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DI.GEST 

The World Union for Progressive Judaism ls the inter-

national umbrella organi zation of Judaism's Reform, Liberal , 
'\ 

Representing more than l. 3 and Progressive ) movemen~ . / 

mi llion Jews~or\ [ide, t he WUPJ boasts constitu~nt~ in 

some twenty "countries o n \ six continents. In c ooperation 

with these c onstituents , t;Jle World Union serves a number -......___; 
of ne eds and per~s a variety of tasks. It sends rabbi s 

and educators to c ommunities throughout the world where 

there is a need for re\ iqious leadership; subsidizes rab­

binical training and salaries, c ongregations , publications , 

and spe~ ial proj ects; and provides texts, religious materi -

' als. a nd books· to c ommuni ties where these are unavailable 

or unobtainable. It thus serves to encourage t he develop-

ment of religious, educational , and cult~ral programs whi c h 

preserve Jewish identity and perpetuate the Jewish heritage . 

The •World Union also coordinates and organizes international 

conferences of Progressive Jews, serves an international 

advocacy role on behalf of Progressive Judaism, and e~tab­

l ishes institutions for t he perpetuation and enrichment 

of Progressive Judaism. It thus acts as the bonding and . 
networking agent for Progressive Judaism a mong Jewish com­

munities worldwide . 

Last year. in 1986. the World Union celebrated its 

diamond · j ubilee . rn those 60 years the Reform Movement .. 
• (which at the time of the WUPJ's i~ception was to be found 

primarily · in Germany, England, and the United States) has, 

. . 
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in part through the effor ts of the WUPJ. now spread to 

Latin Amer ica, southe rn Airica. Australasia, and Israel. 

The organizatton's activities in the different countries 

have varied acco ding to~ state of Progressive Judaism 

in each. That they l}al{e met with variable success reflects ;r . , 
the di ffering~ha~cters of the member communities them-

selves, the nature of World Unton. and the roller--
coaster of histo ricpf circumstance o n wh lch the World Union -
has f requently and with little c hoice had to ride . 

This t hesis s tands as the first critical history to 

be written of t he World Union . The c hapters contained 

herein are divided a c corcH.ng to certain natural breaks 

or periods in Lhe evo lving development o f the organizat i on. 

Chapter One traces t he background history o f Reform J udaism 

and the events leadi ng up to the organi z ing conference 

of 1926 . Succeedipg chapters span the two decades from 

1926 through the world war; the post-war e ra t hrough 1959. 

the year of the decision to move from London to New York; 

the period when the main office was in, New York. 1959-

1973; and · the years fol lowing the 1973 move to Jerusalem 

culminating in the fiftieth anniversary conference in 1976. 

Embodied tn each c hapte r are examinations of the WUPJ' s 

biennial international conferences and c ommunity development 

work . _Jn addi t io n, Chapter Two briefly explores the work 

of the \.lorld Union's internal commit tees while Chapters 
• 

Three and Four consider some of the \.IUPJ's special projects 
~ ' 

I 

and under~l<lngs. Chapter Six devotes . space to a review 

\ -· 
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and evaluation of the first five decades of the WUPJ's 

existence, their significance and s uccesses, their f laws 

and failures . 

dices which 

of o ffi cers , 

... 

Following the final chapter are four appen-
\ 

cone sely t~te the World Union's roster 

c~er\ {s~- \ nd constituents . 
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PREFACE 

I first became acquainted with the World Union for 

Progress! ve Judai~ (WUPJ) when e n r;:o l led in the first-year 

rabbinical program\ at the usalem c ampus of the Hebrew 
# 

Union College-Jewi h / -rrist tute of Religion . Two of rpy 
~ ) 

classmates, Danny Sc iff of Me lbourne, Australia, a nd Alex 

Lil lenthal of Mo n tevideo... Ur guay, had become known to me 

'-AS "World Union s t.u~ts. " They had come to the Coll e ge-

Institute in part under World Union sponsorship and with 

the assistance of funds earmarke d for s uch students by 

the National Federation o f Temple Sis terhoods ( NFTS ) . In 

the course of that year-i n-Israel L had, moreover , heard 

some thing about a World Union in connection with t he estab-

1 ishment and growth of lhe I srael Progressive Movement at 

a lecture or two by the \.Jorld Union' s c urre n t Exe cutive 

Director Ric hard Hi~sch . 

Since t hat first year r have met or learned a bout o ther 

such students and rabbis t ra i ned under auspices similar to 

those of my two ( later t hree, with t he•add l tion o f Uri 

Goren of Chile) classmates; individuals from cont inents 

/ as diverse as South America, Asia . , Europe, and Afr i ca; Jews 

from communities as far-fl ung as Br azil . Chile, Argentina, 

Israel, India, Turkey. New Zealand, South Africa, Eng land, 

France, 
4

and Holland . In the course of my own studies at 

the College-Inst i tute I have worked at World Union congrega­.. 
tions in Sydney a nd Johannesburg and v isited a dozen others . 

This World ' Union for Progressive Judaism was, I found, 

. . 
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a global ne~work indeed. 

I ask myself how a young man of t hen 25, reasonably 

knowledgeable about things Jewish and certainly fascinated 
'\ . 

by things foreign , c1uld ha~T ~ so long remained complete-

ly unaware of t he e x \ sre.ne"e rof · a Reform movement worldwide , 

to say nothing 4 ~is o r anization calling itself the 

World Un ion for Progres~:_JJudaism. Upon reflection . 

flowever, I find that ✓number o f factors mlli tated against -
my a ware ness of the .World Union and its work. To the un-

initiRted " Reform" , "Progressive". a nd "Liberal" Judaism 

---a 11 of which the World Union e mbraces---would seem to 

be distinct rather than overlapping o r parallel expressions 
I 

of a single modern movement . Reform J uda ism, the label 

with whic h I , an American Jew, was most familiar, had always 

and not without cause been presented to me as a German 

legacy which had found its ultimate &nd ~ost hospitable 

home in ,North America . Moreover , the visibi li ty of American 

Reform and its extensive organizational, institutional, 

and social network; the overshadowing role which that net­

work has gener-ally played in financing and influencing 

World Union endeavors; both contributed to my somewhat 
/ 

inaccurate and exaggerated impression of Reform Judaism 

as a well-nigh exclusive American rather than international 

movement . . Add .to this certain aspects of t he World Union 

itself---its relative youth, its twice change of head-

quarters from London to New York to Jerusalem, 
• 

.. 
its low 

profile and self-confessed difficulties--,and one · readily 
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unde rstands my ignorance of t he i n ternational breadth o f 

Progressive Judaism a nd its uni fying organization . 

'\ 
In t he s ixty y~ars s~~r.s bi rth, the World Union has 

s ucceeded in g r owi nct, / o fte ha l tingly, into a g l obal 'forum 
;:- u 

for Liberal Jewi s h communi t · es worldwide . At t he ti me of 

...._ the organization's i /qQ.Rtd, the Liberal Jewish world 

was essential 1 y bi4)<)J a r, with established a nd flourishing 

move ments in Germany a nd the Un ited States , One cou ld 

a l so fi nd congregations in London and Paris, but. Germa ny 

a nd the Uni ted States clearly e n joyed sovereignty as t he 

bastions of Refo rm. Through the efforts of the World Union, 

nc'l scent or organi zed communi t i es c an now be found as well 

l n Latin America. southern Afr-ica. Australasi a , and Israel. 

WUPJ activities in the different countrLes have varied 

according to t he s t ate of Progressive Judaism in each 

That they have met with variable success re flects t he dif­

fer i~g 9 haracters of t he comm~ni ties themselves, the nature 

of the WUPJ i tself, and the ro ller- coaster o f h istorical 

c ircumstance o n which t he World Un ion has frequently and 

/ with little c hoice had to ride. ,Often because of l nade­

quate funding, but mainly due to the will (and willfulness) 

o f its cons tituents, t he Wor ld Unio n has always s uffered 

rather circumscribed f unctions . From t he beginning, paradox 

and a nomaly we re ev i.de n t in its growth. While a.5suming 

for itself origi nall y t he task o.f • combatting r e ligious 

indifference by revitalizing Judai sm ·along progressive 

-. 
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lines, it could neither legislate nor govern, much less 

command. It could not even direct or guide by assembly 

vote or plenary '\esolution. 

without: the Gfeat D~ r 

destruction of tt\e / t:&m n 
-;>-.. \( 

Holocaust, the Orth1odox 

It tias survived forces from 

ion, the disintegration and 

community resulting fro~ ~he 

empo~ered by IsraeJ's 

coal ition polit ics, ang _ t~risis of religious faith wh ~ch 

has c haracterized~h of the twentieth century . It has 

survived forces from within: t wo relocations of its base 

of operations, structural weaknesses, and procedural and 

funding inadequacies, a ll of which have forced it alternate-

Ly to coJ)tract and expand its program . It has survived, 

arguably against the odds for it has frequently lacked 

Lhe organizational structure, dynamic leadership, rabbinical 

personnel , and material resources to ~ ieve its goal s 

with any kind of measured blueprint- or calculated time­

table. Nevertheless, it has s urvived , surmounted obs~acles , 

and even achieved some of it~ aims in spreading Progressive 

Judaism and linking Progressive communities . To a large 

degree, however, it has remained as its president in 1967 , 

Jacob Shankman, descr 1 bed it : 

a giant purpose . 

Methodotogy and Sources 

a pygmy organization with 

A critical history of the World Union for Progressive 
~ 

j udaism has noL, to date, been pl..!J>lished. A monograph 

entitled The First 25 Years was produced ·in 19~1 . The World 
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Union's •go~den jubilee in 1976 occasioned a similar retro-

spective entitled The WUPJ: The First 50 Vears, by Ira S . 

Youd.ov in. Ne~her was very in scope or c ritical 

in its evaluatipn, how~; latter, in fact, having 
/ 

been wri t te~ mo\ / e ti>n the lines of an inform~tiqnal/ 

promotlonal pampl41et. 

the organization tias -.r ma 

intends to fit!.,-/ vacuum 

critical h\storical survey of 

lacking. This thesls thus 

and serve a certai n practical 

need . The variegated history of the World Union has made 

the task both interesting and rewarding. 

Organizational histories generally lend themselves to a 

number 9f different methodologies. If certain distinguished 

and/or provocative personalities have dominated an institu­

tion, each l eaving a discernible i mpr i n t during his or 

her tenure, one might organize a criticql history according­

ly . Similarly, i'f a n i nstitut i on has had to reckon and 

wrestle wi th certain clearly ident ifiable issues, one might 

organize a critical history thematica~ly . Yet a third, 

and very likely the least complicated 'methodology is one 

which seeks to identify and evaluate events , ideas, and 

pers8"nalities in sequence. 

My initial and subsequent researc h suggested that this 

third methodology was the most appropriate for explorihg 

the h tstory of t he WUPJ. True, the World Union's roster 

of presidents has i ncluded such stars as Claude Montefiore, .. 
~ Leo Baeck. and Solomon Freehof. ,Equally true, the World 

Union has had to grapple continuall y · with · cert~in issues 

... 
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(in the early years , for example, with the matter of Zionism 

and the establishment of Progressive Judaism in Palestine) . 

Nonetheless, the history of the organization has primarily 
'\ 

consisted of a srquence 

series of ideas a\d/ Ei tte 

and responses: cau~s and 

of projects and undertakings, a 

tions. and a chain of con~iti?ns 

effects . These are best compre-

hended in order· and in ~ nteJt -

'-- A weal th of p__c..ula'ry ~~rces was availab le to t h is end. 

The American Jewish ATchi.ves in Cincinnati, Ohio was in 

possession of the \.IUPJ Records and Mi nutes through 1965, 

i n addition to various corol lary collections to these rec-

o rds. The records and minutes fo r the years since 1965 
I 

were eas ily accessible at the world Union 's North AmP.rican 

office in the UAHC build i. ng i n New York City. The Klau 

Library at the Ci ncinnati campus of the HUC-JlR also pos­

sessed similar and supplemef\tary primary materials. At 

that ,same campus, as we1 l, could be found documents r~lating 

to the ongoing construction of the Woild Union's world 

headquarters in Jerusalem- Through t he- years, the WUPJ 

had itself produced a variety of publications by way of 

bulletins, youth information, newsletters and the like. 
I 

Personal interviews and inquiries of leading personalities 

involved in the World Union provided additional source 

materia½ . 

This thesis e xplores tha background to a number of ... 
Amon~ the questions to 'fhich it seeks answers 
. 

are. the following: 
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( l) ' Wha_t were t he principal purposes for which the 

WUPJ was organized? Was i t primarily t o serve as a s upport 

group and commun\cations network? If so, to what extent 

did it succeed or fail in re objectives? 

(2) I n what w ys/ h~t the WUPJ revised or expanded 

its origi nal ~ent ons? \as it attempted to becom~ore 

activistic a nd more dYJla!l'l~ in "revitalizing Judaism a l ong 
~ / , 

progressive lines --4:-rf order to save Jews for Judaism" ? Has 

it attempted to become more "missionary" in order to augment 

the ranks of Reform and so compete wi ch Orthodoxy? Did 

it play a ny significant role during the war years? 

(3) , Did t he concerns underlying the creation of the 

WUPJ include that of preventing Reform Judaism from becoming 
' 

merely an American sect? One issue debated initially within 

the CCAR was the common ground ( or l ack .thereof) between 

the American Reform 1 Movement and Progressive Judaism else-

where. What have been the implications of t he insistence 

on autonomy with cooperation?. Is the WUPJ in fact a union 

o r more simply a loosely linked confederation? 

(4) What were the implications and subsequent resolu­

.,,· tion by ' the WUPJ of the tensfons b~tween Zionists and anti-

Zionists? what factors have contributed to the 1.IUPJ 's 

apparent change of emphasis toward Israel and its "'._isibly 

high prlority for establishing Liberal J udaism in Eretz 

Yisrael? ,. 
(5) To what extent have the fortunes (or misfortunes) 

of the WUP'J been shaped by individual · personaU\:ies and 

. . . 
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institutions? Have its leaders been merely "distinguished" 

or have visionaries a nd builders been counted a mong them? 

What has been th~Union 's relationship to t he UAHC. HUC-JIR, 

a nd CCAR? t ~ 
( 6 ) What_-::!!,av~.J/oeen { he primary material impediments 

to the growth of t he WUPJ? \ 
\ 

/ - '--J 
In order to ddch-ess these lssues and the events a nd 

activities which reflect them, to facilitc'.lte ease of ur,der­

standing, and to provide a conveni e n t frame of reference. 

the chapters of this thesis are divided according to certain 

natural breaks or periods in the evolv ing developmen t of 

t.he \4orld Liriion . Chapter One traces the background history 

of Reform Judaism and the events leading u p to the organ-

izing conference of 1926. Succeeding o hapters span the 

two decades from 1926 through t he world war; t he post-war 

e ra t hro ugh 1959 . the time of t he decision to move from 

London to New York; t.he yea cs 1 n New Vor·k, l 959-1973 ; and 

the years si nce the 1973 move to Jerusalem, c ulminating 

ln the fiftieth anni versary con ference in 1976 . The final 

/ c hapter devotes space to a revi~w and evaluation of t he 

fi rst five decades of the World Union's exi stence . What 

were their sign ificance and s uccesses? 

flaws and fai lures? 

\.lha t were the 1 r 

It ts this author ' s hope that t~is work will make some 

s mall contribution to t he ever-expanding field o f . research 

. ' j,-
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i nto the h~story of one of the principal modern expressions 

of Judaism, Reform Judaism. Histor~s. however , mean to 

do more than s~ply record and p~eserve the past. They also 

seek to point ¥irectio s or the f uture through a better 
/ 

understanding of.\ ,t:h'e p st. Perhaps this history the 
--;::,,.. I 

World Union for LIProgres ive Judaism c;:an do so~ething of 

the same 

dimension. 

l 

• 

for a RefQ.t_m~ vement seeking an i nternational 

If .s-/1 shall feel more than amply grati ;ied. 

.. 

·. \ ., .. 
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CHAPTER ONE 
• CONCEPTION AND BIRTH OF A WORLD UNION 

Prologue and 1926 Organizing Conference 

The Historical Milieu 

t o suggest that only C t is not ;ea 11 y ~~udac i ous 

a n age of 1ibera1 1,-~at:toh would have > , , necessitated or could 

have tolerated 1r
1 rel Lgious expression s uc h 

as Reform Judai s m. T.Q:~icd in European history commonl y 

known as post-E~htenment was j ust such a n age of cul-

tural and intellectual ferment , Confronting modernity . 

