Zlonlsts,

currently taking over world leadership and representing an
ideology that would undermlne neo-0rthodoxy'e religious and
goclal order are opposed.

Perhaps the faillure to attain a leaderghip positlon
led to the Selah project. In 1938 the Forum proposed that
in addition to Palestine another‘territory was immedietely
needed to meet the needs of Jewlsh refugees:

The territory we propose is that of Lower Californiae--

well segregated so that the country that owns it,

ﬁ:gigg,ngéllnn%{ fear an overflow Qf Jews into

proper,

Selah, Inc. was forméd as an "Orgenization for Planned Settle-
ment of Refugees in Lower Galifornia,"Bz This plan was met
witﬁ ridicule in all other Zionist circles. The Frontlen
wrote an article called, "Jewé on the Moono"33 The Congress
Bulletin célled it a "publicity .mzuu'n;.“BLF But the Forum
eriticized:

7ionists (who) in their unreasonable desire %o

make capital of the present catastrophe by direct-

ing every ounce of Jewish energy and every penny
of Jewish capiltal to the Palestinien project.-
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An attempt has been made to go beneath the Mizrachi
ideology. It ig true that

Mizrachi ie & Zionlst Organization of religious
Jews which aimg at the realization of the two ob-
Jeetives, namely, the upbuilding of Palestine ag a
Jewlgh state in the sgpirit of our Written and Oral
Torah and the strenghening of tradit%onal Judaism
and 1te influence in the Diaspora,"?

It wag founded by Rabbl Meyer Berlin and its three pilllars

are "The Land of lgrael, for the People of lsrael, accord-

ing to the Toreh of Tsrsel.'5 Tt has been shown that this
particular brand of Zionism met the needs of that clasé
within the American Jewish community which advocated 1t.

’ It has also been shown that the Zionlst ideology of the

clags became a weapon for the achievement of the broader

goalg of the class iteelf. This is not peculiar to the
clags under discugsion, For example, the new middle-clasé
throuvgh the ideology of General Zionism attailned its dominant

pogition on the Americen scene. And this is a phenomenon

common throuvghout the history of man--when a get of ideas
arlse to meet the needg of a c¢laseg and to furnish them with

an ideologilcal weapon in thelr struggle agalinst other groups.

These Jewlsh professiconals who supported the Recon-
gtructlonist movement adopted either Generasl or Labor Zionlsm

and placed their Zionism in the framework of Reconstructlon-

ist ideology. There should be & united front in Zionism—-
a reflection of the cry for a united organiec Jewiesh com~-
munity.36 But Zionism is not enough: there should be

more stress on its cultural aspects., Herzl's and Bialik's
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birthdays should become national Jewlsh holidays.37 The

Christian Century is attacked for its stand egalnst cul-

tural plurelism or hyphenism.36 There should be more
Ademocracy in the ZOA.36

It has been seen that a particular group of Jewlsh
professionals would tend to‘favor an organic communlty.
Tt would then be only natural for their brand of Zionlsm
to be embeilished with certain characteristics of that
organic community: wunity of partiles, democracy, and an
intense culture. It would also be expected that these pro-
~fesslonals--the radlcals of the bourgeoisie--who gtand on
many lssues between the new middle-class and the labor
nationelists, would adhere either to the brands called
Labor or General Zionism, Histadrut's Arab weekly ls a
fine idea,39 and the Hadassah 1s praised for its "feminlne
intuitiona"uo Agein,..a brand of Zionism influenced by

the class needs.

Labor Zionism was the rising Zlionist movement of the
fhirties. Jewlish workers who were suffering through the
depression did not feel particularly at home 1ln Anerica.
In Bastern Europe when socialism furnished a real hope of
quick realization, many Jewlsh workers Jolined the Bund and

felt no need for nationalism. However in America, soclallsm

' wae not a practical progrem that looked for immediate fulfill-

ment. Soclalism couid not give full expression to the desire
for security and self-realization of American Jewish workers.

But ndtionalismmnthat ideology which meant freedom to the
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oppressed of Europe during the early twentieth-century~-
nationalism could give expression to those desires for

securlity and self—reailzation. $0 when soclalism became
Just a theory, many Jewish workers embraced nationalism;
Netionalism had saturated the world:! for the Jews there

wae elther the strong Americen nationlaism of those striving

“for integration or the strong Jewlsh nationalism of those

accepting minority statue and wenting (in the Eastern
European gense) "national rights."

But what waeg the ideology of Labor Zionism? In a

series of articles in Labor Palesgtine which began publica-

tlon 1n June, 1933 and which later became the Jewigh

Frontier, Ben Gurlon explalns Lebor Zionism.

The Histadrut...is the idea of the working class

and its historic mission; the pplitical atruggle

for national and social rights.,*Lk A
All Zionisem is '"mixed."  Revislonists combine Zlonism with
the hatred of workers and unbridled chauvinism; bourgeois
Zionlets combine Zionism with love of gain and striving for
clage rule by the rich few over the poor and enslaved masses;
Labor Zlonlsm combines Zlionism and the

asplrations of toiling humanlty for a soclal order

marked by free labor, equality among the nations,

and universal peace,
Zionism and Soqialism are separaﬁe;‘they neither conflict
nor coincide. But "no true soclallst may keep aloof from
his people.'! People stand in many cilrcles: the natlon,
the people, the generation, the‘working class, DBoth SBociallsm
L2

and Zionism were created to save us.

The Higtadrut stressed cooperation between Jewish and
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Arab worker, becauvse of thelr workingclass interests. Bub
autonomous unions are needed because of different customs
and standards.43 The basis for this ideology ig the work
of Ber Borochov, The Frontler speaks of hig concept of
the national struggle: a conflict between condlitlonsg of
production and forces of production. The stychic process
is the elemental will to be free. This can only be

by

achieved in & goclelistic Jewlsh state, And this squar-

ing of the two leologles of freedom during the early
twentieth century--netionalism and soclalism—-gave Labor
Zionism a very strong hold on the workers. ‘A detailed
analysis of Borochov'g thought 1s given in the Appendix.

Ag hag been observed, the Labor Ziohist group had a
large percentage of middle~class leadership. There was a
general drift towards radicalism at thils time; furthermore,
members of the middle-class who found no berths in the
ldeological movements of thelr group could be quite promi-
nent as the influential powers in a Labor Zionist organiza-
tion. To gain natlonal and internatlonal power the Labor
Zlonists on theilr part had to temper the original program
of Borochov and had to cooperate with bourgeois Zidﬁisme

It 18 only naturel that the constant struggle of the
soéialiet labor groupé agéinst repregentatives of the
capltalist order would be reflected in the soclialist brand
of Zioniem. 8So again Zionism becomes a weapon for a broader
clags effort.. Complaints againet the high dividends of

the Palestine Electric Corporations have already been noted.
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The Zionist leadership is, according to the Vanguard, too
weak and too corrupt.45 Ben Gurion's view of the General
Zionists as striving for oligarchic class rule has been
mentioned. |

Thus did Labor Zionism meet the broad class needs
of Jewlsh workers and of sgome membsrs of the radical-talk-

ing lower middle-class,

Information concerning Left Poale Zion was too

scanty to warrant definite conclusions. The Lert Poale
Zlon constantly 18 reminding:

The stete will not be the full golution—-—and
under caplitalism there cannot be a full solus
tion-~-of the Jewish problem; 1its creation is
nevertheless, a great landmark in Jewlsh hlstory.

Middle-class Zionists’are ridiculed:
(They consider) Palestine as & new era of exploita-

tlon, a new market for its cap&gal, & new oppor-
tunity to increase its wealth. ,

(ANTIFA, the Palestinian organization of left Poale Zlon
egtablighed in 1935, favors more social contact between
Jew and Arab for the sake of the clags struggleeq7 He~halutz,

Lo asiten e e b

the young radical blood ih Poale Zion, criticlzed the

organization's leaderschip for not making a firm commit-
ment to the soclalist ticket in 1936,48 From thlsg scant

evidence, 1t would seem that Left Poale Zion represented

the rank-and-file of the movement that was more consistently
goclalistle than was the leadership which was made up of
many members of the middle-class who, for various reasons,

hed drifted into the labor camp and who, quite naturally,
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would not be inclined to follow & completely soclallstic
philosophy.,,espeoially in 1936 when the New Deal was cry-
lng for help. |

This lag between the rénk~and~file of labor and 1ts
leadershlp 1s reminiscent of the structure of the Hillman

and Dubinsgsky unlong...

Informetion concerning Hashomer Hatzalr and the

Revisionigte~—-the Marxist and Fasclst groups respectively--
1 too geanty to provide the basls for an intelligent dis-

cugsion.,

The group most consistently opposed to Zionlsm durlng
the thirtlies was the Workmen's Cirele. Some of the reasons
given for the anti-Zlonlst position are: Zlonism is not
practical, since & mexlmum of 1,750,000 Jews can be taken
in the country; the Histadrut discriminates agalnst Arab
workers and this discrimination delays the real gsolution
of working class liberation; Zionism- 1ls anti-Yiddishist.
What is the answer?

Only by cooperation in the common struggle with

the working class of the countrles where Jews

live, can & homeland be erected out of exlle...