European society, i n somewhat schizophrenic fashi on perhaps, 

began to trans form itself as it awakened to a new period 

of histp rical self-consciousness. 

The western a nd cent ral European Jewish commun ities 

of the late-e ighteenth and nineteenth centuries in many 

ways mirrored the i r surr ounding society, albeit with some 

distinct differences. Cultura l and lntellectual ferment 

and an awakening s elf-consciousness had al'so begun to per­

meate newly-emancipated communities. Tt)e i ni tially halting . 

then steady emergence of th~ Jew from hhe ghetto, however. 

created peculiar localized issues whic h compounded the 

difficulties of the Jewish confrontation with modern ity 

and distinguished it from its more g~neral European cousl ~ . 

The rnove from a well-defined. if isolated and restric tive . 

place· on the periphery i nto the social mainstream created a 

dis Juncture in . and reappraisal of. J e wish ident1 ty. As 

" one historiaf'\ has noted. "In the considerable isolation of . 
t.he ghetto, Jewlsh existence possessed an ~li"-encompassing 

. . 

.. 
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a nd unquestioned c ha r ac t e r wh ich it lost. to a significant 

extent only after t he mi ddle of the eighteen t h century. 

I t is with t he ~ge of En lightenme n t t hat Jewish iden tity 

becomes segmental ~and he 11 roblematic . •· 1 
' _/ 

Segmental ;~ wi~iden as simpJe1 or 

c lean as hav ing one foot o ne i t her foot o r both feet out­

..__ side the ghetto; n/ W&G~ a un i form condit1on Lhro ugh9ut 

Europe . The J e wiS'fi con fronta tion with modern ity alternately 

resul t ed from, responded to , or para L le lled European so-

ciety 's own con f r on t a tion . Accord i ngly, il,s solutions 

alternately reflected or differed from t hose of i ts host 

nations . ' Mor e i mportan tly, the need for c ha nge within 

each Jewish community was often i nt imately I i nked to c o n ­

d itions in its host country, to considerations of time a nd 

place. So, too, t he d e gree, type , anQ pace of change a nd of 
I 

respo nse within each community varied c o nsiderabl y from 

country t o country ~nd e ve n f rom city to _c ity . 

The German states provi d e d t he stage on which the o pe n -
• 

i ng scenes of t h is drama would unfo ld . There, t hree prin-

cipa l approaches to the Jewish c r isis o f modern ity wou ld 

c:o l lide. The y would s ubseque n t ! ~ come to be kno wn by the 

convenient i f o f ten deceptive ly simple or mislead i ng labels 

o f Reform Judaism, Orthodox Judaism, a nd Zion i sm . Jt must 
. 

be unders t ood from 't he foregoing , of course, t hat t he se 

a pproache s develope d neither simul t aneously ' nor f u lly inde -

' pendently o f o~e a no t her . Ra t her, Ref o rm began i n somewhat . 
· L Michael A. Meyer, The Ori1ins of the Modem Jew (Detroit: . Wl)'M State 

University Press. 1979), p.8. 
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sporadic fashion in early-ninetee n th century Germany. even-

tua ll y gaining ground and momentum in t.tie West. To the 

spread of Re7~ traditionalists 

ment to whi~ h n'bn-hala Jews 

reacted with an entrench­

now refer as Orthodoxy. ,, 
Later on tow~s \ tt{"e "en 

, lJ 
the nineteenth century, a , new 

ideology, Jewish ism, would assert l tse l f. Li ke 

Reform. Zion ism was ako response to the Jewish c r~sis 
/ 

o f mo dernir.y. Urflike Reform. however. 1t found its greater 

strength i n the East . Though Zionism (like Orthodoxy) 

certainly played a key role in the course of Reform's later 

development. both as a compet ing and a~ a shaping ide­

o logy, 
2

' it is the latter with which we are here primarily 

conc~rned . 

The hi s tory and development of Reform Judaism, 1 ike 

the seminal problem of the Jewish confr.on tation with mo­

dernity, qu ite obviously resists brevity. Nonetheless. 
/, 

a minimal understa.nd ing of both is helpful. T<;> comprehe nd 

that the Reform, Zionist. and Orthodox· camps were almost 

continually at loggerheads with one anoth~r is to comprehend 

' 
the desirability of a united Reform to combat the assault . 

To comprehend that t he various Reform move ments had evolved 

different styles a nd developed to different stages subject 

to considerations of. time and place is to comprel)end the . 
multifarious challenges to an eventual World Union for 

Progressive Judaism. • 

2. See fOC' ex.gle David Polish, Renew Our Days (l'orld Zionist <>riinl-
zation, 197f)':'° + 

... . 

" 
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Germany, ·t he birthplace of Liberal Judaism, t hroughout 

t he nineteent h century clearly remained t he establ ished 

hub of ( E:u ropeaft\ Jewish religious reform. I n Germa ny 

reforms were larg~ly of ~volutionary c haracter, though 
I / 

not without a ~er~ 'dicar fringe e l e ment (cal led "Re orrJt" ), 

They had begun as a lay ffort concerne d with aesthetic 

..._ reforms which lat/rea~o t he e nt ire commun ity. On,ly 

much Later, t hrough t he effor ts of rabb is a nd thinkers 

leading to the rabbinical conferences of mid- century, did 

th.e drive for reforms beg i n to resemble a ny thing 1 ike a 

de nomi nat ional move ment as it began to confro n t i deol ogical 

and theolbg ical rather than purely aesthetic issues. Even 

then, . however, several factors continued to i nh i b it the 

growth o f something more t han a n amorphous movement. In 

the first instance, the long-stand ing and ~differing tradi-
"1 

tions of local communi ties stubborn ly r esist ed uni form 

reforms at a uniforp, pace. Secondly, tne Gemeinde system 

and the desire of •most Liberal leaders to preser ve a certain 

degree of unity wit in f pe community (witness t he Geiger­
. i.... 

Tlktin affair) dlscouraged radica l independence. Finally, 

./ the l eading Reformers d isagr ;ed a mong t hemselves as '\o t he 

correct means ~oals of reform. Zacharias Frankel sp l it 

with Abraham Geiger over t he matter of Hebrew in the ser­

vice. Geiger differed wit~ Samuel Hold~eim as to . the evolu­

t ionary or revolutionary a pproach to reform. 

by the early .twe ntieth ceAtury, Li be{al Judaism ~in varying 

degrees) had become the dominant mode of expression for 
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German JudaJsm and the German communities had organized 

both a Union of Liberal Rabbis and a Union for Liberal 

Judaism. 
\ 

y different course i n America. Reform pursu~d a mar 
/.,,, 

German refor~ ha\(egun as a lay movement occupi~d ';"i th 

aesthetic reforms ,md gr dually enlarg~d its concerns to 

i nclude liturg ica l. d.Qf~i_JaL -'Ind ideological reforms by 

the informed rabwn<a"te.3 In America the earliest efforts 

at religious reform also began with the laity and are trace­

able to the Sephardic community in Charleston. South Carol -

ina in 1824 . It was, however. with the mid -nineteenth 

century ,wave of German i mmigrants t hat German Liberal Juda­

ism found its way to the United States a nd flourished . 

But because both the independent nature of the Jewish con­

gregations and the less conservative nature of the 1 arger 

society differed radically on Ameri can s hores . the evolution 

of American Reform differed radical ly from its German fore-

bear . 
. 

[t did not originate simp ly as a l ay movement (except 

in Charleston), nor did it concern itsetf exclusively with 

aesthetic, but also with substantive reforms. '' It was, 

in most instances, German preach~rs and th i nkers who, in the 

early days, shaped the course of the American congregations 

in their adopt ion of the principles of reform .... It was 

not me rely an aesthetic lmpulse t hat swayed these men ... 

but ['overri.ding t his tmpulse) ther:e was also--' a question of 
• 

J. See 1eneraUy Jakob J. PetuchovJslo! fra.Yerbook Retorm m EwWf ll'iew 
York: WUPJ •• Ltd., \968) and w. Cunt.her Plaut, The Rise or Ref,onn Judaism (New 
York: WUPJ.♦ Ltd., 1963), 

• I 
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principle." 4 As in Germany, there existed varieties of 

Reform and competing advocates a nd l eaders . Unlike Germany, 

America was a far more hospitable e nvironment to the radical 
. \ 

Reform interpret tion of Holdheim wh ich found its 

pr inc i pa 1 exponenv.· n /D id Einhorn. Vying for Ariter i
1
can 

leadership warth& ess ra ical Isaac M. ~ise who e nvisioned 

Lhe growth of a single ~ n~ o f Jewish religious expression 

i n America . To_ tn{'s end he helped establish t he three 

institutional pillars o f the American Reform Movement : 

the Union of American Hebrew Congregations (UAHC) in 1873, 

the Hebrew Union Co llege i n 1875 , and the Central Conference 

of Ameri can Rabbis (CCAR) in 1889 . Suffi r.e it to say that, 
I 

because a far more amenable American milieu put up fewer 

obstacles and challenges than that of Europe, the Reform 

Movement was well estaJ,lished in America by the 1880 's. 

Evidence·d by t .he , famous Pittsb·urgh Platform enunciated 

in 1885, American Refopm was better organ ized, more secure. 

and certain ly bo lder and far more l i bera l than its German 

counterpart . 

In England, circumstances differed considerably from 

those which prevai led in e ither Germany or America . In 1840 

the first self-procl aimed Reform congregation , the West 

London Synagogue, was establi s he d . The implemented reforms 

were, however, of minimal scale and ideological import. In 

truth, social and cla~ d lstinctions more than any reformist 
• 

J.:end~cies gave rise to the West L~ndon Synagogue. Until 

4. Oavid1 Phi(ipson, the ketona Movement in ludiuim, i6d ed. (New.i York: 
KTAV Publilhlna House, tnc .• 1930), pp.32.9, 331. 

• I 
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the late-nineteenth century, little by way of a ~modernizedft 

Judaism developed in England beyond this one comparatively 

conservative (SOlf'e have aid 'karaitic') congregation. 5 By 

the twentieth ce tury, b 
\ _/ 

movements : -~fo f whi 

e er, Eng land possessed two modern 
( 

resembled German "Libera,!" ' and 

American ~conservative" ; a d Liberal , which resembled German 

and Amer-i can "Refo/•~ .- ~ 1899, moved by a perceived lack 

of religiosity a mong her co - religionists and simtlar-ly 

perceived deterioration with in the Jewish community, Lily 

Montagu put into motion the wheels of what would later 

become the Jewish Religious Union (JRU). ~ith the expr-essed 

hope of ' revitalizing the Anglo-Jewish community, r-epresenta­

tives both Liberal and Orthodox resolved to establish relig­

ious services, public lectures, and publications supplemen­

tary to those provided by the existing ·-synagogues . This 
\ 

association lasted until late 1902-early 1903 when it came 

under increasing pressure to find ho~pitality within the 

confines of one of the existing synagogues . To do so, 

however, would have meant a compromise of independence 

and of the liberal direction ln which the group was moving . 
I 

Thus was born the Jewish Religious Union for the Advancement 

of Liberal Judaism (JRU) and England's Liberal Jewish Move- . 

~ent with Claude G. Montefiore as its president and, after 

1912, American-born and HUC-ordained Israel M&ttuck as its 

S. ~ Elten Omanslc:;. City Mon.tyu ind the Advancement of ,Qhral l= 
~ from vgw to Vocation (New York: E•in Mtellen Press, 198.3). pp.4&-$3, ~ 

the au ecwmenites the various theories post ulated as to the motives behind 
the estlbliahmeot of tile West London Synagogue: re.Haious, •polatical, aeolflPhic. 
ana social. . 
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rabbi . 6 Compared to t he German a nd American movements, 

t he Bri t ish movement was a mere fledg ling . 

France, t he '\uropean nat i on f -irst to e manci pate its 

Jews. had a l so bee~ for ced_L-rcome to gri ps with mai n tain i ng . -/ r · .. 
Juda ism in a n ~ n. '{j6dern ~ ociety. It, too, had witnessed 

some reformist tendencies. \ Because of voting policies 

-~-J '/ ......._with i n the French co/s-G~ s ystem as well as a desir:e 

to preven t a breact'l in t he commun ity. however , t he Frenc h 

rabbtna t e i n 1856 made concess ions to "Cathol iciz ing" the 

syna gogue ser v i ces. 8 

The different elements in French Jewry continued on 
good terms ~inc~ the doct rinal independence of the 
local rabbi remained intact. Subsequently more am­
bitious attempts at reform were cut ·short by the Franco­
Prussian war ...• The French defeat cast an odium, a priori, 
on anything that smacked of Gennan importation. As 
a result. French Jewry found itself in a state or ar-

6. For a fuller disc~on. ~ Lily H. Mont81\l, ''The Jewish Reliaious Union 
and its Be&iMin&s." Papers for Jewish People, no. 27 (London: Jewish Religious 
Union. l ~27). 

Encyclopedia Judaica (J~em: Keter Publishin& Co .• 1972). vol.7, p.27 
explajns, "A meerin& of .w,ng rabbins was held in P.-is • from May 13·21, 1856. 
to establish a common pohcy with which to . confront the ,rowin& trend away rrom 
Judaism. The cainps were clearly divided well before the ioeeti.na: the Alsatilll'\ 
cOffllUlities, Which were the most numerous, opposed the introwction of substantive 
reform, fot' which they felt no necessity. However. since each consistory wu 
repr111nted t,y only one deleaate, the IIUliority or the repa esentatives tended to 

/ opt fot" modifications. To prevent a breach, it ,was resolved that decisions would 
be taken accordinc to a sia.,le majority. -1fut that the question of their application 
would be held in abeyance." -

8. Ibid .• pp.27- 28. "The assembly decided to limit the nimbet or oiwutiJn, 
to oraani.ze. synqoaue servines for the blesina of newborn infant.a, to cond1,1et 
the funeral wlth more cerecnoniaJ. and to instnact rabbj.s and ofriclatinc ministers 
to wear a &art> resembtina that worn by the. Catholic c)eray. • It wli allo resolved 
to make areater use or the sermon in synqoaue, to reduce the len,th t NrYicet 
Which were to be COftducted in a more diJnifjed manner, and to introduce the 
CWIIIOI\Y of rellaious 'initiation, particul•lY for &,itls .... (l)t fll decided .that [the 
oraan'•l UN on Sabbath and festivals ns lawful provided t hat . it- ws Pi«Yed t,y 
I non~J"1." . • 

.. 

.. 
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rested reform. Although moving away from Orthodoxy, 
it remained firmly attached to the idea of an inte­
grated community.(9) 

So it was thaf throu 

never s pawned J dissid 
I _/ 

Amer Lea, a n~ n~lFd . 

the nineteenth century France 

Reform movement as had Germany, 

the twentieth cen tury. however, 
, -

the Union Llberale Israel ' te ( ULI) in Paris was more identl­

fiab Ly Progress / h-an~ other . I ts rabbi . Lou i s-Germain 

Levy had in fact apparently advised Lily Montagu in the 

c reation of t he JRu.10 Nevertheless, France could scarcely 

be said to have possessed a Reform movement . 

Such was the state of non- halachic Judaism ln the second 

decade ' of the twentieth century : 

i n .Germany and one in America. 

two principal foci, o ne 

The former was known as 

Liberal Judaism and was both older and a good deal more 

conservative than its American count erp~t, known as Reform. 

To 1 ts admirers t he American moveme nt was regarded as a 

beacon of progre~s and creativity ; to its detractors, a 

dilution or bastardization of Judats, . Both the German 

and American movements were well-entrenched in t hei r respec-

tive countries. In England there were two modern movements , 

Reform and Liberal, both embat•tled minorl ties. In France 

there existed the tiniest of dissident movements ( the ULI), 

though there stood on several pulpits rabbis with Rrogressive 

leanings . Addressing the CCAR in i9to, Cla~de Montefiore, 

leading English Liberal, a ssessed the situatioQ this way: 

l(,l. :\merican Jewish Archives (hereafter AJA),Manuscript ·collection 16 (hereafter 
WCPJ), Box 8. file 13, letter dated Mar. 31. 1926. 

, . ,,, 
.r .. 
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• The new birth, the new outlook, came to you from 
the 'old World, from Germany. But Germany for a time 
fell back, though Germany is rapidly qain comina to 
the fore . Vou remained true to the new li&ht. the 
new ho~ the new beliefs: you. sou&ht to apply them 
in practice, to make a correspondence between faith 
and life. You t and adapted; you developed 
and went orward/ And now the ferment has belWl 

has fti>ftd k eas ds, and the Liberal movement, 
again in trtd C tries: the tide of Liberalism 

to which Yi have r mained true and j l&WlCh, and .... 
which you have cherish d and held hi&h. has become 
again alive. and !.l_again making prosress. in Germany, 
its original ho~in d and in France.(11] -

Characte rs and Events Behind the 1926 Conference 

Montef iore was essentially correct i n his a nalysis . ,,. 

For liberally-minded Jews in part icular, t he decade prior 

-----to t he , irst world war ha d witnessed a s urge of heady opti -

mism i n the a pproaching "universal brotherhood of man . " 

So it was that the four commun i t ies which boasted establ ished 

Li beral Jewish moveme nts continued to gr_Q_w i n adherents (as 

well as adversaries) and came t o share certain attitudes 

and aspirations. At t he same CCAR Confer e nce, Montefior e 

described a grateful a~d supportive kinship between Engli s h 

Liberals a nd American Reformers and weflt on to e numettate 

five bonds between the two communities. These l ncluded 

/ a shared belief i n the modified ~uthorlty o f Bible and Ta l­

mud, a common attitude toward critical scholarship and sci­

e nce. a determ ined desire to harmon ize Jewish be lief a nd 

practi~e, and a mutual goal of universali zing Judaism. 12 

1 

Montefiore went o n to become a co-founder of the World .. 
i l. CtAR Veai:book (C1nc1Mata: CCAR, 19l0). vol.20, pp. [78-79. 

12. Ibid., pp. 180-84. 

.. 
4 

I 
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Union and, as its first president, a principal shaper of 

attitudes during its formative years . As s uch, it is useful 

to note that he and America's "Classical Reformers" were 
\ 

kindred s pirits \ indeed. great-nephew of Sir Moses Monte-

fiore and a grand1 / o Isaac Goldsmith, 

weal th iest J€wish~ ami 1 i 

two of ~ng land ' s , 
, he became something of a gentle-

man scholar and religious philosopher after studying both ---
at Oxford and S,b-e/eerl in Hochschule and under t he pr\vate 

tute l age of Solomon Schechter. The founder of Amer ican-style 

radical Reform (called "Liberal " ) in England, he determinedly 

opposed Zionism a nd, as president o( the Anglo-Jewish Associ­

ation, tried to prevent England's signature of t he Balfour 
I 

Declaration. Sus p icious of Jewish nationalism because of 

its "narrowness" and betrayal of Jewish universalism. he 

has been described as "so much at home 1n England that his 

affin ities were m~c h closer to his native land then to the 

community of Israel t hroughou t t he wor ld. ,.lJ A leading 

expone nt of t he doctrine of progressiye revelation14 an<.1 

a spokesman for certain posittve goods to be found in limited 

assimilation, 15 Montefiore in fact expressed be liefs bor­

dering on the Unitarian. He saw a kinship between the Jewish 

and Christian conceptions of God• s celationship to man and 

lJ. Enfycloj>edla ludaica. vol.12, p.269. fill! also t.G. Montehore, "Liberal 
Judaism ~ Jewish Nati\)nali!;ffl," Papers for Jewish People, (hereafter PJP) no.16 
(1917) and "The Dangers of\ Ziopism," PJP, no.20. (1918). · 

14. 
(1914). 

~ c.c. '.\1ontefiore. ''The "-1eaning of Pro~ressive Revelation." PJP, no.8 

• 
1S. See C.G. ~1ontefioa-e. ",\ssimilation'. ' Good and Bad." PJP, no.9 (1914). 

~I~ 'The Pia of Judai~ in the Religions of the World," Uf. OQ.12 (1916). 
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relig'ion' s relationship t o •moral i t/6 a nd , wh i le no t placing 

t he New Testament o n a par wi th J e wish Scr i ptures, t houg ht 

Jews s hould rea(i the New Testament a nd give i t a n hono r e d 
\ 

place i n J uda ism\ Thus t a s been ma i ntained : 

The great~st 1 ea~ of offense to traditionalists was 
Mont~e:\/:eaning toward Christianity. He viewed 
Chri~ ianity entire!)' sympathetically and seemed to 
look forward to the re ·gion of the future as embracing 
all that is good in th Judaism and Christianity as 
well as in• ot~Iii · [ l 71 -Muc h as the y had for the J RU, Mon tef ior e's i deas a nd . perha ps 

more i mportantl y, hi s c heckere d reputation ( amo ng Reform. 

Or t ho do x . Zlonist . a nd non-Jew alike ) both dete rm i ne d t o 

some e xtent t he future for tunes of the Wo rld Uni o n . 
. , 

Montefi o r e, howe ve r . was no t t he s o l e pe r sonal ity f igur -

ing in the b irth of t he World Un ion . He was j o i ne d by h is 

countryman and prot e g~. t he Hon . Lil y H. Mon tagu . Monta gu. 

bo rn (in 1873) Uke Montefi or e i nto o ne o f England' s wealth­

iest J e wi sh f a mil ies. ha d pl ayed a n ac t ive ro le in socia l 

s erv ice before ( a nd long a fte r ) he r i nvo l vemen t with 

J RU and WUPJ . 18 To j udge by what s he herse lf wro t e. 
19 

t he 

as 

well a s what has be en wr itte n d bout he r , Montagu was a d e -

votedly religious woman . A dee p r e l i g iou s f e el i ng i n f used 

all her work; her f aith, the es~ence of her being, dominated 

16. See C.G. Montefiore, "Judaism, L"ni_tarianism, and TheiSl'll," P:JP, no.4 (1908).~ 

l 7. Encyclopedia Judaica, vol.12. p.2..,0. 

18. See Umansky, p.97. where the author arg1.&es that the discrepancy between 
the cOdlfortin which Montagu was brought up and the social misery at large inclined 
her toward social service. • 

J9. ~ 1enerally AJA. ;\1anuscript Collection 282 (Lily H . . Montagu Papers---
S~ & Addresses). 
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her life,20 A woman ass 1m•ilated to t he Victoria n age and 

"excluded" from Ju<:\aism by the limited Jewish education 

and c ircumscribed role which Orthodoxy had ass igned her, s he 
\ 

was more steeped \ in t he ors o f Carlyle, Eliot, Browning , 

Tennyson, and Mat\ h,-W- .fu old than i n the literature ' of 
I 

the 

Talmud a nd t h?°Rab~ s. ~ th her re 1 i g i ous perspective thus 
Vi 

shaped more by Engla~~~n Israe l, she quite naturally 

gravitated to t he ~ical Judaism preached by Montefiore ~ a nd 

the tt i nner religious e xperie ncett taught by Montef lore's 

collaborator, Israel Abrahams. 21 She became, mo reover, not 

only a receptive studen t of their brand of pe r sonal religion , 

but also a g ifted transmitter of such faith. A l etter wr it-, 
ten t o her by a UAHC stenographer who heard he r o n a 1938 

radio broadcast typifies the i mpression she had o n people : 

.. .I could not refrain one moment longer from writing 
you and extending my sincere thanks f'i r t e beautiful 
message which"' was transmitt~ to us { rom ,across the 
waters .... With the conclusion of your talk, I felt that 
I had truly i>•taken of something lovely and &enuine. 
In your voice ~ in your words was that . -deep rooted 
sincerity that is so lacking in our materi.ali~tic mj~ 
speakers of• tQday ••• J I felt that it was a true spriritual 
&If t that I was re<!eiving from you ... .If onlY all the 
women could. have·· w,thin their souls that spirit of 
unselfishness and sincerity that is ... within you, then 
the fire of Judaism would bum brighter and unity be 
stconaer.[221 

Although the mystique of Claude Montefior e seems at times 

to have overshadowed the work of Montagu in connection with 

the JRU ~ and the WUP.J , . M,ontagu e n j oyed near-universal r ecog-

20. The wtJp) American Manual (I~>. ·p.6. 

21. See Umansky, Chaps. 3-4. - . 
22. AJA, .WUPJ. Box l, File -: • letter dated Oct. 2. 192S . 

. .. 

.. 
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nition and acclaim as t he singular driving• force during the 

World Un ion's infancy a nd childhood. Through her initiative 

a nd organizing work ' t he WUPJ was established in 1\26 and it 

was "she who, far beyond any other, was the movin~ s pir itl ~ 
t he angel, of this organ ization .. . . " 23 Jt becomes e so/'t: a Lr . 

;.>-'- I \ 
therefore , to rAcognize the religious component iff Lily \ 

Montagu ' s persona 1 i ty , i nasmuc~ as her sense of fai th ~~ 

religious mi ssion determined muc h of t he initial ,'1.1/ecti on 

a nd al 1 that s he str ove to accompl ish o n behalf of the 

World Union . I t was her desire to bring others to a s imilar 

awareness of the Divine eternal pr esence that propelled 
I 

her into a role o f leadersh i p, not just wj thin Anglo -Jewry , 

but outside of Eng la nd as we11 . 24 

Montefiore, Mon tagu ; a nd American-born and educated 

Rabbi Israel Mattuc k constitute d the principal leadership of 

Eng 1 and' s Li bera 1 movement . As the embodiment o f AJnerican 

Reform' s i dea l s , it is not too s urprising that the English 

Liberals perceived a c l ose ki nship be tween themselves a nd 

t he American Reformers s uch as tha t which Montefiore de-

' scr 1 bed to t he 1910 CCAR Con f e r~nce . The Americ an and 

German comm\lnities, if on th1/o ne hand not quite the same 

'kindred s pirits, d i d , nevertheless, e njoy a similarly cor­

dial relationship. - Many of the leading American Reformers 

and the professors at t he · Hebrew Union €ollege hailed from 

Germany (or . sti 11 had close attachments there} and it was 

23. The WUPJ: The First T11entY-Flve Ye&A (l~l). p. 7. 

:?4. ~ Um~, p.98. 

' 
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not entirely uncommon for graduates of the College to study 

for a few years in a German university. Ties were strong 

between the HUC and the Berl in Hochschule. 
25 

As noted by 

one historian: 

Tn tenns of Jewish culture and scholarship, Jews in 
America up to the last decades of the [19th] century 
appreciatively accepted the hegemony of German Jewry. 
What was true for the realm of culture was true almost 
to the same degree in the area of religion.[26] 

By the twentieth century, it should be duly noted, American 

Reform Jews had more than adequately severed the German 

umbilical cord. More Americanized in their orientation 

by then, and more developed in their institutions and schol­

arship, they had emancipated themselves from their European 

roots. Nevertheless, while American Reformers may have 

felt that their brand of liberalism had evolved to a higher 

plane than its German forebear (and would henceforth point 

the way), they still maintained more than just a veneer of 

polite veneration and filial respect for the land which 

was the cradle of Reform Judaism. As the German component 

of their Jewish identity remained strong (at least on the 

surface) in the face of an influx of East European Jews, 

so too did their connection to Germany. 

In view of the close and cordial relationships between 

the American, English and German Liberal Jewish communities, 

it does not come altogether as a surprise that a proposal 

2S. See generally Michael A. Meyer, "A Centennial History," HOC-J1R at 
One Hundred Years (USA: HUC Press, 1976). 

26. Michael A. :Vleyer, "German-Jewish Identity in Nineteenth-Century America," 
in The American Jewish Experience, Jonathan D. Sarna, ed. (New York: Holmes & 
Meier Publishers, 1986), pp.50-51. 
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to establish an international organization which would fur­

ther strengthen these ties had been forthcoming at a t i me 

ln fac t very c~se tot 

t he CCAR. Fi rsd formu~~~~u 

to eventuat~n 
1"{:f; au 

plans had to be abandon 

of Montefiore's a ppearance before 

in Germany in 191 3 and scheduled 

1914 in Ell.>erf e ld , 27 ' such 

with t he outbreak of t he f irst 

..._ world war. !n ~ ;--- ar ely through the efforts o f . the 

Jewish Religious Unio n' s "three M's"---the triumvirate o f 

Mattuck, Montefiore. a nd Montagu---similar pla ns jelled 

once a gain . Though the war had coo led some of t he verve 

and optimism which had c haracterized the pre-war years. 

it had ~ ot weakened the felt needs and s hared perspectives 

of the German. Engli s h . and American communities . The need 

for c ommon bonds may, in fact , have been reinforced by Ger-

many' s ( and, 

ficult ies28 

he nce, German J e wry 's) post-- war economic d i f­
'I 

as well as by the Engli s h Liberals ' c ontinui ng 

Ce rtainly t he latter. 

in conjunction with the- r eligious despair which overtook 

Europe after Worl d War One, would help to explain why Eng­

land, the · JRU , a nd Montagu figured so prominently l n the 

calling of an I nternational Conference of Libera l J e ws . 

Indeed i t would appear that, j ust as the religious de- , 

2i. ''liberal Jews in Conference," Je1111sh -Guardian, Ju]y .9, 1926, No.354, 
p.13, q'AQtin& Hermann Voaelstein. Also AJA, WUPJ correspondence file. letter 
dated Jooe, 1914, frOCD Seli&mann to Mattuck. inviting the latter. to a conference 
Oct, JhNov. 2, 1914. · 

• 
28. A letter of May 28, 1937. from lsmar Elboaen to UAHC Secretary Ceorae 

Ztpin indicates that in 1923 the German Unioo
1 

ror ~ Liberal Judaia ·was in dire 
financial streats and SOU&ht aid from the UAHC. The .. situation 'woo.let repeat itself 
in 1937· as the noose tisht~ on German Jevny. 
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terioration. of English Jewry had been Lily Montagl!' s over-
o 

riding concern in her organizing the JRU. religious condi-

tions worldwid8\ were the chief ·agent motivating her sug­

gestion of a Wor~d Unio~ Progressive Jews. On the World 
I _/ 

Union's silv~an'rfersa later write: 

We felt strongly that e must make better use of the 
spiritual inheritance wh1 h our ancestors received about 
3000 >"ears ago. o this birthright, we Jews be-
lieved that w had t power to spiritualise the world. 
There w 1,till too much materialism and religious 
apath}' about. We had deplored this condition of the 
world for so long, but it had remained impervious to 
our appeals. Through the World Union we might be 
instrumental in initiating some important movell)ent 
towards Ood Himself. 
A young woman. friend of mine. an active worker in 
a German peace organisation, had pointed out to me 

, how isolated each nation was ~n the religious plane. 
Modem Judaism seemed to be losing the sense of its 
high calling. The nations were heedless; the hQpe of 
close co-operation seemed absurd. Individuals were 
being pushed into negation by the weight of their own 
apathY and indifference .... Vaguely it was felt that 
it would be helpful jf ttie various interpreters came 
together an~ through exchange of tt\_ooght strengthened 
their sense of reli&lous purpose and decided how it 
could be formulated and developed.[29) 

So it was that on October l, 1925. England ' s Jewish . ~ 

Religious Union for bhe Advancement of Liberal Judaism ap-

proved Montagu •s proposal to invite representatiyes to form 

/ an international union of Libecal Jewish organizations. 

Montagu initiated correspondence the fo l Lowing day with , 

Leo Baeck, Get·many's leading Li beral rabbi, expressing the 

desire · to form an alliance with other Liberal . communities 

"to increase the strength ,u,d further the lnte.res, of PFo-

- gressive Judaism. • JO Responding ·pbsitively. Baeck ' s chief 

29. . First 25 Years, p. 7. 
30. AJA, WUPJ. Box 1. file 7, letter dated 0<:t. 2. 1925. 

/ 

.. '. 
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concern lay in Montefiore • s attitude, the latter's opinion 

being significant in Germany. With the assurance that Mon­

teflore offered\the ful est sympathy and e ncouragement for 

the conference, \;ermar ereinigung fUr das l iberale Ju­

dentum (Unio.,11-f~\_(Liber l Judaism ) endorsed the ~o~osal 

e nthusiastically . Thus w re the wheels set in motion for 

-.... giving an interno/al: ...,Jis to an increasingly formidable 

Reform network. 

The 1926 Conference 

On Saturday morning, July 10, 1926, as crowds gathered 

at the Lords' famous cricket grounds for one of the season 's 

most , fashionable matc hes,31 another illustrious crowd gath­

ered across the street at London's Liberal Jewish Synagogue. 