7ioniem in any form forgets the class struggle,

substitutes chauvinism for Soclaliem, and assgoclates
iteelf with groups and classes whichqare inimical to
the interests of the Jewlsh workers.
Since a state cannot be bullt on & voleano and since parti-
tion will not leave a large enough area, Arab and Jewlsh
workers should unite in one state.50

Viadeck joins those few Zionlsts with Revigionist or

Communist tendencies in his critielism of the Ha-averah




agreement. Palestine will become & gcab agent of the boy-
cott Af German goods are allowed to find a market there.
Because of profits absofbed by the German government and
the Jewlsh National Fund and various Palestinian banks
and unions, the individual oniy received $111l out of the
$1,000 he owned in Germanyo5l The Call takes the 1939 White
Paper very calmly and comments objectively that the Whlte
Paper 1s eimply Britain's effort to win over the Arab
feudal lords before the‘coming war Breake out¢5z

It hés already been observed that the members of the
Workmen"é Cirele haﬁe found in sbcialism expression of
Boroechov's elemental will to be free. Why did they not
find the need of nationalism? The core of the Circle was
composed of Bundists who developed thelr ideology 1in the
day when socilalism was a very realizable goal. Nationallgm
wag unnecessary. 3The Circle was composed of long-tlme
workers and was free of the middle-class tinge of the Poale
Zion., That middle-class tinge wag given Labor Zionism by
a leadership that wag partially bourgeols and also perhaps
by workers who were declassed bourgeolsle and not members
of the working class of long standing. Within the Labor
vioniet ranke there were also members of the lower middle-
class who thought very much in terms of nationalism aﬁd who
felt little place 1in the’upper middle-class ZOA, While

gsocial factors thet underly the nationalism in Poale Zion

are clearly evident, those same factors are absent in the
Circle, Consequently, the Circle lacks Zionlet ldeology.

This lack of Zioniet ideology permlts the Circle to be
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more objective in viewing, for example, the White Paper.
Instead of condemning Britain, 1t sets forth elearly the
reagons for British actlion. But this same lack of Zionlsdt
ideology may have lost gome members to the Workers Alliance.
This may be one reagon underlying the establishment of a
Jewish Lebor Committee, largely under anti-Zionlst leader-
ship. In this way the soclallst anti-Zlonist was glven

gsome sort of practical program to answer the Jewlsh problem—-
even though that program wag, as has been seen, not always
conglstent wlth soclaligt ideologye.

It hes been shown that for all but the old middle—olasé
and the Bundists Zionism furnished e solution (partial or
otherwige) to the Jewish problems of the thirties. But the
nature of that solution varied greatly with each class.

The Zionist i1dea was common and available to all. But each
clags molded it to meet ite own interests and needs and
gometimes to use 1t as & weapon 1n 1ts broader struggle
againet other classes., The limlted Zionlsm of the old
middle~class and the anti-Zionism of the Bundists have also
been explained in the light of the soclial needs of those

clagges .




XI. JUDAISM AND THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMUNITY

Religion may at times give mofal senction to the needs
of a clasg., Through ritual and ideology the aspirations
of a group are instlitutionalized. Religlon does not pro-
vide a golution so much as 1t sanctifles each class as
well ag the solution which 1t hasg found. The attltudes
towards society in general, towards Zlionlsm, towards anti-
Semitism, towards the "correct" role that the Jews should
play in socliety-~~these attitudes are often‘embodied by the
rellglon of each class. An old middle class congregation
ig given security when 1t hears that the earth is the Lord's
and trve Judalsm 1s unlversallsm...and so, their anti-Zionist

ideology (socilally formed) 1s given divine backing. A neo-

Orthodox Jew hears from his pulpit that traditionallsm is
true Judaism but the American culture should be absorbed:
his religion tells him that the way ofrlife hig gocial
gltuation has bequeathed upon him 18 also true Judailsm,

The new middle-class hearé that Clasgical Reform hag drifted
away from Judaism and that thelr own loyalty to tradition
makes them the true enlightened Jews; and so, thelr current
cultural position that calls for some ritualism and that
asplres to leadershlp in Amerlcan Jewry is given the support
of God and Israel, BReliglon may at times spiritualize 1ts
class, Justify the moresg and ideas that spring from the
clags position, and give divine authority to those solu-
tlons which the class is most easlly able to accept.

This analysis does not refer to what religlon could do
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or should do...or to what individual religioniste might do.
It does refer to the history of organized religion which
conslstently gives moral ganction to the needs of its class.
Therefore, 1t 1s appropriate that this analysis of
the reactions of the American Jewish community to i1ts ma jor
problems during the thirtles conclude with a discussion of
how Judalsm embodiéd and spiritﬁalized thosge reactione, EKach
class had ite own brand of Judaism. And that particular
brand of Judaism gave sanction to the class--its way of 1ife,
1ts habltg and mores, whieh were all the while belng molded

by social forces.

The 0ld middle-class were adherents of_Classical Reform
Judaism, It has been observed that social forces motivated
thls group to integrate into the larger soclety of Western

Europe and America. To integrate into a strongly nationallistic

culture, i1t was necessary to conform to that culture-~—economical-

ly, politically, and culturally. Thus Classical Reform
Judalsm took over the nationallsm of its environment and
reJected Zlonism. In its passlon for conformity, ritual

was held down to a minimum. The rationale was that reasgon
and the spirit should triumph over.automatic ritval,..and
this indeed was the rationale of all nineteenth century
liberalism. But there was much more behind this rejection

of ritvalism. For soon the non-Jewlsh soclal counterparts

of the Reform movement--~the upper middle-clags Eplscopaleans
and even some Unitarians--were stressing the bheauty of ritual

in religious services, But not Classical Reform Judalsm,..,
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for lte members were committed fo conformity. And a re-
Introduction of observances, no matter how beautiful; would
be a return to the ghetto. Thus did the anti-rituvalism
meet the social needs of the conforming class.

However, 1f religlon was to be the only difference be-
tween Jew and Christian, the Jew--still subject to the barbe
of bigotry-- had to formulate for himself a religion of un-
questionable superiority. He could not satisfy his sense of
belonging by simply saying that he was a member c¢f the Jewlgh
cultural group or people.  Ho his insecurity, based on his
marginal positlon in society, was met by the stress on the
Misgsion of Israel. Israel had a particular genlus for the
relligious...wltness her great heritage. Ae heir to this
superior heritage the Classlcal Reform Jew bolstered his
group ego. And the Missgion of Israeel became the crutech on

which leaned the marginal Jew.

The new middle-~clagsg—-at least 1lts mére integrated
section~-wag entering the Reform movement., This entry was
facilitated by the fact that the institution of Reform
Judalsm wasg rapidly losing its prominence in the American
Jewlsh communlty, as tremendous numbers of Lastern European
Jews were becoming well integrated in the middle-clagg and
thelr religious and secular movements threatened to become
goon the primary'representatlves of American erwry0 3o to
strengthen a movement that no longer could depend on the

comparatively small number of old middle~class Jews for 1its

strength,Reforn. opened-the doors to the new middle~class. Thus




began the neo-Reform movement.

The confliet between these two soclal classes was con-
tinvally masqueraded beneath religious terminology: the
isgue may have been Zionlem or ritual. In 1931 the Central
Conference of American Rabblis revised the Unlon Hymnal and

included Ha~tikveh and the melody of the Kol Nidre. 177

hymns written by non-Jews were eliminatedal The 1937 Columbus

Platform represented the compromise between the two groups:

Judaism ag a way of life requires...the retention
and development of such customs, symbols and cere-
monies as possess lnspirational value, the cultiva-
tion of distinctive formg of religious art and
muslec and the use of Hebrew, together with the ver-
nacular, in our worship and instruction.

In the rehabilitation of Palestine, the land hallowed
by memories and hopes, we behold the promise of re-
newed 1life for many of our brethren. We affirm the
obligation of all Jewry to aid in its upbullding as

a Jewlsgh homeland by endeavoring to make 1% not only
a haven of refuge for the oppressged but also a center
of Jewish culture and spiritual life.

It 18 interesting to note thet in the same year when the new
middle-~class had made 1ts voice hesrd in the Central Confer-
ence, one of their representatives, Henry Monsky, became
president of the B'nai B'rith.

Class antegonlsms were clothed by a tallis or con-
cealed beneath a yamelke as throughout the country congre-
gations were eplit asunder--each group claiming quite sin-
cerely that 1t represented the true liberal Judaism. The
yenekle often became the symbol for the middle-class, for

its cherished cultural standards; similarly it frequently

became a threat to the old middle-class which wag finding

1teelf a minority in itse. own congregations.
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The less integrated of the new middle-~eclass remained
in the Conservative movement. This movement developed a
Hleftn wing that would keep within the fold those whose
integration might lead them into the Reform camp. It
seems that Solomon Goldman's "liberal conservatism" could
answer the needs of integrated Conservative Jews...even
though he was "officlally" rebuked by the leaders of the
movement, his Chicago tenple served as a buffer against

Reform and the movement has not rejected her heretic.

Among the New York manufacturers and creditors, thelr
children, and those lower middle-class and workingelass ad-
herents of neo-Orthodoxy--religion in & very interesting way
gave sanction to class structure. The leaders of neo-0rtho-
doxy were those wealthy producers and bankers who couvld
afford--because of the nature of thelir business-—~to observe
the Sabbath and other Jewish traditions. The rank-and-file
of the movement was composed of those middle-class lmmigrants
reared in Orthodoxy and living in the New York Easgt Side and
Brooklyn., Many of them were not sufficlently lintegrated into
American culturé to Jjoin the Conservetive Synagogue. But
these membere stlill of the lower middle-class (and perhaps
some workers who had been in the middle~class in Eastern
Europe) did not want to remein completely bound up in the
014 World Orthodoxy. (And this European Orthodoxy was rep-
resented by the Agudas Ha-rabanim). And so they became
followers of the neo-Orthodoxy, that religion whlch continued

Orthodox practice but invited the immigrant to pertitake of the
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American culture. It seems that within this group there
were two divislone: neo-Orthodoxy and modern Orthodoxy:

Neo-Orthodoxy, as has been stated, "combined loyalty"
to Jewish tradition with love for the general culture.
There must also be "a valid belief (thet is, & rationale)
for every practice.' The reason may not be known, but 1%
exists.2 But the more radiecal school of this class calls
itself Modern Orthodoxys In interpretation of Jewish
doctrines, the modern Orthodox Jew is not necessarily bound
by traditions; a miracle 1is & natural event that cannot be
accounted for and is therefore ascribed to a spiritual cause;
Higher Criticlsm of the Bible is guesswork; one may re ject
ha belief in the supernatural.h This sehool is saild to spring
from "a portion of the cultured Orthodox laity" and some
rabbis who have regard for the needs of the hOUPaB

And so, a flexible program thet varies from Orthodox
ideology.to 1ts rejection has been institutionalized into
an appeal'to those who stand culturally between the semi-
integrated Conservative Jew and the un~Americanized immi-
grant. It especlally meets the needs of the leaders of the
clags, since i1t allows respectability, rationality, and
religious leadership over a large community. This is achlev-
ed without Joining the "liberal' Jewlsh movemente. There
was no reason to become Reform or Conservative. The old
middle-clags in 1ts effort for economic and goclal emancl-
pation adopted Reform Judalem. The new middle-class was
using Coneservative change to integrate into American soclety

and to combat Reform. But the neo-Orthodox leadership had
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no need for further integration: they had no great struggle
to make. So they were free to develop aﬂ Orthodoxy to suilt
their minde and hearts and soclal position, an Orthodoxy
thet would appeal to many of the lower middle-class at a

- time when Orthodox religlon was é helpful check ageinst

the radicalism of the thirties. And--above all--this pro-
gram that sanctioned the needs of the class was "not a wing

L
in Jewry at all. It is Just Judailam.!

Reconstructionism was the only philosophy of Judalsm
thet was primarily a product of the post-World War I period.
As.has been observed, this brand of Judeism was supported by
many Jewlgh professionals whose welfare depended on the
gtrengthening of the Jewishveommunity,an& whose prosperity
could be insured by an "organic community.' But the move-
ment attracted many others besides those federation heads
and the Kastern European rank-snd-file in the social wel-
fare field. It attracted many who keenly felt theirejection
of the world as Hitler and Coughlin drove them back into their
Jewlghness. A product of twentieth century thought, its
philosophy was naturaiistic, This attracted many young
people and rabble, dissatisfled with the traditional theology
of Judailsm and even with the 19th century modifications made
by Reform and Conservative theologians. And éo Reconstfucw
tioniem satigfied the need of & herried Jewlsh community for
intense belonging (the surest protection against attaeck) and
for a theology that appealed to the growing number of Jews

who could no longer accept bellef in supernaturalisnm,




Its basic principle was that Judaism is & civiliza-
tion. And a civilization coneists of social lnteraction
(the desire to live together), language (Hebrew), social
habite, and values,5 A folk religion should not tfy to em-
brace peoples of different cultures but should "1limit 1tself
to those who have & common past and common environment."
Traditional concepts were re-interpreted. Redemptlon meant
the emergence of Jewlsh personalityu7 Functional Toreh was
the attitude of seriloueness applied to one's qivilization.
Hpyulfillment of the Torah mesns creative and maximum par-
ticipation in the Jewlsh civilization."8 Israel is an
internation with Palestine as 1ts natlonal homeland.9
tNationhood 1s the principal spirituval opportunity by whieh
man is enabled to fulfil himself to the utmost,“lo

It becomes evident how again a religlous ldeology gilves
gsanction to the needs of 1ts class. In this case, the "class!
ieg quite heterogeneous.’ But 1ts backbone 1s the(group of
goclal welfare workers dependent on an organle Jewisgh com-
munity. As it volced an appéal to all Jews, there may have
been the recognition that the movement appealed to a need
common to all Jews of whatever class durlng the thirties, |
a need to turn inward after the rejectlion by so much of
goclety.

Among the Lebor Zionlsts there is 1little evidence of
an ideology of Judaism., These Jewlsh wérkers channeled
theilr aspiratlons and moral sense into both socialiem and
nationalism. They did not need the sanction of religion.,

And yet, in the Vanguard of 1930 there is an answer to the

question, "What's Judaism?!
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...1%t 18 that child bent over the holy secroll,
on & Sabbath morning, reading in his turn the
weekly pershe and taking upon himgelf in the
courage of hils young soul, the redoubtable yoke
of God's covenant. It is the small link lengthen-
ing the long chain of the Jewlsh tradition., There
you have in a living and poetic form, an exact
definltion of Judailsm.ll
S0 while formal religilon is rejected as a system of thought,
the Jewish culture of which religlon is so much a part 1s
prized. And Judaisﬁ becomeg a beautiful part of that cul-

ture .

The more donﬂiétent gocialists of the Workmen's
Circle rejected religlon. Consequently, they had no philoso-~
phy of Judalsm. Bﬁt a group cannotb live. without a religion,
even though its hopes and:&Spirations are not couched 1in
religious terminology, even though its cohcept of reallty

1e completely secular. And so the Call of Youth speaks of

Jewish education without religion, and then presents the
treligion" of the Workmen's Circle: |

History, especially modern history, demonstrates

that the economle and political life of the Jews

18 safer and more secure under a democracy, under

a labor and socialist government than under auto-
eracy...Jewish education should therefore have for

i1ts goal the idea of making the Jewlsh people reallze
the importance of identifying thelr economic and
political security with the hopes and aspirations

of the organized labor and socialistic movement and 12
with all progressive and democratic forces 1n gsoclety.

Dr. Chaim Zhitlowsky maintained that rellgiousness 1s not a
criterion of Jewlshness but ls a personal metter, For him
Jewishness meant adherence to soclalism and the Ylddish

culture.l3 And so, eVenlin the non-religious Circle there

is a faith that springs from the needs of the Jewlsh prole-




'tariat,

Through the examples glven 1t 1ls hoped that the evi-
dence 18 suffieclent to show that some agpects of the vary-
ing i1deologies of Judaism spring from the needs‘of the
different clasgesg wifhin the Jewlsh communlity. As they
solve their problems, asg they Justify their existence,
a8 they bolster ﬁheir group ego, as they struggle for gecurity
in a world of insecure classes--thelr total way of l1llfe 1s
sanoﬁioned by thelr religion. The religlous controversles
of any age cen best be understood in the light of the socilal
forces of that age. Even during the thirties, the relliglous
moveménts and. controversies heve been seen as part and
parcsel of the aspiratlons and‘oonflicts of the different

clagges of American Jews.
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XIL, CONCLUSIONS

This study of the American Jewish communlty and 1ts
reactions to major problems hag led to certain broad con-
clusions. The evidence has been given. In thls chapter
some of that evidence wlll be selected to underline the
conclusions.,

1. The melor characteristice of the Jewish community

DI N e N e S A

are molded by the general environment of thet community,
It has beeh demonstrated that from the fertile soil of the
twentles grew a Jewlsh communlty of prosperity, of latent
anti~-Bemitism covered by words of tolerance; a communlty

that had 1little concern with anti--Semitism abroad, that was

- de-centralized in structure especlally along organic lines,

that was notable for a high degree of harmony among the Jews
themselves. 1t hasg further been shown that with the tre-
mendous changes in the general social order that took place
in the early thirties, the Jewlish communlty experienced éoru
regponding changes and a serles of problems brought about

by the new conditlons. Prosperity gave way to poverty and
partial recovery. The latent anti-Semitism became very
overt in America and abroad--as world-wide depression released
frugtrations dhd opened a market for bilgotry. Centrallza-
tion along organic and class-lines took place rapidly, as
poverty brought the need for the efflclency of class-line
centralization and anti-Semlitlsm encouraged the organie
pattern. And tensgions within the Jewlsh community increased

manifold.

2e IhtrauJewish tensions are bhaged on soclal divisions
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within the Jewish communlty. Any issue, whether of ob-

Jeetive inglenificance or of pafamount importance, may be

clothed in these antagonisms. That there 18 basgls for

antagonism between every class in socliety in general and
in the Jewlsh community in particular has been shown. An
additlonal factor characteristic of minority groups 1is the
conflict between the more and lesgg integrated members of
the group. The lssues over which tensions are expressed
mey vary from & sgbtatue to be dedicated to Haym Salomon or
an article on Jewlsh sensuvality to the proper method of

answering the Hitler menace or the true ldeology of Zlonlenm.

3, The American Jewlsh community ls divided into

definite soclow-economic clasgges, These clagses have a

definite "eclasgs point-of-view" towards the ma jor problems

and. ideologies that exlst in the Jewish community, The

composgition of these clasges hasg been examined in Chapter
JI. The existence of a class polint-of-view has been
demonstrated by the evidence of duplication in attitude of
the periodicals of the same class and by the connection

shown between the clags reactions and the class needg,

4, Within each claegs there 1s gsome difference be-

tween the intereaté aﬁd attltudes of the leadershlp and

the interests and atbtitudes of the rank-and-file of the

clags. The old middle-class leadership differed with the
rank-and-~flle on the boycott issue and on the interest in
Zioniem. Factors behind those differences have been sug-—
gested,  The new middle-cless leadership wag at times thé

object of attack by the class membership which claimed oli-
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garchle organization. The neo-Orthodox manufacturers and
ereditors did not havé the éame interests as their followers
- in the lower middle and working class,; followers for whom a
new ideology of Jewish nationalism was formed. The Jewlsh
Labor Committee had a much more "patriotic" attitude than
did rank-and-file éocialist anti—Z}onistsin the Workmen's
Circle. The seml-middle-class leadershlip of the Labor
Zionists wasg very sympéthetie to the New Deal in the sghaky
years of Supreme Court controversy, but the rank-and-file
criticized the leadership for not supporting the 1936
Socialist ticket. And the leadershlp of the large Jewlsh
unlonsg spoke of overproduction and underconsumption in the
game breath as they led the workers from éocialist ldeology

into the New Deal camp.