Al thou9h his physician had prevented: Baeck' s attendance a nd 
'\ 

a labor strike h?d nearly waylaid some of the Americans. 

some 139 delegates---representatives of various liberally­

denominated organization and constituencies from the United 

States, Germany, France, England (the Lil;>erals, t:hough not 

yet the Reform), India, Sweden. Czechoslovakia and R~mania32 

Jl. Herald Tribune, July 10, 1926. writing in part, Across the street from 
the temple, where these serfous-minded Jews were assembling to-day, there pthere<t , 
a thron& of London society men and women ·at the Lords' f~ cricket arounds, 
where ... Eton and Harrow were playinl the most fashionable match of the season. 
Payln, no attention to me loud cheering, the noise of which penetrated even to 
the· quietness or the synaaoaue, the Liberal Jews listened to t~ openina address 
of Rabbi Israel I. Mattuck .... " 

' ' 32. CCAR Yearbook, 37, p.19. The Amended List of Oeleptes from the 
.. oCficial recu'd of ttw 1ntematiooal Conference · or Liberal Jews. 1926, p. l·37ff., in 

fact records 138 delept11. 147 exP9Cted 11ith 9 prevented froe. ciJaid:a. Of the 147 
invited deleaates, ~t•b' 64 were from the USA. 4Q froin ,EnJtlftd. J4 from 
Gennlr\Y. s from C8nada, 2 from Frmce, and 1 each from Sweden and India. 

/ 



.. 

-19-

---came together for lectures and meetings whic h would cul -

minate in t he formation of the World Union for Pr ogressive 

Judaism . "\ 

Heralded at \ he to/ 

cant events _;,..th\~isto 

had bee n loo ked 

some as one of the mos t signifi-

\ of Re form Jµdaism, t he Cont:.g,tence 

oth a nticipation a nd trepidation . 

.._. Among Germa n lead/, saw it as a means to widening 

the horizon of L1beraf J udaism, bringing into the foreground 

the meaning of• Li beral Judaism, and expressing gratitude 

and venera tion for Claude Montefiore.33 lsmar Elbogen, 

leading h istorian and head of the Berl i n Hochschule, hoped 

that a ~orld Un ion woul d put at the side of t he Agudah and 

t he Zioni sts, t he expression o f Liberal religious Jewry. 34 

Joseph Lehmann, of the Berli n Reform Gemeinde, felt that 

the Confer e nce had arrived late. but ?rot too late; t hat 
. 

Li beral Jewry, wh ich had held t he leadership all during the 

n i neteenth century _ had hesitated too lo ng in regard to its 

orga ni zation in r e lation to· the world 's ' then present condi-

ti.ens. He went on to say that he envisaged t he possibil ity 

of c c-eating a central oc-ganization combining the three re-

/ ligious Jewish federations---a confederation for t he purpose 

o f counteracting t he polit ical, national, a nd particular- .. 

istic movement in Jewry . 35 The Conference 's c hief organizer, 

Montagu, hoped less for politica l gains than for guidance in 

33. "Liberal Jews in Conference," Jewist\ Guardian) July . 9, 4926, No.354, 
p.13, quotina from an Issue of the Jtldische Liberal, 1.eit\N. 

- • 4 

34. Ibid'. 

,,, 
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religious t hought, a fresh stimulus to an understanding 

of Judai sm, and a wor l dwide cooperation ln t he furthering 

o f those aims.~ In rthodox quarters ( a nd subsequently 

Zionist as we ll j, ho'";,v~ the prospective ConferE?nce was 

reportedly s~r1 { some controversy a nd was " [ t )he eegin-

ning of what may be a c risis tn t he Jewish 

communi ty in t hi s ~ ntr -
,.37 

Who actuall y conceived the idea of s uc h a con ference may 

be a matter of some debate . In his address of we lcome . 

Montefiore o bserved that some Liberal Jewish leaders in 

Germany had thought of the Conference in 1913. 

I 

to add. however, 

it is not I u•ho revi\·ed the plan and brought it to 
fruition . I{ is the achievement of a remarkable woman 
... the work of Miss Lil~· l\lontagu. the foundress of 
the Jewish Religious lJnion .... LJ8) 

He went on 

Others have • given Montagu similar credit . 39 Still o t hers 

\.36. "International Conference of Liberal Jews to Organize in London in July." 
The American Hebrew, June, 25, 1926, Vol.I 19. No.'· pp. \99ff. The periodical devoted 
approximately WI entire page to an advance story on , the Conference. Montagu 
went on to describe 'the state of Liberal Judai$m in various countries and also 
to say, ''We cannot doubt that religious revelation u·lll 'be given to our people in 
progressive measure, so Iona as they are receptive to Its . innuence. But we see 
arOUQd us so much deadening indifference, that we fear that the nwnber of (Xlr 
witnesses the direct descendants or the ancient kingdom of priests. may dwindle ·un­
less· a deat and united effort is made to resist atroph.v and revitalize the faith ." 

• 
37. "Rabbis to Meet in Conclave,'.' Daily Express, July 8, 1926. The article 

reports that "Orthodox Jews. headed by Dr. Joseph Hertz, Chief Rabbi Qf the British .. 
Empire, are deepty concerned at the development or Liberal Judaism. which cuts 
strai&ht at the root or customs and laws more than 2000 years old." '1t so. on 
to describe the various Orthodox laws which Liberals disreaard and concludes .,ith 
the assertion that, "~\&rther, they recosnise the tffllinence of Christ as a teacher, 
tbou&h not His divinity, and over this and other points a bitter controversy· has 
been ragina." Note the impact of Montefiore1s thinkin& in the latter qucfte. 

38. Inter.national Conference Report, 1926, .pp.12-13. 

39. Umansky, p.98. 

,, 
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dispute this and credit Israel Mattuck, rabbi of th~ Liberal 

Jewish Synagogue of London, as the "moving spirit" of the 

Conference .
40 ~ 

Whoever was ~ he act· L.vr .. brains" be hind it a nd whatever 
I ,' 11• 

we-re the pe~na /4mb1 tl!~ ns for or reservations about ' it, 
, -' 

the Conference must have been motivat"0d a nd actuated by 

.._ a sincerely felt ~-fQ,(_Juch an international colloquium, 

Lo judge by the ist of luminaries who trouble d to attend . 

Among the scheduled speakers we r e, of course. Mat tuck, Mon-

tagu, a nd Montefi o re. Joini ng t:hem were Caesar Seligmann , 

president of the Union of Liber al Rabbis in Germany , and 

Heinric~ Stern. president of the Vereinigung fur das liber­

ale Judentum; CCAR president Lo u is Wo l sey, HOC pres ident 

Julian Morgenstern. a nd pa st CCAR president Abram Simon; 

also other leading American rabbis s ,~ch a~ Samuel Schulman. 

Maurlce Harris, and Will iam Rose nau; and, fi na lly, Leo Baeck 

who, unable to attjend the Conference. neve rthe less sen t a n 

address with Stern . Also present to give an " unsc heduled" 

address on Zionism ~as leading Ame rican Reform Zionist, 

Stephen Wtse. The roster was , i ndeed , star- studded; but a 

/ show can cast only so many stars. · The number of strong per­

son~lities at t h is one, and t he wi de d i fferences of o pinio n , 

t hey engendered, purportedly added considerable tensfon~ 1 In 

40. An interview '4°1th Sheldon and .~ • Bia~. June 11, 1986. Mrs. Blank, 
a close friend of the \1attucks, suuested that · Mattuck was the "movina spirit" 
and Or. Blank, ~ho attended the Conference. l&f-eed that he was "cW)tral." !tirs. 
Blank. went on to say that lt was not :.tonteficre's line to start somtthin& like 

.. that as he was not' an oraanizer. "Lily Mont~ did what she was told," relyin& 
on Montefloni.' then Ma~tuck. She was a "very fine ,person, •but· not the brains:" 

41 . Ibid. 

' 
\> 
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fact , much c redit was awarded to Elbogen who, in his capa­

city as German-English i nterpret.er, always succeeded in 

"smoothlng the 'r;ough pl ces" and taki ng out some of the 

42 sting. 

The prog~ ~{/ the 

.--r 

onference was simp ly struetured, 

with the first t wo days ~ i ven over to lectures. sermo ns. 

and addresses a nd t h thd day to business meeti ngs. Sev­

eral of the second day's talks were assessments o f Liberal 

Judaism in the various represented countries, which off~red 

historical retrospectives on the tribulations and triumphs 

of Reform J udaism. evaluated current relations with the 

Orthodox', and apprised delegates of the conditions of Jews 

a nd Judaism generally in their respective lands . Most soun­

ded a very positive note as to t he promise a nd po tential 

of Reform Judaism ln the years to comB. 43 

More revealing of the widely disparate c oncerns. atti­

tud~nd approac,hes of the various Liberal communities . 

however , were the lectures and addresses. Mattuck 's address. 

"The Task of Liberal Judaism, " strove to make a virtue of 

the many differences which div i de Jews. while describing the 

/ task of Liberal Judaism as that of increasing personal pie-

ty, communal strength, a nd the universal e mphasis. Echo ing . 

42. Ibid., See also The Refonn Advocate, Aua. 28, 1926, Vol.UO<ll.- No.4, p. , . 
" ... Rabbi . Elbo&en of Gerniany, whije deli&ht(ully charmina personality hel&,ed much 
to brin& quietude or spirit ' to an assembly reft by doubts ~ disqreements." 

43. Julian Moraeostem's SPeeCh seems to have beep wi~ly ~inted in the 
, United States. Attention was called especially to his remari<s as to the chanps 

\\'1'l0Ulht, both positive and neaative, by the· ~tern European imiannts upon 
Reform J"4allm, the increased synaaoaue membershiP. and di.mini.shed attendance 
nt' Sabbath obsecvance, the diacontent with the lltl.lrlY, and 'the a,of,lin& promise 
or "eventual '-1\ity in American Israel." 
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Mattuck's thoughts, Montefiore 's ''Address o f Welcome '' al so 

defended t he many differences in Liberal e xpression . Sound-

ing a similar ~ord, Wolse y' s address sang t he mer its of 

continued c hange ~nd pro~-~ as preferable to being mired 
I / 

i n ritualism.~ R :frng speech, 

i n Modern Life", wfth all ts exhortatio ns about modernity, 

one can understand why. or 11 t he other talk of Vision and 

the unique contrrnu'Gon which Judaism can still make, t he 

lasting and somewhat disenchanted impress ion of one listener 

was that Ll berAl J udai sm is nothing if not "modern"~4 Mat­

tuck' s second address, "The Use of the Bible 1 n Education 

and Worship~• also establ ~shed t he need for modernis m, s peak­

ing to the posi tive aspects of the Bible while also insist­

i ng on both the positive value of the Higher Criticism a nd 

the need to harmonize Bible and science. In accord with 

al 1 of wha t had preceded , Ros~u spoke to the val ue of 

traditional ceremonials, though recommending a nd defending 

the need for change if they are to continue to have positive 

meaning for modern Jews . On t he final morni ng of the Con-

ference, Elbogen attempted to summarize his impr ession into 

one sentence: 

11 would say, it was a remarkable enW\Ciation of what 
Liberal Judaism stands for. There was no bindina to def­
inite dollll&1 and ceremonials, and still full of life, full 
of vitality, f41l of desire to make ·itself understood by 
our fellow Jews and by the whole world.[45) 

44. Reform Advocate, p.77, which ~t sarcastically described Schulman 
as a man "imbued with tDOdernisrn" and 11,'hose manners and · diction ~ more rerni-

- ni~ent of a street comer orator than a man or the pulpit." 
45. lntert\ationaJ Conference Report, 1926, p.92 . 

. .. \>' . ... 
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The final day of t he Con ference. devo ted primarily tc 

a discussi on of the papers a nd to busi ness matters, was 

pe rh r3 ps 

tending 

Lhe 

the 

mo~ te lling of the s tronq pecso na I it i es 

Confer~nce ~ t heir di f f e r i ng v iews . 

at­

Two 

The first was in part i c ul ar l y ~sc~(an t n\ tes were struck. 

rega rd t o t he issoe o f Z\ o ni s m. Apart trom a brief men-

' lion by Monte fi orc, !J:!e_,:PnterencP. seems 

erntely and s tud-i~ly avo ided the issue 

t o have del ih-

which was then 

be i ng so hot ly de bated in most Liber al/Reform circ l es . 

A leading English Zionist, M. L. Perlzweig, in f a c t raised 

the issue, though i t was s tephen wise ' s Ie ng thy ''speec h" 

and e xplosivt3 rhetoric which seem to have made the most 

lasting i mpression. It is c lear f r om Lhe responses of 

other delegates t hat, having agreed to llmlt remarks to 

ten minutes and to avoid the Zionist issue. Wise's vio l ation 

of both was a source of surprise and no little Irritation. 

Wise ' s question was, essentially, whether Zion ist Li berals 

were to be welcome partners of the Conferenc e . Montefiore's 

answer was that t he Conference held no• official attitude . 
• 46 toward Zionism (though individual views were well-known.) 

The second issue, reflective of ~he widely differing views 

and understandings at the Conference, a rose durlng t he .. 
afternoon session which had been set. aside for cr~ating a 

World ttnion and deve loping the organizational schema (which 

would mature into a full constitution at the 19\ 8 8erlin 

--Conference.) A protracted discussion ensued as to the 

. 46. Ibid':, pp.108-9. 



naming of the baby . Was it to be a Wor ld Union of Reform, 

Li be ral, Modern, or Progressive Judaism? Each word had 

different i mpl ~ation s to the Americans. Germans . and Eng-

l1 sh. The mat der see111 taken some cons i derab 1 e 
I / ( 

amount of ti~to\jesolv it f inally was. h~w.~ver. 

and the I n ternational Co ference of Liberal Jews became , 

. '-- henceforth, the 1,Joy ~ for Pr o g ressive J udaism. 

I n t he f i na 1'analysis what. if a n ythrng. was significant 

about t his conference? Perhaps more noteworthy than any-

thing else was. a s mentioned in Montef iore's welcome. the 

bare fact of the Conference's occurrence . Never be fore 

had such a n assembly congregated . A pote n tiall y historic 

even~ was being staged i n London a nd the delegates were 

themselves a ware of it. It is difficult. however, to sort 

through a l 1 t he fanfare and bomba~· t of peeches by tne 

insi ders, many of whom were noted f o r flamboyant oratory, 

to know what t he .real fee lings o f t he participants were . ,, 

Reactions by outsiders, o n t he other hand . were pro­

nounced in both praise a nd cri ticism. often colored by 

personal or professional bias . One ed i torial, by a Reform 

/ newspaper, described the Con ference as "a purely Jewi s h 

affair, but ... in no way mo re decisive .. .. Mr . Montefior e's 

personality was the o nly unifying inf 1 uence at the Con fer-

e nce. The r est was a ll rifts and patches. • 47 Noting the 

great differences of viewpoi n t. it o bserved t hat ,the Ger ­

mans were struck by the ·ad vanced ·' s piri t of t he service . 
47. Reform Advocate, p.:7 . 

.J 
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and t he Am~ricans thought they had wandered into an ' o r tho­

do x ' synagogue, •48 a nd f urther s aid t hat the o nly point 

o f agreement w~ that Li bera l J udai s m meant something sep ­

ara ting t hem frqm " Eastern Jews st i 1 1 trapped in -/ 

Ages! 49 Another a rti cl~ o b-the prejudices o ,,tne 
7- I 

served, however. ~Themot s t riking feature of t he Confer-

ence was t he unanimi~ d opi nion o n Lhe proposition that 

the future of Jt.td~ m rests i n its liberal wi ng ... a nd that.. . 

In Juda ism at l east, un ion need not mean conformi ty." 

Continuing in a positive vei n . t he same wri ter averre d , 

"Th is much is c;ertai n . ho weve r : the Con ferenc e made evident 

t hat liberalism in Judaism is gaining ground t he world 

-over , and t ha t t his Union wilt promote i t s a dvanceme n t 

.. so Vet another r e port describing the histor ic meeti ng 

comme nted , "There was an under current of d issati s fact ion 

with the progress of Reform Judaism that made i tself evi­

dent from the very i ncepti on of the sess i o n ." 5 1 The most 

vociferous exchange, however, came from t h e conse rvative 

Jewish Chronicle and the liberal Jewlsh ~uardian of England . 

The former wrote a st i ng i ng editorial which castigated the 

/ Conference for breaching t he ,Sabbath. atta c ked Li beral 

48. Ibid. See also, AJA ~ 282 ('1o()tagu Papersl, Box 6, File 4, "Impres-
sions of the Conference of the WUPJ held in Berlin from Aus. 18th lo 21st, 1928" 
in which Montagu makes a similar observation two years later. 

49: Reform Ad, ocate, p. T' . 
.. 

50. "Jewish Liberalism in Many Lands." The American Hebrew. Juhl JO. 1926, 
Vol. 119, i\o. l~. p.331. • 

51. "Liberal Judaism in America.'' The Jewi-.h Times, July 23, 19.?6. Vol.XIV. 
No. 21. p.10: 
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J udeism ·for i ncons istency and c haotic pueri li ty, a nd re­

pudiated the mora l weakness and sel f - deception o n the issue 
52 

o f Zionis m. T~ latter wrote an equa lly stirring defense . 

Responding to re~arks by~ose Zion ists who, seizing upon 

anti-Liber al rema ~~ °by Chief Rabbi Hertz, twlst~p yhe m 
I 

i n to an attac k o n - anti-n tionalist Liberals. the Guardian 

wen t on to say : l 

To pretend--~ sch~ of the eminence or chose 
\l.•ho travelled to London for this meeting, and who 
spent three long summer days in efforts to advance 
the fu ture of Judaism as a world religion in modem 
tire, are animated by no nobler object than what is 
called 'disruption.' and constitute a 'grave menace' 
to the very cause which they serve and love, is a 
contention whicti we respect where it is sincere, but 

, to which we cannot subscribe.[53) 

Perhaps more sign ificant t han either the fact of the 

52. The Jewlsh Chronicle, July 16, 1926, No. .2988. pp. 7 - 8, quoting almost in 
its entirety: "(The Conference was) remarkable for other reasons.J?esides the fact 
that it 1&1as the first gathering of the sort. It beaan with a breach of the Tradi­
tional Sabbath, a mane or defiance to the ~ ntilMflts -of Jews which, to say th~ 
least, is a characteristic'\ of this particular section or Jewry. Another notable 
achievement of the Conference was the astounding exhibition it made or the chaot ic 
puerility or what aoes by the name of 'Liberal Judaism.' ... [Tlhere was little aaree­
meot on questions of either principle or practise, methods or object among the 
dele&ates comc,risini the Conference. Under the influen~ o, what is claimed to be 
the purest and most ethical conception of Judaism, lt\e leadina 'Liberal' Jew of 
America showed his &ood taste, by telling the Conference 'that JJhat 'Liberal' Judaism 
wanted was God and not Ghetto. It 1,1;ould be difficult to characterise adequately 
such an exclamation, and still more dirticult .to determine what s in, whether qainst 
man,)ers ot reliaious ,espect. or fair Jtreatment or the En&lish lanauaae, to ascribe 
to it .... But as we say, the Conference showed that these people, who take upon 
themel\'es to subject to the most untair cr fticism those at IAlhom they sneer as 
unproaressive and inferentially as illlbenl, were themselves flounderin& in a ver>· sea 

...... 

or contention and doubt , and difference. • The Conference presented a whole 1amut -.. 
or thouahts and Ideas utterly inconsistent. and totally incompatible ... .lt is to be 
hoped, however, ror the sake of Judaism at lar&e, tl\at the new lntematiOnal organ­
isation ..Oill to some extent remedy this. and that there wHI amerce a 'Liberal' 
Judaism at least definite "d well detennined .... But perhaps the most sorry revelation 
or morll weakness. if not utter self-deception, \\:as the attitude or the Conference 
towards Zionism .... " ( 

SJ. Jewish Guardian, July 16. 1926. ="o. 355, p.1. ~ ~rter the Coo­
rerence," p.8.' 

. . ' \ 
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Confe rence or t he reactions it stirred was its tangi ble 

outcome. A World Un ion for Progress! ve J udaism had been 

organized a nd co~vened as a consu). tati ve a nd deliberative 

body designed to )bring from 

all parts of the 
~ 

was descri bed as 

ose Jews whose religious outlqok 

Liberal, a nd Progressive. 

rn an age before tel~~ications and Jet travel made 

- s uch things commo n.p·t ·, ~e. de l egates had discussed their com­

mo n problems, descr ibed the progress a nd difficultie s of 

Libera l Judais m---both i deo l ogical l y and institutionally-- -

i n t heir respective countries. exchanged ideas, a nd even 

talked of desired ~sp irations and hopeful achievements . 

rt remai ns to subseque n t c hapters to exp l ore how the various 

problems a nd variances in constituents ' i deas, at ti t udes, 

goals, and perceptions of the World Un ion' s posit ions a n d 

purposes, the seeds o f which were sown in London, would 

later ma n ifest themselves. 

.. 



CHAPTER TWO 

EUPHORIA AND POST-PARTUM DEPRESSION 

World 'Economic Decline and World War 
1'926 - 1945 

'\ 
In the Wake of che ,o rgani~P:9:(Conference 

I - / 
I n t he est imat1w of hose who participated ln or con -

tri bute d i n some manner to the 1926 Organi zi ng Conference, 

the even t Wds to be regar~ an overwhe l ming success. '~he 

..._ a rray of scholars.~ scope of the papers a nd addresses. 

a nd t.he engag i ng discussion whi ch t hey provoke d con tr i bu ted 

to its impressiveness . More than this, however, the Con -

fer e nce del egates left London almost uni formly i nfused with 

bright hopes and unremitti ng e n thusiasm f o r t he declared 

goals and pe r c~ived prospects of a world union of Progressive 

Jews . In her i nvitat ions to the Conferenc~ delegates (as in 

so many o f her wr iti ngs before and after the i n itia l London 

meeting ) Li l y Mon tag(J had expressed her a 1 arm at t he ever -

i nc reasi ng r e ligious indifference of Jews worldwide a nd 

at idealism's loss of ground to material ism. Her purpose 

i n o rgani z ing t he Conference, she said, w~s to combat s uc h 

i ndifference and mat erial ism by revi talizi ng Juda ism a long 

/ Progressive Jewish lines. So it , may have been that the 

delegates left Londo n with a heightened conviction t hat 

Montagu' s pe rsonal battle had become the ir own. So, too, it 

may have· been that th~ left London wi t h a greater zeal 
\ 

for a Progresslve J udaism whi c h , t c; all appearan,es, had 

now become an i n ternational movement where it had previously 

' 
been - a pu~ely local phenomenQn in var ious countriea. More-
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over, it may a lso have seemed to t hem t ha t Progr es~ive Juda­

ism had drawn battle lines a gainst more than just religious 

lndifference . '\Certa inly some mus t have felt t hat they now 

had Orthodoxy "~n t~:, rl,,,r as r umors spread ln London t hat, 

in response to )Je Wor\ d Un ion· s formation, s ome Orthodox 

leaders were visual i z in~ the es tab l i shme n t of a coun cer­

group ( though this never~ter ia l ized. ) 1 

Al though a -w/id Uni on for Progress 1 ve Juda ism was ac­

compli s he d fact and its first conference a heralded success, 

t hese by no mea ns assured its i n tegri t y . Tt was self-evi dent 

to all that s uc h a federation would have bee n meaningless 

wl t hout, the participation of the CCAR a nd UAHC as const it­

uents. t he membership of the great American i nstitutions 

o f Reform being considered essentia l to its success. 
2 

Near­

ly ha lf t h e delegates at the 1926 Conf-erence were Americans 

and of t he nine p6sitions o n the Provisional Governing Bod y , 

four had been r eserved for Amer leans . 3 Nonetheless , the 

decisi o n of t he CCAR Exec.u tive Board had made c lear t ha t 

• i ts delegates to the Conference attended only in their indi-

v idua l capac i ties and we r e in no way e mpowere d to bind the 

CCAR . 4 Offi cial CCAR and UAHC membPrship in t he \.IUPJ cou ld 

only follow forma l rati f ication by thos e o rgan i zations. 

I. AJA, Wt;P J . Bo:< IJ, file l. letter to A. Leo Y.'eil from l\tontagu dated ~o\·. 
18. 1026 . . 

2. Ibid. 

J. The four appointed were CCAR president Louis Wolsey, liUC p resident Julian 
' Mor&enstem, p~t ,CCAR president .-\bram Simon'. and Executi\·e Committee member 

of the UI\HC A. Leo Wt!il. 

4. CC.~R Yearbook (Cincinnati: CCAR. 1926). 36, pp.28 , 121. 

. . . 

... 
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• 
While the not inconsiderable influenc e of the Americans on 

the Provisional Govern i ng Body virtually assured the ratif i­

cation would carry. it is worth noting , too. the very str ong 
'\ 

personal sympathr a nd ttment of s everal Ameri c a ns to 

the World Uni o n . ' fo / ke ~n was it, in fact, t hat leo ,Weil 
':>--- \ 1 

and Ludwig 1/oge!st'ei n pr\ ised , i n the unl i kely s ituatio n 

o f t he UAHC's failur e·_ ~ jotn, nt::ver t heless to guarantee 

t he $2500 contr ijl~on to which the Americ an c o nstituency 

had pledged itself. ~ 

On January 19, 1927 , t he UAHC cabled 1ts decision to 

join t he Wor ld Un ion 6 a nd ld t er tha t year the CCAR also 

voted by overwhelming majori ty to join, though not witho u t , 

vigorous debate . The principal c hal l e nge to membershi p 

came from W i 11 iam Hosenau and , to a lesser e xtent, James 

He ller . 
7 

Rosenau argued that, because t he constituents 

had little in comm<!>n . the organization would be a union In 

name , on ly . He feared , moreover. a compromise o f CCAR a u to-

nomy . Rosenau went on to diffe rent iate between CCAR member -

ship 1n, for example , ecumenica l counc i l's for the s ake o{ 

cooperatio n and membership in~ Un ion to assert c ommon pr i n-

ciples and goals. Heller, o n the other hand , tentativel y 
' 

objeeted to the aggressive stand whi c h s uch n Union mi ght 

have implied vis-a - vis t he Ort hod o x ~nd t he impo rt,~tion o f 

S. 't\JA, WliPJ. Box t3, File 1, lct-te r to 'lontagu dated Dec. 2. 
ns a Pittsburgh a1 tomey and vo,elstein. a 11,ealtt\Y ,metal industrialist. 

. ured prominently in the l:r\HC and counted amo111 th,air friends the 
Warburg, and Schift families (see letter dated ~ar. JU, 1929). • 

6. AJA, W,l;PJ. Box J.?, Fite S. 

1926. Weil 
Both rig­

Rosenwald. 

1 • for a full account of the discussion ~ CCAR \'earbQok. J7. pp:1srr. 
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Progressive Judaism into n~n-Progress1ve communities. I 
While Rosenau ' s and HP.lier's objections were i some 

sense unfounded, nei t her were they entirely without merit . 
'\ 

In both i nstanc s, the ~r::_gposed constitution of fered certai n 

specific guaranteei; . frti.cle lII recognized each constit.-
\ 1 I 

uent's a bso,Cc.e ndepen .=ind unlimited directi o n of 

, mp lied t hat the World its own affairs. Ar ~ c~ J IL sec. 3 

Union wou l d no ~ e/fer unsolicited assistance i n pro mot ing 

Progress ive Judaism o r organi zing congrega tions in ne w c o un­

t ries a nd certainly would not t.read o n a World Uni o n con-

s t i tuent' s exist Ing domain. Th e t wo o b jections , Rosenau's 

espec iall y, did however raise s ome c r ucial issues . 
I 

\.lha t 

What precisely was t o be the nature of this World Union? 

would Ameri c an Reform stand to gai n or Jose t hro ugh member -

s hip? \.Jas it only a forum for discussion and support '? 

Wo uld it actively or passively crusade to estab lish con­

gregations i n new countries ? Was it to be the s upreme organ 

a nd official mouthpiece of Progressive Judaism? 

e xert any real authority over its consti euencs ? 

1,.to ul d it 

The activis t fervor with whic h delegates left t he 1926 

Conference made s uch q uestions ?ppear all the more reason-

able. The Wo rld Un ion had proclaimed the establishment 

o f Progressive J uda ism a s a global movement . A movemen t 

usuall,y s uggests r.1 central organ to serve as policymaker , 

s pokesperson, dnd arbiter o f standards ; a union usually 
~ 

, suggests a who l e which is. not e qu~ l to, but rather greater 
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than its parts. 8 The preamble to the proposed cons ti t u t ion 9 

further reflected an ac t ivist postur e, asserting t he mi ss ion 

o f Israel to s~ead the knowledge of God and t he duty of 

Israel to work rod reco~~ of J udaism's rel i gious/ ethical 

demands . To -:A,Chie~e t h1;e.._ ends t he Wo r ld Union. in I its 
, l.1 .___ 

Constitution, declared it uld wo~k to fur ther the develop-

......_ ment of Pr ogressiv/ Jtt~, to encourage I ts growth. in 

different coun t r i s, and to promote cooper~ ln the var i-

ous com.mun i ti es . This notion of activism was central to 

t he o rgan1zatio nn a nd seems to have gu i ded its most prominent 

figures during its ear ly years. l t remains to the greater 

.,t part of ' t hi s chapter, then, to expl o r e its problems and 

its ~anifesta tions -- -thr ough the World Union's b iennial 

conferences . propaganda/ "missionary" effor ts, committee 

wo rk. and r e fugee work of the late 1930's . 

The International Conferences: 1928, 1930, 1934, t93'l 

To Judge by the volume of correspondence which both . 
. emanated from and a rrived at Li ly Montagu ' s . desk. a consider-

able amount o f her time and energies were consumed i n t he 

/ planning and organizing o f t he • i nternational conferences 

o f the World Un lon. Indeed, no s mall i mportance at tached • 

t o these confere nces in that t hey sou9ht to achieve one 
. 

of the World Union's primary goals : promoting , cooperation 

8. The UAHC and CCAR would be paradisms or the former. . A r pral system 
such as that of the United States, in which the constituent s tates enjoy autonocn>· 
excrpt in those matters where the federal 1oveinment is supreme, would be a 
paradi&m or tht' latter. 

9. Authored by A.Leo V.:eil and approved by the Go\'emina Body on Sept .7, 1927. 

/ 
.. . . j 
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between t he various communities and st imula ting t he study 

o f Judais m and its adaptation to modern l ife. lO Artic le v 

of the Constitu14on i n fact r equired that 

Sec. l. 1The l:nio~~ hold regular bi-annual con­
fer~nces of. the_ r..epr ntatives of its constituent mem­
bers.~ \ I 
Sec . ... -2. ~ purpo of these conferences shaJJ be 
the submission or repo5upon the work of 'the various 
communit ies; the disc · on of their religious concep­
tions. points of vie aspirations. and of any or 
all matte~ ane to the objects of the Union and 
its fut ure. 

The ~orld Union staged four Internationa l Conferences 

before t he deteriorating pol itical situation i n pre-war 

Euro pe r ender e d such a task i mpossible. Each conference 

fo llowed' essen t i ally the same format. Reform scho l ars a nd 

l ead~ r s would deliver sermons or addresses pertinent to 

t he chosen t heme of t he con fe r e nce. Representatives of 

the var i ous constituents would deliver papers informi ng 

delegates of the stat e of Progressive J udaism in t he ir re-

s pec t i ve lands . ~ontagu and various commit tee c hairper sons 

would report on the work and progress of the Governi ng Body, 

commi t tees. a nd task forces s i nee the previous con fer e nce . 

The program would be r ounded off with worship services. 

/ socials. a business meeting, and "round-table discussions" 

on the s undry papers or a ddresses. Seen from our vantage ... 

point. when international gatheri ngs are routine , t hese 

Conferences may seem inconsequential or even triy ial . Viewed 

in their con text, however. these Conferences were ~onsidered 

~highly notewort hy and highly s ucces i ful in fost~ri ng a sense 

• 10. WUPJ Constitutlon, Art. II, sec. l (a). 

. . .. , .... \ 

7 
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of fraternity , aware ness, and support a mong t he far-fl ung 

constituent communit ies . They also highligh ted many di ffe r -

ences, setting off , for exampl e, t raditional ists from no n­
\ 

trad itionalists, Zion ists anti - Zionists . More-
/ 

over, whi 1 e S8'9e i~fiv ldu the Conferences Jou ld 

have benefitted from d ispe sing with the scholarly papers in 

favor of more time y r---i:~ and discussi on , 11 t he content ot 

t hese addresses r anked of a high scholasti c cali ber . 