5. The attitudes of each clags towards the gocilal

problems and ildeologles within the Jewlsh community are

tremendously influenéed by the needs and lnterests of that

clagsg withln the community. The degree to which such in-

fluences are determining factors wlll be decilded by the in-
dividual on the basis of evidence given. VIn order to con-
eretlize this theory and to capsullze this thesis, the atti-
tudes of each class will be summarized and some of the
facﬁors underlying those attitudes will be recalled.

The 0ld middle-class felt that the cause of the de~-
pressilon was the psychology of fear, The solution lay in
faith 1in America and in the natural recuperative powers of
the economic system. The 0ld middle-cless would admit no

flaw 1in a system that had brought them so much proaperity--
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as Amerlcan buslnessmen and asg integrated Jews, But with
their non-Jewish counterparts in the Chamber of Commerce,
they supported the early New Deal amd the NRA. However,
after the upper layer of the middle-class saw that business
wag stimulated, they objected to the high taxes and the 1n-
flation and the “governmental interference." They opposed
o preparednesgs program until the Chamber of Commerce stated
that a self-contained economy was super-netionalism--ag 1t
wag clear such preparedness was an answer to the recesgion,

The rise of Hitler was the result of the German spirit.
For this class could not admit that Amerlcan businessmen might
conceivably allgn themselves with fasclism. Buch an admisgion
would throw doubt on the security of the old middle~class
Jew. And so, the ldea of a nation's spirit was taken from
the ninetesnth century herltage--and the old middlemclass
uéed the same type of racist ideoiogy that Hitler was using
in his attacks against the‘Jews. There were good splrits
and bad, and the Volce of America was thought‘to be a great
spirit that would speak and the waves of history would flow
backwards. The leadership's opposition to the boycott was‘
probably baged on business_interests in Germany. Oppbsition
to mass meetings can be understood in the light of this
group's tremendous stress on conformlty as a guerantee of
integratlion and prosperity.

Native American anti-Semitism was thoughf to be an l1ldea
that was import@d from ébroad, An admission that this bigotry
grew out of American soclial conditions would be an immediate

challenge to a happy future in America. The ldea was stressed——
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anti~-Semltlism was an intellectual movement, And this idea
hed to come from Germany--gince 1t was forelgn to the free
American spirit., From this psychologlcal approach, & pro-
gram of good-will meetings and statlstics was ufged. Antl~
alien leglslatlion was suggested to keep out the forelgn
influences.

A class that feared any challenge to the Amerlcan
economy would have nothing to do with the.Communist‘s
United Front. However, this class did need a solutlon
for the world Jewlsh problem outside of a Qewish state
and immigration to America. And go, the Birobldzhan pro-
ject (among other territorial achemes) appealed to some of
them. The leaders of the class, perhaps looking for in-
vestments in a saturated world and for a place where Jews
could go outgide of the United States, particlpated 1in the
offorts to bulld a place of refuge (although not a national
gtate) for Jews 1n Palestine. The stress on conformity and

the degree of integration of this class led to a minimizing

of rituval in worship. A group that strongly denied Jewish

nationalism needed a religlous rationale for existence and

g0 stressed the misslion of Israel.

The new middle-class before & crisis never ﬁnderetoodi
goclety sufficiently to fear or predict the events to come.
However after the crilsis occurred (whgher 1t be the de-
pression in America or the rise of Hitler), this class came
forth wifh a radical sounding analysls of goclety in which

was stated that the nature of the present social system 1ls
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regponsible for depressions and for fasclism. This radical
analysis wag invariably followed by a program that did not
gtem from the analysis, After stating that the cause of

the depresslon was inherent in present soclety gnd&zfter
fleeting identification with such "radical' movements as
technocracy, the new middle-class embraced a program of
social reform within the existing system and idollzed the
New Deal., And after evincing considerable understanding

of the gsoclal forces behind Hitlerism, this class developed
a program based on the effect of the Volce of America and
mass meetings and the boycott. While the boycott is com-
patible with the analysis and would be expected from thls
gsection of the middle-class that had no interests in Germany,
the falth in the Volce of Amerilce and mass meetings show that
the clasg dild not‘fully undergtand the implications of 1 tsg

anaelyslis. This dualistic atititude of the new middle-class

can be explained by its merginal economlc position. When &

erlels occurg the new middle~clasg 1s hit very hard, It
will search for a radical solution and will give radical
analyées~~but only after the crisis has occurred. However,
the member of this group is ultimetely committed to a soclety
which keeps him above the proletariat, to that soclety which
has awarded him his new-found gains. And so the program of
actlon wlll never seriously endanger the exlsting soclal
order and will frequently seem inconsistent with the original
analysais,

This same ambivalence 18 seen in the duval aﬁalysis of

the cause of Amerlican antl-Semitism...at one time it 1s an
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allen ldea and at another time 1t 1is inherent in the economy.
But, of courée, the program for opposition to this antl-
Semitism follows the less radical analysis. Statistics,
publiecity, and exposufé are employed. Unhindered by the

01d middle-class' need for conformity (sinece the new middle-
class sprang from thé Eastern Buropean Jewlsh sub-culture),
this group could afford to be more vociferous and non-conform-
ing then the Jews‘of German background and could Join with
other minority groups and the New Deal in a "progressive'
struggle.,

‘ The new mlddle-~class has always had a dream of unlting
with all social elasses in an effort to form a better soclal
order, This dream plug the susceptiblility to radical phrases
énd:the lack of experienee with the class struggle allowed
gome new middle-class members to become easy prey for the
Communist's Unlted Front line, The Zionism of this class
wag naturally influeﬁced by capitalist's method of coloniza-
tion thPough'large investments.  Thle led to an alliance with
the non-Zlonists, especially since Labor Zionlsm was rising
throughout the world and American Zionlsm after the worldwilde
depression found itself with a greater chance for world leader-
ship. The neo-Reform and Conservative Judaism of the well-
establlshed members of the new middle-class reflected their
adaptation to the Amerioan environment in religious terms:
théy no longer wanted the cdmplete traditionalism. But the
tradltions that they retained became ideological weapons to
be used agalngt the o0ld middle-class,
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The leadership of neo-Orthodoxy--the manufacturers
and creditors—-had to develop attitudes that would meet
thelr needs and the needs of thelr working class and lower
middle~class followers. 2o, the Qepression was caused by
the bad bankers and the government. Also invoked was the
eommon religlous ideology: soclal inequalities are eternal;
the solution 1s to lead a good 1life and follow the Iorah.

In this way, neither workers nor manufacturers were blamed
and the existing system wag in no wey challenged.

This unwillingness to challenge the exlsting order
gprings naturally from the high poslition of the class
leadership in that order. And so, while economic factors

‘are given as underlying Hitlerism (manufacturers could
easlly see these factors), they were factors (eg, the World
War I defeat) that were not present in the American economy ‘
and so the American soclal structure was safe. German Jewish
apotasy was seen asg & factor in German antili-Semitism; 8o

even soclal prejudlces played é part in the analysis. Mass
méetings'were opposed in editorials directed really agalnst
new middle-class leadership. The boycott and God ﬁere the
two answers to Nazism,. |

The need not to challenge the existing order (not even
to the extent of the radical theories of the new middle-~
class) was seen in thisg class' psychological interpretation
of American anti-Semltlsm. It was an alien idea, allen to f
the American spirit, It was also caused by actions that
‘were deviations from the class program: by golng astray after

false economic ldeologies, by bad manners, and by falllng




away from Orthodoxy. American anti-ZSemitism could be com~

batted by having more Americanized manners (conformity) and
by setting up Jewish medical schools (acceptance of minority
gtatus). Hence, the peculiar position of this class-as
product of a sub-culture that is now in an economic position
. which makes for marginality 1ls reflected in 1ts progrem
against American anti-Semitism.

The need n?t to challenge the existing order 1ls seen
clearly in the complete lack of sympathy with the Unlted
Front, The religious factor of Orthodoxy versus "godless
communism" also plays a role. The Mizrachi and Hapoel

Hamizrachl ldeologles answer the needs of a oclasgs dangling

between traditionalism, nationalism, and economiec radicalism,
The neo;Orthodox religion allows the class leadership to
pregserve its religious institutions [to have] flexible
ldeology one‘wing of which would reject supernaturalism,

and to integrate into American culture.

(To eimplify this summary the universalist groﬁps anong
the Jewish pbofessionals will be omitted.) fhe federation
leaders and Hastern Eurdpeaﬂ welfare workers, eduoafors, eté.
who spearheaded the Reconstructlionist movehent'were geverely
hit during the crisis, since their financial backing was
dependent on the welfare of the middle~class,. Belng in cloge
toueh with the needy of soclety, they were very much aware of
the reallty of conditions. And so, they opposed the New
Deal which they saw_to be a temporary remedy. Thelr analysis:

of soclety was extremely radical. However, when the New
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Deal was under attack in its later days, this group rallled
to its support. For they feared the extremely cohserva~
tive elements which were atﬁacklﬁg Roosevelt. Furthermore,
the welfare worker is ultimately eommitted to the soclety
in which he i1s doing his work. Perhaps the rising native
anti~Semitism that wag directed against the edminigtratlon
brought this group to the support of»that administration.
This group was glower in support of preparednesgs than was
the new middle-class (it was in a position to see more
elearly the function that preparedness was playing in the
economy) ; but 1t more rapidly accepted preparedness than
did the Labor Zionlst group. Its program was & 1little more
radical than the CGentlle welfar@ workefs; perhaps because
the latter group was not in suéh dire financlal stress slince
it ecould rely on big industrialists for support and perhaps
because 1t lacked the background of Eastern European radicallsm.
This clase had a radical analysls of American anti-
Semitism., Its conditions were basgle to the Amerilcan econonlc
gystem. But agaln the program did not flow from the analysis...
for reasong given above., And so, the program_davelcped it
into the Reconstructionist ideology: a strong Jewish cul-
ture to give security in & hostile world; voeational re-
distribution that would make the Jewleh communlty more
orgenic; Jewish schools and vocational guldance agencles,
This group was most sympathetic to the United Front. {
It was the most radical of the bourgeolsie classes and yet
had had no first-hand experlences with the Communlets in the

working class, Bilrobidzhan was looked on with favor; per-
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haps 1t a ppeared to be an organic communlty in a non-
capitelistic society that favored cultural plurallsm.
This group which stends on the class spectroscope beltween
the new middle-class and the Labor Zionisgte had sympathies

wilth both the General Zionists and Poale Zion. But the Re-

congtructionigts neturally spoke of unity among all the
Zlonist parties, for thelr whole ldeology cried for unity.
More democracy in the Zionist groups and more Jewlsh cul-
ture in Zionlgm--these deman@s also came from the Recon-
structionist ideology. And this very ideology came from
“the needs of a group dependent for i1ts welfare on a strong

loyal organie Jewish community.

The Jewish workingclass in the early years of the
depression had a clear understanding of soclety. For at
this timé thei?'leadership wag not committed to the New Deal
program., Thisg was before 1933. The analysis of the Ameri-
can depregsion pointed out the deféots in the capltalistic
gystem very frankly...until the leadersahip graéﬁaliy changed
the cause of the depression from overproduction'to'underu
consumption. The understanding' of Hitler'S‘rise-ﬁas re-
markably clear; and not only his rise was predicted two
years in advance but the future alllance of Hitler and
capitalism was understood and the inevitability of govern-
ment sponsored anti-Semlitlesm and a second World War was seen.
Furthermore,'native American anti-Semitlism was seen asg a
result of loqal gsoclal condlitiong. This clear analysisvwas

facilitated by the fact that under certain conditions the
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labor movement was not committed to the existing soclal
order. And so, its spokesmen at times were free to present
an obJjective plecture of that order,

The Labor Zionist groups had some middle-class leader-
ship and were not from the old Bund organization, They at
first opposed the New Deal as being a relief program. but
when the New Deal was under severe attack, the Labor Zionlst
leadership ceaged 1ts attacks. And4Labor Zionism supported
with some reluctence the preparedness program. This middle-
class leadership, while expressing a soclallst ldeology, was
perhaps not whole-heartedly committed to a radical program
that would replace the present soéiety in which these
leaders had such a prominent position. At any rate, the
definite middle-class tinge in the Labor Zionist group under-
lay 1te support of the New Deal when the social reform move-
ment wag under attack from the Right. However, because of
the primarlly workingclass composition of this group, its
actlons were "to the left" of the most radlcal of the
bourgeolsie classes._ Ites commltment to the Americen soclal
order was minimaio

And so, a radical analysis of Nazlsm was followed by
a progrem that put no falth in maes meetings and the Voice
of America. The boycott was advocated (a good labor move),
but Palestine was viewed as the only solutien, Simllarly,

a Jewlsh state would prove the gventual answer to Amerlcan
antl-Semlitism, although cooperation with other progressive
groups was urged. 'So, America's. soclal order is expendable...

but there is no urgency in 1ts destruction--thls seems to Dbe




the attitude of Labor Zionist leadership.

Having had much experience with digruptive Communle®
activity, this group was conslstently opposed to Communism.
While committed to sooialism, they did not find in this
radical economic ideology the promise of immediate ful-
fillment. And so; when soclalism became more of & theory
and not an immediate program, many workers in Amerilca -
adopted nationalism as an ideology that would grant emancil-
pation. The combination in the case of the Jews was Labor
Zionism., Socilalism aend nationalism satisfied "religious"
needs. So Judalsm was looked upon with nogtalgia, ag part of
a prized culture,

| The Workmen's Cirecle was labof led, born, and bred.
Ite core wes Bundist. These were men who édopted a
soclalist ideology when soclalism was a movement of ful-
filiment and. not just of hope., Nationalism and religlon
were not needed. So Zionism and Judaism had no place 1in
thel r program, Thié group wag conslstently opposed to the
New Deal, even when it was under atitack. If refuéed to Join
the capitalist crusade against Hitler before the War was
declared. It favored boycott of Germeny (& unanimous labor
policy) but ridieuled the Volice of America,

American anti-Semitism was seén aé the regult of local
gocial conditions. Bundist ideology forecast & tremendous
increase of this anti-Semitism., But thelr cléss point of
view would not permit a Jewish state to be the answer. @er—
haps for this reagon the Jewlish Labor Committee was established

a Commlttee that opposed mags-meetings. (They were aware of




thelr ineffectiveness end saw them as an expression of a
rival class). But the Committee hailed the Voice of America
in direct oontradiotion.to ﬁhe Bundist ideology. DBut then
the leaders of this group needed some immedlate answer to
pressing Jewlsh problems, for Labor Zionism must have been
very atiractive to its members. Also flowing from this

need for some solution was the Workmen's Cirele's partiality
for the Birobidzhan préject: Despilte i1ts constant opposltion
to the Unilted Front and its great experience with the Com-
munist Party, the need for a éolution to the world Jewlah
problem outgide of Palestine was so pressinglthat Biro-
bidzhan wasg considéred favorably.

The attitudes of the'Communist Party were seen &g
reflecting the primery need of that movement: to destroy
any successfﬁl working clags movement outslde of Husgsla.
Hence, the dval unionism of depression days and the disg-
ruptive activity in the Germen Social-Democratlic movement.
But with the rise of Hitler the Line changed so that Com-
munism\could fémain a movement: the Party had to line up
againgt fasecism.. S50 the Party was more favorable to the New
Deal, protested loudly against Hitler, and weas more polite
in 1ts opposition to'Zionism. _It guddenly became concerned

with anti-Semltism, & product of reaction.

Through this summary of some of the evidences advanced
in this study, 1t éhoulﬁ be clear that the attitudes of each
clags towards the.probléms and ideologies within the Jewlsh
communl ty are tremendously influenced by the needs and

interests of that class within the community.
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6. The influence of the needs and interests of a

particular clase may distort that claggs' view of reality

and may hinder that class' ability to deal with the gocilal

problems it is facing. Distortion of reality duvue to com-

mitment: to the existing soclal order can be found to some
extent in every clasgs. An obvious emample is the old
middle-class! analysis of American anti-Semitlsm as an alien
idea., The Reconstruectionist program for a democratic organle
Jewlish communlty and its vocational re-distribution plans
disregard the effects of general goclal forces on the Jewlsh
community. Depressions cannot be due to both overproduction
and uvnderconsumption ag labor leadership did maintain. The
manners of Jews does not underly anti-Semltlism and the
depresslon was not causged by the government and bankers--

&8 the neo-Orthodox group maintalns, And if the new middle-
clags! radlcal analyses are correct,'ita econgervative pro- '

gram is wrong--or visa-versa.,

7. Whepn members of a clags become aware of these class

needsg and interegts which are gso important in shaping the

glags point-of-view,they are better able Tto view feality.

Just asg undérstanding of the self glves one more control over
his actions and a moré mature view of lifs, go understanding
of those soclal forces that ghape opinlons and attitudes
téwards goclety can emancipate the individuval from his
"goclal uncongcious" and give his intellect more control-
ovér hls view of society.

Understanding--~of self or soclety--brings freedom.
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APPENDIX

Agpects of the Boclalist Nationalist and Soclalist
anti-Nationslist Movements in Bastern European Jewry

An understanding of the Bundist and Labor Zionist
groups 1in america 1s dependent upon an understanding of
the rise of thoge groups in Eastern Europe. Why did some

Rugsien Jews become socilallst anti-Zionists and others,

soolalist Zionists? Why did the Poale Zion modify the
clags—consclous ideology of 1ts founder and become more

Wmiddle-class" in leadership and in program? When we

can answer these duestions, we will have a clearer plcture
of fhe soclal composition of the American Bundlist and ;E
Labor Zionlst groups whose membership came in large part
from the "mother" movements in Eastern Europe. Therefore,
| i a gtudy of the rise of the different brands of Jewlsh

gocialism in Rugsia should be of value. Thils analysls,

while deallng With all groups, will stress the Lakor Zlonist
group formed by Ber Borochov.