On the s ur face at leas t . the Confere nces were inter ndl Ly 

di rected , intended to strengthen bonds within the Proqressive 

c;ommun lty a nd to deul with Progr essive Jewish a pp lications 

and so lution s to contemporary problems. One s us pects, how-

.ever, that t he conferees also hoped to make r ipples be yo nd 

t he confines of the Prag ress i ve commun i ty at a ti me when 

only t he Zionists c ould boast of C<!'ngresses on a n i nter­

national scale. One periodical pre dicted : 

The Conference. that is to be held in Berlin next month 
in connection v.•ith the World Union for . Progressive 
Judaism is •likely to be an outstanding e,·ent in modem 
~ (emphasis added). [12] 

An a dmittedly 11ber ally-inc lined pa per we nt on to say ~ 

There is nothing like it in Or thodox Jewish l ife , and 
its proceedings. we should think. "''ill be more hannonious 
than the politicaJ discussions at international Congresses 
of Zlonists .... [J)udaing by events, t.he most ' live' move-
ment in Judaism at the present moment is its Progres-
sive Ecclesia: , most 'live' because its representatives 

• come to~ether from both sides or the Atlantic in order to 
exchange \ 1ews on topics of Jewish religion .... (13J 

I l. AJA. WOP J, Oox L?. file 10. reph· by A. Leo Weil to a questtoMaire from 
Ludwia Vogelstein, d1u,ed I 9~'l. 

12. The Jewish "'orld. July, 1928. 

13. The Jewi sh Guardian, August 3, 1928. 

• I 
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So it was that the t,Jo rlrl Un ion reconvened formal l y o n 

August 18, 1928, i n Berlin, for the fi rst offic ial bienn ia l 

Conference. Se~ting th~ate had itself been a matter of 

some difficul ty ~nd i.llu ative, i n a s mall way , of c erta in 
// 

problems wit~ ~f-WUP-\. A date in June would have had 

to all ow for travel time \ o r the Ame r ican delegates. Thus , 

August 11 was a gr~ u~ until it was learned that , this 

was a German nafiona l holiday at which time rabbi s were 

e xpected to preach patriotic sermons in thei r respective 

synagogues. Upon moving t he date to August 18, t he Ame ri cans 

complained they would have insu fficient time to return home . 
in prepcfratio n for the Hi gh Hol y Days. The Germa ns agreed 

agai n t o August 11, but t he Ameri cans who could attend o n 

t he 18th had already arranged to do so. Letter s moved slowly 

or crossed i n the mail a nd feathers we re- r u ffled when some 

leading Americans proved unable to at tend .14 
On a mundane 

level t his was tes~imony to t he d ifficu l ties of constructi ng 

a g l oba 1 network when c ommu·n i cations were by no means what 

t hey are today; a problem persisting beyond the firs t decade 

and leadihg ind ividuals from CCAR presiden t Hyman Ene l ow 

/ to HUC presiden t Julian Morgenstern to complain of i mproving 

the machinery o f commun ications with the consti t uent o rgan- ~ 

izations. 15 On a ~ore serious Leve l , under scoring the ri ft 

14. f2!: examplt!, CC.\R president Felix Levy. AJA, WUPJ •. Box 8, File I.?, 
letter dated July, 1928. .. 

lS. AJA, WUPJ. Box 5, File 2. lette r •from Harry Enelow to Montqu dated 
-May 24, 1928. Also 'AJA. WUPJ, Box 12. File 10. Oct. 4, 1928, reprdina · the mechan­
ics or cOCIIIU\ication 111ith American deleaates: "I must say · that · ( am t,y no means 
satiSfied Vlith the manner of organization of the World Union or itti Goverruna Body 

,,, 
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over Zionism, the incident provoked an a c cusati o n t hat the 

late August date was a ploy by German Zionist delegates 

to keep away e n<?ugh Americans so as to force through an 

affirmative vote J n the i e116': 16 
/ 

The Confe:~ce\ J he.;e "The Message o f Liberal Juda ism 

for t he Jew of Today" ma ny of the addresses sounded 

-..__ the same c hord as i/ 9-20 Tending toward i nstituti o nal i zed 

rather than poll~cized religious issues , some were a lmost 

apologia justifying the case for Progressive Judaism as. for 

example, Samuel Go ldenson • s "\.Jhy the Services of the Syna­

gogue Should be Modernized.M Others. not unexpectedly those 

of Monteflore and Baeck, rose to the inspi r ational . Monte-

fiore 4 speaking t o "The I mportance of Liberal Judaism f o r 

the Religious Life of the lndividual," insisted that the 

religious life must be the whole o f one 's existence and 

not merely a part. Baeck, taking the Conference theme for 

his title, spoke of religion as t he lonq march of history 

a nd of the Jew's task as t aking his plac e in the world with­

out losi ng his connection with his own h i s'tory . 17 

for the transac~ or business. The machine 11,hich the L'nion has perfected is to my 
mind very inertlcient and wastes much time in talkina about important matters, but 
achieves COfflparativety little in the way of actuaily carrying out in it businesslike 
manner important undertakin&$ and projects. J am not at all certain that an organiza­
tion or AQlerican delegates will heJp matters. In fact. I have a· distinct feeling 
that it will merely make the en1ire procedure more involved and inefficient." 

16 .• AJA, WUPJ, Box 13, file l, letter from '\. Leo Weil to Montaau dated 
Mar. 10, 1928. Weil. an anti-Zionist, HS convinced that if the World Union ever 
became committed to Zionism. this would bcina abOUt its disinteption and collapse 
so far as the Americans were concerned. He ·also' seemed to realf'11 ~ suct:l as 
,Bleck and Elbo&en as pro-Zionism. ~ ror ex~le A\11. 21, 1928 edition or Daily 
New Bulletin of the Jewish Telelfll)hjc A&ency. 

' 
· 17. AJA, MSC 282 (Montaau Papers). Box 6, File 4, "Impressions- of 1928 Con-

. . . 
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The 1928 Conference was notable on several counts. At 

t he Sunday morning service o f the Refo rm Gemeinde. Lily 

Montagu preached the s ermon, marking the first occasion i.n '\ . 

which a woman h" d s pok~ m a German pulpit.18 No less 
/ 

positive was the \ 07clt iatory tone of the round-table- discus-

sions as when C~sar Se igmann . drawi,.ng from an article 

by Ismar El bogen, s~u o t he Reform Gemeinde' s J ~seph 

Le hmann of buildJ,-A✓bri dges. 19 Less pos itively , t here re­

mained a continuing d iv i sion ove r the WUPJ' s of fi cia l ne u-

trali ty toward Zionism . Indeed, a minor disruption of the 

Sunday morning public meeting o ver the distributio n of the 

Zion ists ,' JUdische Rundschau moved Chairman Leo Weil to 

reit ~ra te earlier disavowals : 

Certain propaganda has been distributed relating to 
Zionism, and there will be ,distributed (so 1 am informed), 
at the door when the audience leaves, othe.c_propaganda 
on the sall)e subject. We wish it dis~ctly understo.od 
that the Wor'fil Union for Pr:ogressive 'Judaism has taken 
UJ> no attit\lde whatever on that subject..~.we are itl 
no way responsible •for the distribution of this propaganda 
and have taken no attitude on this subject.(201 

Paradoxically, the official neutra li ty whic h had bee n intend-, 

ed to prevent disintegration of the World Uni.on over t he 

matter of Zionism had itself become o ne of t he Union' s mos t 

contentious issues . 

ference." Montagu wrote of Baeck,, "His personality is that of a 11rophet ... there ' 
is an inten.c.ity about him which lifts his audi8flCe to a high plane." 

18. • This required a ' good deal of coaxing by Dr. Joseph Lehmann, be&innina 
in August, 1927. See AJA, WUPJ, Box 8 , File 10, letters dated AUi'. 28 and Nov. 12. 
1927. Also AJA, MSC 282 CMontagu Papers), Box 6, File 4. "lm~ions of · 1928 
Conference." ~ 

19. WUPJ, 1928 Conference Report (hereafter CR). p.146. 

20. Ibid .• p.S9. 
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Finally there was, Less i mmediately explosive t hough 

potentially more threatening over the long term, what would 

prove to be t he r ecurring problem of financ es. The annua l 

budget at t his time was fl 000 when £3000 was needed "to 

ge t well star ted in our work . "21 The matter of fund-raising, 

discussed a t leng t h. necessitated a resol ution permitt ing 

t he Govern i ng Body to e ngage in soliciti ng private indi ­

viduals. The principal obj ect ion was t hat mon ies thus raised 

mi gh t be g l eaned and di s bursed i n s uch a way as to e ncroach 

on a constitue n t or gan ization 's "turf. •· 72 This fear was 

placated a nd a reso lution appr oved encouraging and s upporting 

t he Govern l ng Body ' s e ndeavors at i nde pe ndent f und- r ais ing . 

One notes again, however. the issue of constituent soverei gn­

t..y a nd autonomy (as well as competing i n t erests ) rearing 

its ugly head as fear ed t wo years ear lier by Wil liam Rosenau . 

Thus e nded- the First Internati ona l Conference i n Berl i n . 

Paper s a nd addresses ranging from the d i dactic to t he defen ­

sive Uflderscored the differences in Progressive Judaism. 

' Frank a nd open d i scussion built bridges between Progressive 

Jews. Beneath t he veneer of i nternational coqperat ion, 

however , t here lurked dissension over consti tuent sovereign-

t y, finances, a nd t he avoided issue of Zionism. The dele-

gates left Berlin, nonethe less, apparently with buoyant 

> \ 21. Ibid. , p.100. 1\ goal of an annual income of £3000 or about $15,000 
remained the hope or many and the aoal of Leo Weil until hls death in 1938. Weil 
hoped that a few ~ealt~ donors could be induced to es.tabllsh an endo'IJment fund 
generating SlS,000 annual Income for ten years, by which time the WUPJ would 
be self-supporting. Rearettably. ttie Depression and the refuaee problem or the 
19301s prev~nted this. 

22. Ibid., p.101. 

( 
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·spiri ts mirroring those of 1926. 
. 

o= 

They also left with an 

invitation by the Ameri c ans to host the 1930 International 

Conference. 

Due to financial cons iderations which would have rendered 

the attendance of many European de! egates improbable, the 

World Union changed the proposad venue of the 1930 Conference 

to London .
23 r f the I ength of the Conference .Report I s 

any measure, r unning dS 1t does to 310 pages, the work of 

the Union had expanded considerably and caught up with its 

dsplrations in the preceding two years. By 1930 these con-

ferences, indeed the World Union itself. seemed to possess 

a greater sense of purpose nnd self-assuredness. As President 

Monteflore stated in his welcoming dddress: 

These Conferences are ... of value in man~ different 
1113.>s .•.. (T)hey keep before our minds .. . the importance 
of our cause. They stimulate and encourage us. We 
learn from each other. and we give to each other ; 
... The Conferences tend to spread abroad a knowledge 
of, and an interest in, Progressive Judfism and its 
ideals .... Moreover , th~ value of these Conferences is 
not exhausted by the papers and discussions that 11.1e 
hear .... friendly conversations ~tween members of dif­
ferent Clluntries may often be as useful as the public 
llleetil\&s. Then. too, our Conferences cause the Jews 
as a whole to perceive more clearly the imp0rtance 
or Progressive Judaism as a religious factor both within 
Judaism itself and beyon<t the pale. Lastlr. the Con­
ferences stimulate• the permanent work of .,the Lnion. 
namely, 10 hel~ in diffusing Progressive Judaism among 
countries 11.her Liberal Jewish organisations would 
be a l>le~na-J: r the Jews and ror Judaism. but where 
at present they do not- exist.l 24J 

lt \olas clear thdc: the overarchiny purpose· of these confer-

23. The Conference com·ened July 19-12, 1930. The first lnternati()!\81 Con­
ference to be held in ~orth America did not finally occur until April, 1986 in Toronto. 

24. WIJPJ 1930 £!. p.12. 
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ences, whatever their interpretation by outsiders, was to 

offer a forum for the exchange of ideas and ideology. Cndeed, 

it was this - very exchange whic h in some sense made of them 

Progressive conferences. 

The subjects dealt with jn the Conference were of 
great importance and co\·ered a ~·ide range ... The total 
record is somewhat imposing. It shows, at all events, 
that Progressive Judaism is earnest and all\'e. that 
those who range themselves under its banner are anxious 
to appl)· themselves with sincerity and open-mindedness 
to ttte ... special problems which beset and affect Judaism. 
In the roreward to the Report of the first Conference. 
Dr . Elbogen finelr said that it is not the business or 
purpose of these Conferences to lay down dogmatic 
answers to the problems discussed: it is enough that 
the problems are raised and ventilated, and that the 
speakers treat of them frankb, and fearlessly ... . The 
freedom or Progressive Judaism lies ... in the readiness 
to ask and discuss the quest ions. Vie move forward 
to fuller answers in the light of growing knowled&e 
and thought. That our Conferences help this moving 
forward is one of the chief reasons for holding them.[251 

It was simi larly clear a t this conference, judging by 

the addresses and discussions which accrued to the Conference 

theme of "Progressiv~ . Judaism and Some Aspects of Modern 

Thought," that if Progressive Judaism h~d been born of Juda­

ism's confrontation with modernity/ coming fo grips with 

that 6bnfrontation was bv no means an acc<ifupUshed fact . 

David Koigen of Berlin, for exampl e , spoke of evolving modern 

conce ptions of God; Samue l Schulman 1 of New York . of the 

a ppropriate content of prayer in modern times; Israel Mattuck. 

of translating rel lgious teach ing i n to• t he mo dern 1 i.fe of 

t he individual ~nd the place of Law and ceremony in Progres­

sive Judaism; Fei ix Levy , of modernity· s twin e ne mies of 

religion---industrialism and nationc,l ism---and Refo rm Juda -

25. Ibid., From the forward by Montefiore. 
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ism's role in the combat . Indisputably . modernity was fore-

most i n t he minds of the c on ferees. Further svidence of it 

l&Y in the three motions passed i mpinging on the status 

of women. At the Business Meeting, after a long discussion 

' in German it may be worth noting . the World Union decl ared 

(i) t he perfect equali t y o f men a nd women, (ii) that thou­

sands of war widows must be released from their condi tion 

as A9unot. and (ii i) t he non-necessity of Chalitza. However 

interesting this declaration may have been of itself. it 

was probably more interesti ng for the light i n which it 

cast the Wor l d Union' s role. Inasmuch as t he Liberal / Reform 

rabbinates of America, Germany, and England had long accepted 

these princ f ~es , either by proclamation or practice. the 

World Unlon6 hardly broke new ground . One may we L 1 wonder, 

in fact, whether the World Uni on was a clarion call or a n 

echo, leading or being led; whether it would have been as 

quick to make such a pronouncement had a major constituent 

already declared to the contrary. 

Fi nally, it is essential to note that ttte issue of zi'on­

i sm continue d to rouse heated debate within the ranks . At 

~h is 1930 Conference a resol~tlon was moved that the official 

position on Zionism- --t hat it was . i nappropr i~te for discus­

sion---should be rescinded as inconsonant with Progressive 

J udaism 's e mphas I s on free speech. <:CAR pr~s-ident, Felix 

Levy had a lready raised the matter with Mo~ months before 

by insisting tha t his address C ''The Task of Li be ral Judaism") 

must be permitted to touch briefly upon the s ubject of Zion- I 
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ism in order t9 b'e complete. Montagu had urged against 

· 26 • 1 t and the matter was left hanging. At the Conference, 

however, the r~solutions committee advised ~gainst rescis-

sion. Following an emoti-0nal debate between Rabbis Isserman , 

(favoring rescission) and Schulman ( opposed) , t he committee's 

recommendation was adopted. 27 

The World Union did not reconve ne again formally for 

another four years. Prevented from staging a gathering 

in 1912 by financial disabil ities created by t he Great De­

pressron, the Governing Body i nstead held an informal Round­

Table Conference in Amsterdam around the t heme ''How Progres­

sive Judaism Can Combat t he Wrong Kind of Assimi Lation ." 

Subsequently, the World Union agreed to postpone plans fo r 

• its biennial until 1933 , by which time it was hoped that 

~h~ Jewish community in t he city of Hamburg, the "birthplace 

of Liberal Judaism, " would be in a better economic positi on 

to bost the meetings at the famous Hamburg Temple. Once 

again, however , history intervened when •the the changed 

political fortunes of German Jewry (and the resulting o p­

position from th CCAR to a conference in Germany) forced 

another postponement . 