T_ Soclal forces in Russia from 1861 through 1881 made

’ : for the development of soclalist ideology but those

| rorces did not encourage any Jewlsh nationallstic develop-
ment. For this was the period of #Alexander II's fpevolution

from above." The "liberal" Czar freed the peasants and

encouvraged industrialization. ﬁrom 1865 to 1890 coel pro-
duction was multiplied by seventeen. A large rallroad
system was built. On the basls of these producer-goods 1in-
dugtries, consumer goods were produced beginning in the

1870's. Jews worked in textile industries in Moscow, Lodz,

.__::------l----Hﬁ




and Bialystok; in leather industries in Smorgon and

Shavli (Lithuania); and in tobaéco, in the Ukraine, Thus
the Jewlsh artisans and craftsmen—-formerly employed in pre-
caplitallistic modes of production--gradually found their way
into Rugsian consumer-goods industry. This industry was on
a very small scale (in Bialystock an average of 26 workers
in a factory) and was similar to the early fputting out"
system of embryonic British capitallsm. Meanwhlle members
of the first guild--the Jews who could afford to pay a lafge
tax for membership in that guild--were given preferred

treatment by the Czar. They participated in banking and.

egpecially up north. Baron Ginsburg formed the OPE, the
Society for spreading education among Jews in Russia, and |
wag a sgsupporter of Zederman's Hamelitz-~which appeared to
be sort of a Russian He-maasef.
The freeing of the peasants and thelr difficult plight
face to face with the world market led to agitation by thg
Narodnik party, led by Tchernlshevsky. This group developed
a gocialist ideology based on the peasantry. However, 1t
was a small group of intelligentsia and did not spring from
the peasants themselveg and 1t glowed with the romantliclsm
of Tolstoy., The peasants paid 1ittle_heed to these leaders.
There were some Jews in this movement, but they did not play
a'dominant role~~there were virtuvally no Jewish peasants.
From this plcture of soclety, 1t can be seen that the
geedg of goclallsm were sown among the Jews: there was the

industrial development (and there were gome spontaneous

railway contracting. They were centered in the large cilties...




gtrikes by Jewish workers); and there was & Rugslian

peasant socialism 1in ite early stages (thie attracted a
fow Jews). Bub euch a soclalism would take on no dls-
tinctly Jewish form, since in thig early period of industrial
development the prdblems of the Jewish workers were prae-
tically identical wlth those of the non-Jewish and sgince
Czar Alexander gave promise (even to the poor Jew) of pow
tentially better treatment.

These are the socilal roots of the Vilna Circle. In
o rabbinic seminary in Vilna in 1875, Aaron fundelevliteh
1ed the first Jewlsh sociallst group: & clrele of cosmo-
politanists, mostly Narodniks, who felt that the Jews were
only a religious‘group and. that rellglon was dead. They ex-—
pected agsimllation and would admit no particularly Jewish
nature of thelr group.' Also in the 70's, Aaron Liberman and
a group of refugees 1n London started a c¢ircle baged on the

Narodnik-cosmopolite pattern. But Liberman himself stressed

- eultural nationalism more than did his followers. The group

made no impression on the London workers and Liberman lef?t

for Vienna.

There then were thrown into motion.. & serles of soclal
forces that encouraged Marxism (as opposed to Narodnikism)
and Jewish "particularism," Alexander II felt that further
concessions to the embryonic Russian middle~class and
peasantry would threaten Czarist rule. 8o he reminvoked old,

restrictions. He was assass1nated in 1881 bv a group of




Narodniks, He was succeeded by Alexander III and Nicholag
IT (1894) who continued the repressive pollcy. This led

to a tremendous intensification of the problems of the new

Ruesian proletariat and made them fertile ground for the

_already developed Marxian ideology. And so, between 1883

and. 1898, Plekhanov, Axelrod, Deutsch, and Zasulltch were
forming in Geneva e Marxlesm adopted to Russian needs, This
led (under Lenin's guidance) to the establishment in Russila
in 1898 of the Russian Socialmbemocratic Party (RSDP) eom~
posed of Mensheviks and Bolsheviks.,

This development of Rugslan Marxism was very appealling
to the Jewish proletariat and intelligentela., For, the |
Narodnik peasantism was very theoretical to the Jews who
had no soclal bage for such a movement. And with the worsen-
ing conditions of Russilan labor in general, the Jews began
to suffer to an even greater degree. Borochov speaks of the
fact that now the Jews wefe limited to a few industrles
mogtly run by Jews and that even Jewish employers often
refused to hire Jews. The first major strike occurred among
the Jewish weavers of Bialystock in 1887. And so, the social
groundwork was 1éid for the development of a Jewish soclalism

baged on the needs of the proletariat and grounded in the

. theories of Karl Marx...as interpreted by Plekhanov and

others.

The Jewlsh socialilst movement became more particularistic
becauge of a geries of rejections by all phages of Russian
soclety, In 1881 there began & serles of pogroms in South

Rusgia~-in the towng of Podol, Demlovka, Smyela, Odessa, and




Kiev. Those pogroms were instigated by the government to

divert the minds of the masses away from the real source
of the new repressive measures. Particulaerly discouraging
to Jewlsh soclaliste was the attitude of the Narodnaya-Volla

(People's Will)--their own Narodnik organization--which main-

tained that the pogroms were & slgn of revolutlonary awaken-

| : ing. (Patkin, p. 89)., The members of the firast gulld were,
- of course, crushed ana‘disillusioned by the turn of events,
On into the 1890tg continued the,perseeution-aﬁd 1ts center
continued to be in the Ukralne:

! : No place in the empire could vie as regards hostllity
N to the Jews with the city of Kiev (Dubnow, V. III,
':, I po 19) ° N
R Many Jews emlgrated to Amerilca: these were primarily Jews
&f.' _ who were not completely impoverished but who had enough
, 1'; money to send themsélves 40 the new land. America attracted

" Jews primarily from northern Russla, Poland, and Lithuanlea--

where conditions were not so bad.

Given the' new social forces of persecution, it was
inevitable that the 0ld cosmopolitan Jewish socilallsm would
have to give way to a more particularistic ideology. For
the Jews-~all of them--hed become conscious of a'particular
Jewlsh problem that was not faced by thelnon—Jewish popula-
tion. But there was no one ideology that met the needs of
Jewigh sociallsts. On the contrary, there were Bundlsts,
Seimists, Soclialist Zionists, Minsker Poale Zion, "Regular'

Poale Zion, and Autonomists. I% will be shown that the

degree of Jewish particularism in these groups varled directly

with the degree of rejection from the Russien soclety. While




all groups had fturned from the cogmopolite ideology, the
groups in the North (where immigration to Amerlica was more
eaglily done and where there were better conditions generally
and where there were no serious pogfoms until the turn of
the oentury)~~the.Northern grovps stressed living in the
Galut and negated Palestinlsm; while the Ukraine became

the center for Zionlst activity among the proletariat (for
there occurred the first series of pogroms and from there
immigration to Amerlica was more difficult) .

Tt will be recalled that the increased impoverishment
of the Rugsian proletariat led to an appliéation of Marxism
to the Russlan working clags. And the repressive treatment
of the 1880's and 1890's led to varying degrees of particularilza-
tion within the Jewlsh soclallist groups. These groups will
now be briefly discussed in the light of thege soeclal forces.

The Bund can be traced back to a small circle of
gocialigts in Wilna in 1892--gome of Thenm Narodniks turned
Marxian and all with the tradition of cosmopolitanism. Jull

7ederbaum was the grandson of the editor of Hamelitz. Adolf

- Kremer, the leader, in a series of pamphlets vigorously op-

posed Palestinism. There was at first no effort at Yiddlsh

cultural development, Here was gimply a group of intelli-

gentsié applying Marxilen principles to their coémopolitan

sooclalism. The organization was formed officially in 1897

and was centered in Northern Russia, Lithuanila, and Poland,

Borochov testifies to this description of '"Bund territory":
Prom Vitebsk, Poale-Zion penetrated into Bund

territory in 1903-5 and spread over Lithuania
and Polend. (Borochov, D. 181) . . :




To hold the working class which was a part of Yiddish

culture, the Bund leaders had to incorporate thig culture
ag a part of thelr program, In 1897 the Bund consldered
itgelf to be simply‘an organizational unity within the
RSDP-~then in formetion, But by 1900, Bund resolutions

opposed natlonal oppregsion and admitted that the Jews

could be classed as a nation, However, Zlonism was deemed

& bourgeols movement and national emotlons were deplored.

A culturist wing grew up in the Bund and opposed the old
cosmopolites., Thig was posgibly an effort of the workers
themselves to wrest control of the organization from the
early 1lntelligentslia leadership., The RSDP, led by Lenln and
Jts publication Igkra, attacked the culturlist group and sup-
ported the 0ld cosompollte 1eadership. In 1903 at the
London conference bf the RSDP, the Party refused to grant
the Buhd a federéted status, so the Bund--now led by the
culturistg~-became independent. Vladimir Medem was now the
leader, and he stressed salvation through Marxian soclallsm
in the Galut.

And so, the Bund was & produect not only of the develop-
ing Russian Marxism. But haviﬁg as 1ts goclal basge the
workersvleaét affected by the pogroms, 1t was the least par-
ticularistic of the Jewish soclalist groups. Still the
Jewisgh problems of the period did result in a particular
Jewlsh cultural character and in 1ts exodus from the RBDP.

The embryonic Poale Zion groups were fouﬁded around
1900 in varigus sections of Russla. However only the group

led by Borochov in South Russia was definitely Palestinlan-




centered. There were three other groups that broke with

Borochov's Poale-Zion because of its Palestinlsm!

The name, "Poale Zlon," was originated with the Minsker.
Poale Zion, organized in 1900. This Minegk group favored
the Ugands proposal at the 1903 World Zionist Congress. Four
years after the defeat of Uganda, the group Joined the
Sociallst-Zionists (S8.8,)-—another territorlial group.

This 8.9. group was 1ed'by Jakob Lestachinsky and wasg
formed after the rejection of the Uganda proposal., It
developed the theory of non-proleterianization: the Jews
cannot become proletarianized in the galut; the solution le
a territory. Territorislism is a historical necesslty, but
Palestiniem 1s romantic nationalism. Thig movement was
active in one hundred laerge citles., It Jolned the ITO.

It broke with Poale Zion in January, 1905.

Thie Seimists. (or SERP) were even more galut-centered
than were the B.5. Socialism is to be achieved in the galut
through national minorities., A Jewlsh geim (parliament) would
be egtablished and controlled by the proletarlat and'pro~
gréas1VG bourgeoisie. This (ag can be ilmagined by the
ideology) wasg not a workers'! group but wag a small‘cirolel
of intellectual leaders who hailed the Yiddishist-Inter-
nationalist Zhitlowsky as theif intellectual forbear. Lt
wag non-Marxist. It dropped out of Poale Zion in December,
1905, but many of 1ts members eventually re joined the party.
While territorialism was a distant goal, salvation could be
gained in large measufe through the Jewlsh natienal organlsm

in the galut.




Another group never &agsoclated with Poale Zion

Dubnow'!s Peoplels Party, organized in Petersburg in

Dubnow looked upon .the galut as the congtant factor in

Jewigh history, favored autonomism, and opposed thé
Zionlgt's negation of the galut., But this, too, was no
mags movement.

It is now clear that the groups which opposed Borochov's
Palestinism were primarily the Bund with 1ts center in
Northern Russia, Poland, and Lithuenia; the Poale-~Zion of

Minsk (north Russia); the People's Party of Petersburg.

The S.8. group with its base in a hundred cities throughout
Russia looked to a territorial solution and stood in its

galut-stress about ﬁidway between the Bund and Borochov.

The geographical location of the Seimist is in doubt, but
1t was a small group'that goon passed out of exlstence.
The geographical divislons are significant.

It bas been demonstrated that the Palesgtiniem of the

Jewlsh labor movement arose to meet the needs of the per-

secuted proletariat of South Ruseia. Here were the people

who bore the brunt of the pogroms of the 80's and 90's and

who could not easlly move %o America. They were, therefore,

ready to hear that America wasg not the answer. While this

movement flourished in South Russia,‘it was eventually able

to make inroads into (aé Borochov put 1t) Bund territory.
But this ideologleal invasgion could not and did not take
place until the pogroms of 1904-5 invMinsk, Lodz, Brest-Litovsk,
and Homel had dieillusioned many of the Bundist workers.

Again soclal forces (the antl-Semitic pogroms used to break




up the abortive revolution) paved the way for the advance

of Labor Zlonlst ideology.

Finelly the Poale Zion movement led by Borochov in
South Rusgsla can be analyzed in the light of the socilal

forces which made 1t possible: the development of Russlan

Marxism to meet the needs of the Russian proletariat and

the particularly tragic plight of the Jews in Southern Ruesle
who were now ripe for a Palestinian solution: galvation
could not be found in the galut, immlgration to America wes
very difficult for them,--the Jewish proletariat discovered
a national problem that could oﬁly be solved in Palestine.

. Ber Borochov was borm in 1881 in the Ukraine. His

family moved to Poltave and was of high enough socilal
position to place Ber in the gymnasium. His father wasg a
teacher. Ber graduated in 1900 and did not recelive &
gcholarship award becauge of anti-Semitism in the school,

In 1900, he Jjolned the Bund but was expelled in 1901 because
of his nationalistic leanings, In 1903 he wrote hig firgt
essay entitled, "The Nature of the Jewish Intellect." In
1905, he Joined Poale Zion. He immediately wrote hlg most
significant works, "The National Question and the Class
Struggle" aﬁd "0ur Platform"--the creed of Poale Zion,

Among the revolutionary refﬁgees after 1906, he fled to the
Hague. He epent time in America before the World War and
opposed America'lsg entry'into the war. He returned to Hugsilia
at the time of the Revolution, but he dled at the age of

36~-o0on December 17, 1917.




80, as the Rugsian soclallst movement, the main leader-

ship of Poale Zion came from the intelligentsia of the crushed
middle-clags,
Borochov's ideology can be divided into four aspects:

1. The Jewish worker, not being in basic industries, 1ls 1n-

effective in the class struggle.

2. Only in Palestine can he be in basgle industries.

3. The progressive nationallism necessary for the establishé
ment of a Jewlsh state in Palestine ig compatible with
MarXism.

Ik The following program is needed: the proletariat shouvld
direct the emigration of the petty-bourgeolsie; should demand
national autonomy in the galut--although this will produce
no radical change in his position. A belief in the in-
evitable development of Zionlem is changed to more giress

on gself-~help and a more active role by the proletarlat.

Thie is his program in plain words. But his writings
are couched in Marxian terme and are filled with acute ob-
servations of the Jewish world of hle day.

1. The Jewish worker, not being in basgic industrles,
1s 1lneffective in the class struggle.

The necessity for a territory in the case of the

Jews results from the unsatisfactory economlce

strateglc base of the Jewlsh proletariat. ("Our

Platform," p. 196)

But the clags struggle can take place only where

the worker toils, ie., where he has already occupled

a certain workplace., The weaker his status at this

position, the less ground he hag for a gsystematic

strugg}e. ("Nationaliesm and the Class Struggle,"

p. 159 -

That the Jewish worker cannot be in hasic industries in the




galut is in evidence through Borochov's Russla. Further-

more, Borochov constantly points out the dispiaoement of
Jewish workers by the peasants and the discrimination against
Jews Dby Jewishiemployers. ("Jewieh anti-Semitlsm®"). In his
"Economic Development of the Jewieh People' he advances
various reasons for the fact that Jews sﬁress human‘and
mental labor over.natﬁral and physical., The landless
history of the Jews has removed them from nature and Hfrom
the occupations which are at the hub of history.," (p. 69).
Jewg are pushed out of induetries as sooﬁ ag the native
population can work in those ipdustries, Marxian terminology
ig used: eince constant capital‘increaaes at the expehse

of variable capital and since Jews are not in heavy industry,
ﬁhe development of téchnology throws Jews out of work more
rapldly than non-Jews.

2, Only in Palestine can the Jew be in basle indus-
trieg. For the Jew to be in basie industry he must go to
undeveloped countrises. In highly industrialized countries
he is not able to get into the basic industries. In fact,
thoge countries wlll soon exclude.him altogether:

In order that the Jewlsh immigration may be diverted

to colonization of undeveloped countrles, 1t ls not

gufficient that the coleonization merely should be

ugseful to Jewe. It is also necessary that the im-

migration to the previous centers become more diffi-

cult, This, as a matter of fact, 1lg taking place.

Because of national competition, 1mmigration into the

well-developed capitallstic countries is being limited
("Oour Platform," p. 191)

In Palestine, the Jewish worker can paralyze the whole in-
dustry by a single strike.

The goclal forces of oppresgion are quite clear in




Borochov's appeal to the workers:

The terrible national oppression; the exploitation

on the part of petty Jewlish capitalists; and the

comparatively high cultural level and restlessness

of the city-bred Jewlsh proletarian, the son of the

people of the book--these generate an overwhelming

revolutionary energy and an exalted epirit of self-
gacrifice. This revolutionary zeal, hampered by

the limitations of the strateglc base, very frequently

assumes grotesque forms,..A chained Prometheus who

in helplesgs rage tears the feathers of the vulture

that preys on him~-that 1s the symbol of the Jewish

proletariat. (0P, p. 195)

The answer 1s Palestine...and a progregsive natlonalism.

Palestine 1s chosen above other agricultural undevelop-
ed territorles, becavse of the natlonal character of Jewsl sh
lmmigration, Palestine, practically speaking, is the only
undeveloped country where the Jews would not have to compete
with & native clage and where petty and middle capital would
be spontaneously invested. This "Ralestinism" is neither
theoretical nor practical but "predicative." (0P, p. 203).
Thug Borochov answersg the territorlalists.

3« But he sgtill must answer the Marxlsts who consider
natlionallism to be incompatible with true soclelism. And
this is the burden of "Nationalism and the Class Struggle"--
& fagcinating essay in which the Jews are never mentioned
specifically, which begins with Marxian diaslectics and
makes Jewlsh netionalism compatible with soclallsem:

The Marxien analysis of forces of production and re-

lations of production falls to explain natlonal groupings.

Marx lgnores the geographical, historical, and anthropoligeal

- conditione which are different in different sreas. Marx does

admit in the third volume of Capital that differences in
natural environment and race lead to different developments

of the economic base. But this is ag far as he goes. Marx
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gpeaks only of the class struggle which takes place when

the forces of produdtion are go far advanced that the rela-

tionsg of production become archalc. However, Marx does

not analyze the national struggle which takes place when

conditions of production (those historical, geographlcal,

etc.

This

factors mentioned above) call for expansion:

A national struggle takes place whenever the
development of the conditions of productlon be-
longing to a social group be better, more ad-
Yantaﬁe?us, or in general that they be expanded.
pa —L"O ’

national struggle is for purely materlial gain:

Every soclal phenomenon ig primerily related to the
material elements of soclety. A struggle is waged

. not for ‘'spiritual! things but for certaln economic

Just

advantages 1n soclal life (P. 140)

ag Marxz uses the term "clasgs" to refer to both clasgs~

conasclousness and the objective existence of people lacking

clags-awareness but playing the same role in the relations

of production, so the term "natlon' should be applied to a

people's awareness of self and the term "people" to the

objective existence of the people who lack self-awyareness.

Within every nation there are different kinds of

netionalisme. The great bourgeolsie needs a héme hage to

capture the world market.