The World Union did, finally, convene in its Third Inter-

national Confer~nce in July, 1934, in London . The mood 

was a more somber one than previously, but a 1 though the , 

26. AJA, WUPJ, Box 8, File 12, correspondence of May, 1930. 

27. WUPJ 1930 CR, pp.188-95. 
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financial and poli ~ical consider ations whic h had forced 

t he earlier cancel lations stil l pers isited, t he sentiment 

had prevailed that these mounti ng t r oubles mandated t he 

renewal a nd strengthening afforded by the Conference. 28 

There is precious little to remark upon about this confer­

e nce, · however; perhaps because t he size of t he Conference 

was no~bly smaller t han previous o nes, both in actual num-

bers a nd i n stature. Many of the luminaries of the German 

a nd American moveme nts had been prevented by circumstances 

from attending . Moreover, mora le a nd mo ney problems seemed 

to have dampene d t h ings. Mr . E. Turk, WUPJ Tre a s urer , had 

pre dicted that the c urrent deficit of near ly $900 would 

grow to nearly $1900 by 1936 and wo u ld very likely wo rsen 

after t hat . 29 

The Conference t heme of "Judaism a nd Human Destiny'' 

prompted disc ussi ons lar9ely dominated by the p r o blem of 

the relation between the c l aims o f the c ommunity a nd the 

rights of the i ndividual . Dr. Mattuck's s ummary of Confer-
• 

ence discussions observed that a great deal of e mphasis 

on Communi ty c a me from the German representatives ; f urther. 

t hat an oft- repeated ''desire for a discipl i ne, a way of 
.,( 

l1 fe , i mposed by a n \\lt;hori ty t hat sp~ke 

' the community" c ame from t he young people. 
30 

28. WUPJ 1934 £8, p,8. 

in the name of 

I nterestingl y , 

29. lbid. . p.42. The minutes of the Executive Committee. Oct . 26. 1938. 
indicate a deficit 9r over £1100 (SS500) in the Palestine account and more than 
£600 ($3000) in the general account! 

JO. Ibid., p.47-&. 
It 



-45 -

Mattuck rather blithel:y dismissed this e mphasis o n the group 

life of the Jew as "to be expected in view of the prevailihg 

tendencies ln the world at presen t." 31 Presumably he was 

s peaking to the i ncreasing alienation and isolation whic h 

had for ced many European Jewi s h communi t l es to fal l back o n 

t heir own r esources and to look for str e ngth and nourish~ent 

from withi n their own peop le . Mat tuck, a n / a nti - Zion i st, 

decried this emphasis o n the people Israel at t he expense 

of t he religion of Israel, seemingly regard ing it as only 

a temporary aberration. 

One particularly noteworthy matter does dist inguish t he 

Third Conference; namely, t he gradually increasing e mphasis 

on Pales tine in t he World Union's agenda . I n resp'onse o 

·• frequent " a nd urgent requests" that work be in it iated in 

Pa lestine, the Governing Body had, at t heir Jul y , 1934 meet ­

ing, agreed to appoi n t a special committee to investi gate 

and, if possible, in itiate Progressive work in Palestine. 32 

At the Business Meeting of t he International Confer e nce 

that same year 

the Secretary's reference to the proposal of the Govern­
ing Bod)· to form [such) a committee ... evoked much 
S)'lllp&thetic discussion. Mr. Perlzwei& was supported by 
several other speakers in his view that ~ there was a 
definite and urgent need for religious work, 8f\d if not 
undertaken under the auspices of the World Union it 
might waste itself in unauthorised and spasmodic efforts. 
It was agreed that the need for constructive organisation 
on religious lines 1Vas felt tl<>t only by Progressively 
minded men and women already resident in Palestine 
for some t ime. but also by the German refugees who 

31. ~ .• p.49. 

32. Secretary's report to WUPJ 1934 CR, p.7. 
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had gone there ~ing the last year .(33) 

Whether qr not it, was c ontradictory for a n ostensibly · non­

Zion ist Wor ld Union dominated by anti - Zionists to undertake 

to bring Progressive J uda ism to Palesti ne remains argua b le. 34 

' More certain is that at Lhe l~J4 London Conference the World 

Union for Progressive Judaism, if not exactly discovering 

Zionism. did discover Zion. 

The World Unio n c-:ame together aga in J uly 2-6, 1937, in 

Amsterdam. Hol l and, in what would prove its las t formal 

Con ference un til after World War II . The venue ha d been 

a very deliberate c hoice: in part as a m~~ter of convenience 

1o t he German de J egat ion; i n · par; a s a yes l ure of s upport 

to the s till fledgli"ng Dutc h Progressive communi ty; in part 

to sound a n upbeat note, t he estab lishme nt of t he Dutc h 

group being o ne of the World Union's "success stories . " 

As a result of t he turmoil wrough t by the steadily moun t ing 

eris is for the Germa n Jews and t he combined fl nanc ia 1 ~oes 

wro ught b y the still recovering economy and the diversion of 

funds to the German r efugee effor ts, however. t he mood of 

the confe rence was apparent! y a nd uns urprisingly downbeat. 

Clearly. the pr9gress of the Un ion had been confoun~ed by 

the circumstan,;t~s of history . Wt th in the ranks, President 

Montefiore, then EiO and suffering con ti nuing setbacks to 

his health , seems to have been only no minally s erv ing as 

JJ. WUPJ 1934 CR. pp,43-·l. 

34. For a fuller treatment of this subject, ~ 0 l.iberal Judaism in Palestine," 
thesis by James Scott Glazier. I 919, HlC-JlR. 
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president. 35 
Outside the ranks-, moreover. the very organ-

i zation of the con ference seems to have . been attended by 

some controversy when the president of the Board of Deputies 

of Dutch Jews, a Mr. Asscher, concerned that such a meeting 
,I • 

would cause a schism i n the Dutch community and possibly 

prejudice work among German refugees. requested that the 

Confere nce not take place i n Holland or that meet ings -11, 

least be kept private. lt is hard to know whether the r.on-

cerns were va 1 i d o r mere Ly a ploy; 1n dny event, the \.JUPJ 

he ld its ground as well as the Conference . 36 

The Conference itself was described as "remarkable be­

cause of t he number of German delegates who had come at 

considerable personal sacrifice. and because of the inter­

esting youth meetin</s which were organised by the youth 

members themselves , and parti c ularly because of the alive 

chara~ter of the business meeting : •37 
ln a ttendance were 71 

deleg~tes (about half that of the 197.6 Organizing Con ference) 

including two from Danzig; which had affi liated with the 

Union earlier that year.38 The Conference theme was "Organ-
., 

ised Religion and Modern Life." yet what seems most to have 

' stirred the gathering was a response by lsrael Mattuck to 

remarks delivered by outgoing CCAR president Felix 1Levy. 

JS. WUPJ 193i CR, p.8. 

36. AJA, WuPJ. Bo:< s. File 4, minutes of Execut i"e Committe (hereafter ~EC). 
Apr. 24, 1937. 

37. AJA. WUPJ. Box J, File 4, coorerence Repcrt for "Monthb·." p.l. 
I 

38. AJA, WUPJ. Box o. File 11, minutes of GoverninI Body (hereafter MGB). 
July 6, 1937. 
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It may be remembered thet the· pronouncement by Dr. 
Felix Levy, .. on the relation between Reform and Tradi­
tional Judaism as reported in the papers, had been 
considered by some of Orthodox critics as an expression 
of discouragement and even or · frustration. From all 
sides appeals had come in to the Executive or the 
World Union that an effective reply must be gjven to 
our'cri tics.[39) 

Mattuck took up t he c hallenge, addressing three points which 

the Orthodox had taken out of context and rebutting each . 40 

Expressions of appreciation for Dr . Mat tuck' s remarks were 

i mmed iately forthcoming from as far away as Australia and 

South Africa. Though the matter may seem at first blush 

a small o ne , it was signi ficant in what it revealed a bout 

t he evolving nature of t he Wor ld Union a nd the interdepend­
/ 

I ency of its cons t i t uen ts. On the one hand, the statements 

a nd decisions of o ne WUPJ constituent. here the CCAR, had • 
come to have serious i mpl ications for other constituents 

in other l ands- --evide nce that other s had come to view Pro­

gressive Judaism as the WUPJ viewed ft, a worldwi de movement. 
,,.,..~ 

On the o ther hand, smaller. more remote Progressive commu-

nit i es stil l f ound themselves isolated and o n the defensive, 

l ooking tow~rd the World Union for the s upport and propa-

9anda necessary to secure their posi t ions. 

Perhaps , however, of greatest conse que nce in Amsterda m, 

39. AJA, WUPJ, Box J, File 4, Con(erence Report for Monthly, p.3. 

40. WUPJ 1937 CR, pp.18-22. Levy had called for chanaes which the Orthodox 
took as an admission of Rerorm's failure. Mattuck explained trust chan&e, proaress. 
is the very essence of Proaressive Judaism. Levy was fw-ther reported to have 
said the "Rerormation days are over.11 Mattuck cut a distinction between a sug­
aested return to tpore conservative 'praetices and moderations in reform---not the 
end or Reform. Finally, Lew reportedly said that Reform Judaism hid fail~ to 
influence the bulk or Jewry. Mattuck questioned whether OrthodoXY hid done any 
better and went on to claim that where Jewry had had the option of Reform. It 
had fared well. 
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though it passed with little fanfare. was the World Union's 

subtle yet utter aboutface o n the issue of Zionis m. I n 

one o f the supreme ironies, ~lbeit h~stened by the approach 

of one of history's supreme tragedies, Mat tuck proposed a 

resolution effectively nullifying t he Union's longstanding .. 
policy of si lence on Zionism: 

While maintaining the official attitude of neutrality 
towards Zionism which was adopted by our Union when 
it was fOWlded, so as to allow 1,oth Zionists anq non­
Zionists attached to Progressive Judaism to participate 
in its work, we recognise with gratitude the present 
value of the upbuildina work that has been, and is 
beina, done in Palestine, and express the hope that 
it may afford a home for the largest possible number 
of those Jews who are forced by oppression or by un­
bearably adverse economic or political circumstances 
to leave their present homelands.[ 411 

While the resolution was a fur c ry from a plea for a Jewish 
.. 

state. while it was more a plea for a Jewish haven, the 

grateful acknowledment of the work of the Z i onists did mark 

a dramatic shift for the World Union . The subject would 

no longer be taboo. As another writer has written, "German 

anti-Semitism had made the World · un ion ' s policy of shelv.lng 

Zionism impossible to maintain. The universalism whi c h 

Progressive Judaism had taken for granr.ed was fading. For 

the World Union it was indeed time to reconsider. "
42 

The World Union's Efforts to Found New Communities 

The peri od ic convening of the International Conferen,ces 

constituted some of the most visible efforts of the World 

41. lbid., p.37. 

42. Glazier, p. 12. 
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Union for Progressive Judaism. Its attempts to sow Progres-

s ive Jewish communiti es on new soil 1;9m1frised its most en­

during, fruitful, troublesome, and overly-ambitious . Several 

of these attempts enjoyed notable success. Historical cir-

cumstances or finances either crippled or completely aborted 

others and, just as sadly, demographics or self-delusion 

t urned some into boondoggles. 

The World Union Constitution had nscribed two raisons 

d'etre to t he organ ization . Wri ti ng in 1937, e leven years 

after the WUPJ's founding, Israel Mattuck described this 

blfurcatlon thusly : 

The World Llnion was founded eleven years ago this 
month, at a meeting in London. with two special aims. 
One was to bring together representatives of Progressive 
Judaism .. .ror an exchange of views, for a discussion 
of policies, for col\sidering ways by which Proaressive 
Judaism might increase and strengthen its work in the 
COW\tries where it existed. The second purpose was 
to combine all the existing Progressive Jewish organisa­
tions for joint work in spreading Progressive Judaism 

. to coWltries and to places where it did not then exist. 
The aims or the World Union are ll) Joint discussion 
for the development of Progressive Judaism; and (2) joint 
work for the spread of Progressive Judaism.{43) 

This second purpose, the spread of frogressive Judaism (even­

tually translated as the formation of new congr~gationsJ 

would over time prove a source of end less frustration even 
) 

as it would come to assume ever-grea,er and sometimes o~er-

whelming importanr.e. 
~ _/ '\ 

to further the 

development of Progressive Judaism and promote cooperat1on 

among constituents seemed clear enough in its meaning insofar 

43. WUPJ 1937 CR, p.J8. 
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a s the Constituti on went o n to . describe the excha nge of 

information and ideas and the forging of bonds, principa•lly 
. 

by means of biennial international conferences. The second, 

however , to aid in the spread of Progressive J udaism, while 

easily e nou gh put into words , was far mo re a mbiguous when 

put into practice. \.Ii th few guidelines and fewer precedents 

to guide t he task, it might easily have been a 1 together 

neglected , but for t he tenacity a nd earnestness o f sever a 1 

i ndividuals . By 193 1, the Governing Body had evolved the 

following po licy toward c ommun ities which possessed no Pro­

gressive organ ization: 

It is among the aims of the World Union to present 
tlle teachings of Progressive Judaism to those Jews who, 
because they feel out of harmony with the Orthodox 
presentation of Judajsm. or for any other reason, have 
drifted, or are ir, danger of drift ing, into a complete 
religious indiffet"eOCe. In countries where there are 
Progressi\!e Jewish organisations. that work is beifll 
done by them. But countries where there is no organisa­
tion presentifll the Progressive view of Judaism, present 
a special problem. The World union feels that it has 
the special responsibility or duty to spread. the know­
ledge of Progressive Judaism to such countries. 

The World Union, however. cannot and should not 
Wldertake thjs work without the help of some of the 
people in the country .... [Tlhere must be some evidence 
of the desire for Proaressive Judaism, as well as evidence 
or the need for it, before the World Union undertakes 
any reSPQnsibility for the work of promoting .. :in any 
country. Wheo there is evidence ... the World Union 
may help in one or all of these several ways: I 

1. Sy institut ina an investigation with reference 
to the possibility of establishing a Progressive Jewish 
organisation in such country, 

2. by supplyifll literature, 0 
J . by sending a minister to ~'Uch country, upon .the 

invitation of a. local group. or in answer to a desire 
expressed by a number of responsible individuals in 
the country. 

4. by• givifll a local ifOUP financial assistance.(44) 

44. WUPJ 1934 g, Report of'\work since the 19J0 Conference, pp.3-4 . 
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·Between 19 26 and 194 5 the World. Un 1 on engaged i n pro pa -

ganda and "missionary" activities in Australia. South Africa. 

Latin America, Poland. Central Europe, the Netherlands (and 
-

elsewhere in Western Eur01>e )~ Paiestine. and India. Detailed 

histories of the World Union's role a nd efforts in each 

country quite obviously extend beyond the possibilities 

of this thesis . As it is equa 11 y obvious that these can 

neither be compl etely ignored. they must at least receive 

brief treatment. By the same token. these efforts cannot 

be fairly judged except when measured against the above-

ment ioned pol icy established by the World Union . Neither. 

however . can they be fairly evaluated using only this policy. 

Thus additional criteria must be introduced. Did the World 

Union have an overall, strategy and was it appropriate ? 

Were t he World Union's endeavors overly - ambitious given 

its resources and youth? w~re its methods i ngenuous or 

blind to local and international conditions? What fo 11 ows 

is a synopsis and evaluation of t he World Union's efforts 

in each country . 

Australia. Not long after the formation of the World Union. 

correspondence began between its secretary, Lily Montagu, 
I 

and both Ada Phillips and Ernest Levinson of Melbourne. 

Phillips had become acquainted with th~ Jewish Religious 

Union (and the WUPJ) on a visi t to London and thought perhaps 
. 

that Liberal Judaism might be introduced in Australia. Lev-

inson was particularly pessimistic about Judaism's prospects 
~ 
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"down under" : 

Nowhe~ is there c learer evidence of the damage done, 
perhaps irreperably [sicl by the misinterpretation of 
the Jewish faith by an unsympathet1c and form-ridden 
Orthodo)()I ...• After another generation Judaism - in Australia 
will be with the Dodo, unless Liberalism comes to in­
vigorate it.[4S) 

A small organization of Progressive Jews organized and i n 

1930 conducted its first · worship services in Phil l ips' home. 

Though the n ineteenth century had witnessed "rumbl i ngs for 
( 

reform," small efforts at internal reforms from within Ortho-

doxy, and even one f ailed attemp t at a German-styl ed Reform 

Temp le?6 Phi ll ips' group would form the seeds of what later 

grew to become Progressive Judaism in Australia. 

At the 1930 London Conference, Montagu reported t he Mel-

bourne congr e gation 's request for a rabbi . 
• 

Upon recommenda-

tion by Julian Morgenstern, the World Union responded with 
' 

Rabbi Jerome Mark as well as a partial guarantee for his 

transportation and first year's salary. Mark, a rad ical 

Reformer from Selma , Alabama (who had origina l ly been in ­

tended for a f ledgling group in Johannesburg until plans 

fell through) arrived in time to inaugurate High Holy Day 

services in 1930. 