International competition is not a result of gome
despotic, egotistic tralt of the rullng clasgses.
Rather it 1s a result of the unconditlonal need of
the capltalistic economles to expand while they are
developing.,

This competition develope in predisposed individuals,
who are concerned thereby, certain sentiments and
emotions. And although the sentiments and emotlons
are deeply enrooted in economic life, it seems To
those people who are lmbued with them that they are
in no way related to the material 1life. They fall

to gsee the deep economic bagis of these feelings,




and they therefore loge every possibility of
understanding their own motives, which to them
appear holy and far removed from the materialig-
tic. (p. 163) f

Middle-~class nationalism is concerned with the congumer's
market:

In reality they fear every soclal upheaval, for

it might signify their death warrant. They sanctify
orderliness, and mortally fear revolutlon. They
cling fast to whatever property is still in thelr
posgesgion, and tremble lest that too be wrested
from them. They are therefore the bulwark of

"law and order," and are ready to defend with filre
and sword. the existing order of things. In general.,
they are vexatious, as might be expected from an '
element which 18 on the downgrade to pauperizatlon,
and which cannot fight for its future or face 1t
gsquarely. Everything that is in whatever degree
unusual or strange, appears to them as rebelllous,
traitorous, and suvbversive. Their poor dull wit
will not permit them to rise above their drab
poggessiveness. (p. 155)

A1l this has provided excellent soll for various

nationalistic prejudices and superstitions. The

poor head of the petty bourgeoisie ig filled only

with "we" and "they," "native" and "alien." In-

cidentally, the members of thils class are always at

one another's throat because of mutual competitlon,

and there is no common meeting ground whereon their

clags interests may converge. (p. 155)
Proletarian nationallsem is based on need for the land "ag a
place in which to work." This nationslism may develop into
competition among workers and to immigration policies on
behalf of the native proletariat. This type of nationallsm
hinders clags-—consciousness and hag glowed down the American
laborlmovement,'\ﬂowever the class struggle can take place
only in a place where the worker toils, so gsome national
feeling is needed simply to preserve the bage for that
gtruggle.

Normal conditions of production will give free play to

the class struggle and will tend to de-natlonalize the
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worker. But abnormal conditions of production (and

Borochov implies but doeg not state: ag the Jews live

under) tend“to decreasge temporarily class antagonism and

to nationallze the worker., But thles is a healthy national-
lam felt by the proletariat in search of a base for the

class struggle. There is a distinction between nationalistic
movements (which obscure class consciousness) and national
movements (which recognize common characteristics in the
environment but do not minimize the clags struggle). The
nationalistic movements are middle~class in character:

One can usually identify the middle and petty
bourgeoisie, and above all the clerical elements

and land ownersg, as those groups of an oppressed
nation which are vitally concerned with tradi-
tions. The dabblere in national educatlion, in
national literature (teachers, writers, etc.),
usually garb their traditionallism in natlonal hues,
The chief protagonists of national emancipation,
however, are always the oprogresslve elements of

the masges and Tthe intelligentsia (!). Where

“these latter elements are sufficlently developed
and have already freed themselves from the bonds of
traditionalism, their nationallsm assumes a purer
character. Fundamentally the emanicipation process
is not nationalistic but national; and among gueh
progressive elements of oppressed nations there
develops a genulne nationallsm which does not aspire
to the preservation of traditlons, which will not
exaggerate them, which has no 1llusions about the
ostensible oneness of the nation, which comprehends
clearly the clasg structure of soclety, and which
does not seek to confuse anyone's real clasgs inter-
ests...Genuine nationalism in no way obseures clags-
consclousnesgs., It manifests itself only among the
progressive elements of oppressed nations. (p. 165-6)

This concept of nationallism ig expressed in Borochov's other
writings:

Ours 1s a realistic nationallsm, free from any
"epiritual" admixture. (0P, p. 195)

The national instinet of gself-preservation latent
in the Soclalist working clase is a healthy nationalism.
(Nationalism and the World War, p. 113)




(Proletarian nationalism) fadesg away as soon as

the need for normalizing the strateglc base 1s

gone, (0P, p. 194)

Thus does Borochov Justify the nationalism of the Jewlsh
goclalist! '

k. The fourth aspect of his ldeoclogy might be called
his program for action. Thls program changed in the period
from 1906 when he wrote "Our Platform' to 1917 when he
delivered his last epeech on "Eretz ¥Yisroel in our Program.*"
In the Platform, the task of the proletariat wes simply %o
organize the petty-bourgeolgle immigrations, to direct them
to -Palestine, and to secure from the government the right
to emigrate. It 1e this lower middle-class that is the de-
classed'group ripe for emigraﬁion, (0P, p. 191). Bourgeols
Zionism has a creative role: to aocumulate caplital in
Palestine. Labor Zionism has a liberative role: To remaln
in the gelut and make sure of freedom of emigration. The
progfam fbf the galut is the demand for national political
autonomy "in all galut lends."” This will bring the prole-
tariat face to‘face with the bourgeolsie but it will not
bring a radical change in their condition because of the
conditions peculiar to galut. Thls program will‘inevitably
be carried out by a "stychic pfocess~~that i8, independent
of anyone's will. Just as the concentration of capital will
achileve sociﬁlism, go social forces already descrlbed (eg,
the Limiting of immigration elsewhere) will achieve Zionilsm,

Abreham Duker in his introductlon to Natlonalism and the

Clags Struggle stresses the great drift from strict materlal-

ism in Borochov's thought. A. L. Patkin, hlstorian of the

"i':
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Jewish labor movement, disputes Duker's interpretation
(Origing...p. 230) and credits Borochov with always having

had an idealistlc element. Duker maintains that the purely

materlalistic determinism of the stydhic process gives way

to a more idealistic interpretation with need for strenuous

human intervention.

In 1915 in an egsay called "Natlonal Self-Help":

progress does not create man but man creates progresg

(p. 86)

In hig last speech, Borochov favors for the first time a
cooperative movement in Palestine which he had previously
congldered utoplan. He uses more emotional terms. Ingtead
of the term "Jewlsh nation":

Now we can and4must employ an emotional terminology.

Now we can and must proclaim: "Eretz Ylsrael--a

Jewlsh home!l' (Eretz Yisrel, p. 126)

In 1917, Borochov praised the Masgkilim, the Bund, and the
8.8, who helped in the struggle for emancipation. ("Facing
Reality," p., 89).

The Patkin-Duker dispute over whether or not Borochov
drifts from materialism to a more ideslistic position ig
réminiscent of the frultless dlscussions about Karl Marx
who predieted the fall of capitalism but also worked very
hard for its: destruction. Materialism does not preclude
the individual's role in the process which is inevitable.,

Of much more. significance is the obvious shift fto the
phrases of bourgeols nétionalism with all its emotionaligm,
the praise given the middle-class mo#ements, and the support

glven capitalistic cooperatives. Thie tendency towards

cooperation with that middle~class which was so geathingly
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degoribed in the early essays comes very close to obescur-
ing the class sgtruggle which no honest nationalism of the
proletariat can afford to do., Thie tendency of the social-
igsts was very common in World War I atmosphere. This ten-
dency towards unity with the bourgeoisle continued after
Borochov'is death. Tﬂe Poale Zion in America--never asg
class-consclous as the Russian group--became more and more
friendly to the middle-class, The natlonalism of the
soclalist leaders of Israel today is concerned with accumula-
tion of capltal and new markets for Taraeli business.

An exception in this development would naturally be
the Borochovists in Ruesia: they Joined the Bolsheviks
and remained as Left Poale Zion a seperate party in Hussla
- until 1928. The rankeand-file elements oF Poale Zlion 1n
America and Israel often expressed opposition to the com-
promises with the bourgeolsie made by their leadership.

(See thesis. Also, Youth at the Crossroads).

The obseuring of clags-~consclousnegs in a Labor

Nationalism was bound to come--even in the works of 1the

founder of the movement! Ag the Labor Zionist movement

developed into a powerful organization on the world scene,
its leaders wanted to bid for control of the World Zioniet
movement, Bubt the settlement of Palestine was practically
in the hands~of the pogsessors of capltal, the Jewlsh
bourgeoisie. Unless the sword of the class struggle was
sheathed, the labor Zionists could gain no gignificant
voice in world Zionism., Soclallst phrases were excused as

all but the: Russian Poale Zlon Joined the JNF. And -once
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leadership was geined, interest in finding capitalist in-

vestments and courting such economic organizers as Louls

Brandels pushed clags-consciousness far infto the background,
A gecond factor ig that of fhe universal lag between

the leadership of an orgenizetion and itse rank-and-file

members., The movement to begln with was led by intellectuals,

by disilluselioned members of the middle-clags. Borochov was
one of them, Later in its development, the movement at-
tracted members of the middle-class who- could not find
places of leadership among the general Zlonlsts but who
were halled to high heaven by the laboring group: they
added respect and influence to Labor Zionism. And finally,
ag 1ls the case with all labor leadership, when the organlza-
tion becoﬁeﬁ strong enough, even leaders ﬁho came from the
rank-and-file are raiéed—wthrough the success of the move-
ment—-to a higher goclal status and so take on ldeals alien
to the proletariai, |

The middle-clegs orlentation of the American Poale
Zlion can now be explained. The pogroms in the Ukraine in
1880 gave Poale Zion ite original natlonalistic character.
Ag emigrétion to America became imposgsible more Jewlsh
workers favored Zionlsm, Many Bundists came to Americe
from Northern Russia, Poland, and Lithuania~and formed the
core of the Workmen's Circle. But those Jews who came to
America from South Rﬁssia and from Poale Zion centerg in
other sectlons were Zionlstically oriented. From the very
beginning this American Labor Zionism favored more coopers-

tion with the middle-—class than did the Ruggian Poale Zion.
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Thig would be expected in the non-revolutlonary American
working class. And soon, asg the Americén Posale Zion he-
came & growing group-—-more réputable in the eyes of Ameri-
can Jewry--its leadership becamé more middle-clags, (These
factors have been described). The Bundlst group, not com-
mitted to nationalism, did not experience the same tendency
towards bourgeolsation. It did not need to cooperate wlth
bourgeols gfoups and go remained labor led and so retalned
a more consistent goclalist ideology. Meanwhile, by the
1930's, the Poale Zion leadership was middle~clags and con-
posed of various influential Reform rabbls and was even
supporting the New Deal in ite latter days.

The resultant of the current middle-class leadershlp
wag, however, inherent in The movement. Ber Borochov, him-
self, after brilllantly setting forth a clasg-congclous pro-
letarian nationalism, became living evidence of the contra-

diction that was bound to destroy his movement.
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