The World Union remained i n constant contact with the 
( 

Melbourne congregation, offering both moral and, to a lesser 

extent, monetary s upport t hroughout i ts difficult early 

years. In early to shoulde r 

45. AJA, WUPJ, Box 1, File 4, from letters or 1928 and 1929 . 
• 

46. for a fuller history, see "Dinkum Liberal: A History of Pro,ressive Judaism 
in Australia," thesis by Eliot• JoelBaskin, 1985, HUC-JIR. . 
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its own financial burdens and affiliated formally with the 

WUPJ later that year. Between 1932 and 1934, however , debts 

began to mount and the group again looked for help to the 

World Union. The economic depression, general apathy at 

some l eve 1, and the sma 11 size and meager resources of the 

congregation all contributed to the problem . Problems with 

r a bbinical leadership, however . aggravated it considerably . 

As a radical Reformer, Mark ' s rabbinate had been attended 

by some controversy. Some was generated by the Melbourne 

Orthodox community; but more was created from within the 

ranks o f American Reform when Solomon Freehof (who ironically 

enough would later become a World Union president) caused 

a fracas by attacking the World Union in the Amer can Israel-

ite o n charges of miss1.onizing. Labeling Mark as "Mark 

the Missionary , " the Freehof artic le not only caused some 

consternation in Australia and the United States, but also 

touched off a bitter exchange o f artic les between the World 

Union and London 's Jewish Chronicle over the WUPJ's methods 

of establishing new communities. 47 

Whether d~e to Mark's dissatisfaction with Melbourne 

- (as well a y ith Freehof) or Melbourne's with Mark, the 

' rabbi resi6ned in 1933. He was followed in rapid successi9n 

by two more Americans , Perry Nussbaum ( 1933-34) and Martin 

Perelmutter (1934-36) .48 The struggle was all uphill, with 

Nussbaum even recommending that the WUPJ suspend its aoti v-

.. 

47. Jewish Chronicle, from February-October. 1931. 

48. There seems to be some discrepanc)· in names. Bakin indicates a Rabbi 
Perley rather than Perelmutter . 
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49 ities. The primary obstacle in Melbourne clearly lay 

in attracting the right leader. After the departure of 

Perelmutter the congregation expressed to the World Union 

its dissatisfaction with American applicants who were only 

job seekers with an eye to advancement in America and its 

desire for a rabbi, preferably an English-speaking German 

who would throw in his lot with the Australian community .so 

The World Union assisted in finding Dr. Hermann Sanger. 

a German rabbi who arrived in Australia in 1936. He proved 

to be the right man and was particularly attractive to t he 

growing influx of German-Jewish refugees . Under his leader-

ship the A~str alian movement grew. Temple Beth Israel began 

construction o n its qwn bui iding i n 1937 and with Sanger· s 

impetus a congreg tion " formec.l in Sydney in 1938 . 

a few years it, too, had its own building a nd rabbi and 

the two congregations federated together as a single constit­

uent of the WUPJ , the Australian Jewish· Re ligious Un ion . 

,.. 
South Africa. The World Union's role in South Africa mir-

rored that of-.its efforts in Australia and makes an informa­

tive comparison. A core group organized itself in Johannes­

burg, the World Union helped locate a rabbi, guarant~ed 

his transportation a nd underwrote his sa lary for at least 

49. AJA, WL'PJ, Box 1. file S, lettet· dated Apr. 30, 1934: "I most earnestly 
recommend to the \\'L:P J that it recognise the failure oC....the movement established 
in 1929 and su.,pend its acti\'ities in Australia W'ltil such time when there will be 
a sufficiently enthusiastic. cohesive. a,id' realistic group who are capable or layina 
a firm foundation." 

SO. Ibid. , letter dated Apr. 28, 1936. 
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the first year, and then provided literature and moral sup­

port until ~he congregation was o n its feet. If the South 

African movement seems to have been beset by fewer di ffi ­

culties, the reason in large measure seems to have la i n 

in having found a suitable leader from the outset who could 

profitably exploit the generally strong Jewish identity 

of South African Jewry. 

Montagu began c orresponding with two Liberal Jews in 

South Africa as early as 1927. Mr . Dainow and Mr. Idelsohn 

(whose brother Abraham, an HUC music professor, later visited 

and lectured in South Africa) were convinced of the need 

for Progressive Judaism and equa lly convinced that a dedi­

cated group would rally around if only the Yorld Union would 

send a leader to do pi~neer work . 

were at something of a standoff: 

Until 1929 the parties 

the Union kept insisting 

(in line with its general policy) first on an organi zed 

group to whose call they would then respond; Dainow kept 

explain ing that nobody wanted to assume responsibility fo-c; 

such an invitation, but gave assurances that such a pioneer 

would get support if he came. A s mall group finally organ-

ized in 1929, the invitation went out to Jerome Mark, the 

group subsequently disbanded, a nd Rabbi Mark went instead 

to Melbourne. 

In 1931 a group calling itself the Jewish Religious Unlo~ 

of South Africa formed under the leadership of ldelsohn . 
' 

With the help of special donations from the Governing Body, 

the World Union sent a recent graduate, Moses Weiler, to 
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Johannesburg in 1932. The WUPJ extended its one year guaran­

tee for Weiler through 1~34, by which time the congregation 

was on firmer ground . The growth of the South African move-

ment was littl e short of spectacu lar. By 1937 the congrega-

tion possessed its own building and 1200 members . By the 

early 1940's a second congregation was established in Johan­

nesburg as well as one in Cape Town., By 1944 these congrega­

tions had federated into one WUPJ constituent, t he Sou th 

African Union for Progr essive Judaism. 

Though the commitment of the congregants obviously played 

no small part in the growth of the South African movement. 

much of its s uccess was attributable to Wailer' s leadership . 

Thus it becomes c lear t hat t he most i mportant r ole whi ch 

the World Union could p•lay, as was also found out in Mel­

bourne, lay in recruiting the right p.ioneer for genuinely 

fertile ground. South Africa ~~as fertile ground . As a 

non-radical Reformer, Weiler was the r i ght man. The earliest 

congregants kept insisting on a Zionist such as Perlzweig• 

of Eng land. Had Jerome Mark gone out first. the movement 

might have failed abysmally . Wei 1 er. however. was a com-

mitted Zionist, distasteful as that might have been to some-

one such as Montagu. 51 Further ~aence of t he necess itty 

'<and difficulty) of fi nding su itable rabbis shown again in 

Sl. See ror example AJA, WUPJ, Box 1 , File 6, letter rrom Montaau to Basil. 
Henriques dated Nov. 10, 1938, prior to his trip to South Africa: "The people in 
South •Africa are, as you know, terribb' Ziooistic. Could you use that objectiooable 
sYIDPtom for OW' purpose, and make them see how wicked it is to believe in a Zion 
without reliaion and persuade the reliaious Zionists to help us in ow- Palestine· 
work. We need money so desperately .... " 

II 
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the search for an assistant to Wei 1-er. There were a number 

of frustrations before finding an Austrian Rabbi Rappaport , ~2 

in the course of which J ul i an Morgenstern wrote: 

I am increasinilY reluctant to recommend American 
graduates of the Hebrew lmion College ror positions 
abroad since after a time they become homesick and 
wish to return home .. .. Pioneers need to be 111illing to 
stay for a time.[S3) 

In the end Morgenstern suggested that these commun ities 

would do ~est by recrui ti ng i nd lviduals for study at HUC. 

thus bre(" i ng thei r own natl ve leaders . Certain 1 y he was 

correct to the e xtent that such is t he hallmark and key 

to the continued strength of a movement . 

The Netherlands. Between 1926 and 1928 the World ·union 

implemented prelimi nary'background investigat ions in Holland 

to study the prospects for establishing a Progressive Jewish 

commun i ty in Amsterdam or the Hague. The initial findings 

were pess imistic. Dutch Jewry was 8-10% Orthodox with a 

roughly equal number of Zionists. Othe rwise, the stud ie:, 

concluded, Dutch Jewry reflected Dutch society-at-large, 

being mostly irreligious. t n early 1930, however. following 

correspondence with Montagu, a few interested individuals 

invited both Israel Mattuck and Montagu to speak i n 
1
the 

Haque and appointed L. Levisson as their representative 

to the 1930 International Conference in London. 

52. Rappaport, oriainally trained as an Orthodox rabbi, ultimateb' deserted 
to the Orthodox shortly after his arrival in South Africa. M Rappaport was a 
considerable scholar, il pro11ed a loss to the Mo11ement. 

SJ. AJA, WUPJ , Box 11. File J, letter dated Apr. JJ, 1938. 
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The two groups which had organized 
\ 

in Amsterdam 'and the 

Hague encountered endless difficulties in their early• years . 

An e qually endless retinue of rabbis, all subsidized by 

the World Union, came and went , beginning in 1931 with Max 

(Meir) Lasker, an American who had attempted some work in 

Poland on behalf of the WUPJ . After Lasker's departure, 

L..eo Baeck wrote Montagu that the Dutch group was "nervous 

about hav l ng another Amer lean rabbi, even though of German 

origin, without firs\ seeing him." 54 The Dutch group was 

s ustained by visits rom Montefiore and Caesar Seligmann 

until fl nall y appointing Rabbi Mehler o f Berlin in 1934. 

The small Dutch group suffered severe financial diffi­

culties throughout the 1930's a nd even with (or because 

of) steady growth ~rom German refugees after 1933, was still 

pleading for continued subsidies after 1935 . At that time 

the World Union was sti 11 paying half of Mehler ' s salary . 

This matter of subventions evoked . continuing discussion 

within the Governing Body inasmuch as the WUPJ ' s fundf were 

limited (or, more correctly, nearing exhaustion) and the 

subsidies seemed to some to go beyond its policies and re-

sponsibilities. - I n 1931 Mattuck favored underwriting the 

Dutch group's e xpenses , at least until a permanept rabbi 

could be appointed. 55 CCAR secret~ry Isaac Marcuson, however, 

opposed giving financial aid to new communities apar~ from 

sending an organizer to round off and gather up the liberal 

54. AJA, WUPJ. Box 1. file 7, letter dated .'\pr. S, 1931. 

SS. Ibid. 
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element in a community. Much better , he felt, for a group 

to begin in a humbler way and build itself up naturally, 

as Reform did in America. mea nwhile being satisfied with 

lay leaders until it was str o ng enough to be self-support-

56 i ng . 

The Dutch group might have become a kind of test case 

for the issue of World Union subsidies. Until history inter­

vened a nd decimated the communi ty, Holland was an instance 

of a communi ty, though largely irreligious yet historlcally 

and potentially amenable to Liberalism, which with encour­

agement , money, and leadership might be turned around . At 

one point, in fact. Mehler proposed consideration of Ho l­

land' s potential as a new. transplanted center for the great 

German instl tut ions o~ t;el igious thought . 57 To be sure, 

the fac·tor which most con tributed to the community's surge 

of growth, namely the i nflux of German r~. also con-

tributed to its exaggerated fi nancial problems. Thus it 

is impossible to know .whether. '"i th the WUPJ •~ efforts and 
' / 

more normalized circumstances, an indigenous Dutch movement 

would have grown of its own accord . Nevertheless, the growth 

of .a Dutch community after the war would seem to indicate 

that its efforts would not have gone unrewarded . 

with suitable leadership secured and adequate 

Once again, 
t 

resources 

made available, the World Uniop could indeed help to create 

a flourishing Progressive community almost~ nihilo . 

56. AJA. WUPJ. Boll 9, file 4. 

57. AJA, WUPJ, Bo,c S, File 4, MEC, Nov. 22. 1938. 
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It is temptingly easy to fa ll victim to judging another 's 

foresight with benefit of hindsight; too ~asy to say of 

the World Union's successes "they used good j udgment" and 

of its fail ures "they used bad Judgment. ·• Yet this seems 

the case with World Union efforts i.n Central and Eastern 

Eur ope. Throughout the 1930's the organization's aspirations 
, 

and e fforts seemed to outpace its resources and any realist ic 

expectations . No overall strategy for "conquest" ever really 

emerged . Rather t han concentrate on a few promising places, 

an attitude of urgency seemed to ....prevail: "If there are 

Jews t here, Progressive Juda ism should be t here, for Jews 

are s lipp1ng away. " The clos i ng paragraph of the Secretary's 

1928 Report resounded with an almost evangelical zeal: 

from the reports wh have received during these two 
years, it has been revealed to us tt\at there is a vast 
and arid ten-itory waiting to be fertilised by the seeds 
of a living Judaism. We believe that the communities 
federated in the Union, who have already done much 
for Progressive Judaism. knowing its power and blessing, 
will do much to show that power and bring tt)at blessing 
to their fellow-Jews who · seek for a modem expression 
of ow- ancient faith . There is the need and we hope 
opportw\ity .(58) 

Without doubting t he World Union' s or Lily Montagu 's sincer­

ity, on~ must ques tion t he sophistication of the approach. 

A philosophy of ''when we rece i ve a call for organ ising work, 

the reply must not be too long delayed" 59 s hows admiratile 

enthusiasm. Yet. as proved to be t he case i n Po l and, one 

call does not a summe r make . 

Thus it happened that the Wor ld Union, with correspon-
' 

58. WUPJ 1928 CR, p.96. 

59. WUPJ 1930 £8., p.1J8. 
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dents across Europe, suffered fro m perhaps undue optimls m 

about what was achievable. 

Philipson; 

In 193 1 Montagu wro te to David 

Personally, l shall be very disappointed if we. do not 
have the Conference in 1932. I find it so difficult 
to keep up the interest in our work between the Confer­
ences, but if the Governing Body decides on pcstpcnement • 
I should use a little t ime next year in going to Hungary 
and Austria and t ry to work up interest in spite of 
general depression. Our German friends do not seem 
inclined to do very much in this line. and we cannot 
afford to iuit .[60) 

Until his death i n 1933, Joseph Lehmann was constantly re­

ceiving letters (as was Leo Baeck) asking for con tacts in 

Poland , Prague, Vienna, and Oudapest. Rabbi Louis-Germain 

Levy of Paris was asked to enlist Edmond Fleg for propaganda 

in Belgium. Montagu initiated surveys in Italy a nd Denmark 

and , after Hitler. had corresponde n ts in Spain, Portugal, 

Turkey , a nd Mexico. These never developed beyond the e nqui r y 

stage . 

In Central Europe, however, t he Wo rld Un ion d id expend 

both money a nd effort. 

We have often been told that a presentQ\ent of Pro­
gressive Judaism was needed in VieMa, and that some 
individuals were waiting to be oraanised into a group 
of Liberal Jews .... We are assured by our friends in 
GetmanY that they will 10 forward with this work, 
and try to establish a centre in coMection with the 
World Union in VieMa.[61) 

Thus convinced that in Vienna, Prague, and Budapest t he 

possibi lities were e xce llent and the time r i pe, the Governing 

Body in late 1933 hired Margarete Goldstein to serve the . 
60. AJA, WUPJ, Box 10, file 5, letter dated JWle 22. 1931. 

61. i'UPJ 1930 CR, p.138. 
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Union for a year as organizing and field secretary . 

... [H]er work has been attended with gratifying success. 
Between December and April she Yisited Vienna, Buda 
Pesth and Prague. In Vienna ttie two gro1,&ps of Progres­
sive Jews ... were stimulated to hold regular· monthlY 
meetings of a religious character under helpful leader­
ship. The attendance and character of these meetings 
were most encouraging, and when Frau Goldstein returns 
in the Autumn she may find a considerable development. 

l.n Buda Pesth a fellowship of young people and of 
adults has also been fonned, and much useful activity 
is recorded. In Prague the religious indifference is 
extreme . . .. A few individuals promise to attempt some 
definite work on an educational, basis in the Autwnn.(62] 

Inasmuch as the formation of a new congregation in Budapest 

would not have been permitted by t he regime, 
63 

one wonders 

whether Montagu was either being misled or deceiving herself. 

Though history has mo C?_'4ed the question, the \Jorld Union• s 

efforts i n Poland a re illustrative . 

Poland. The World Uni ol") 's AfforLs in Poland were time and 

money misspent and, without trying to appear unduly negative, 

probably doomed to failure from the start. With its dense 

population of some three million Jews, Poland must have 

seemed a titillating prospect for bringing, a t least to 

some degree, within the Progressive orbit . Nevertheless, 

even had the WUllJ found the right leadership, even without 

knowing the ultimate fate whic h awaited Polish Jewry, thow 

could it have seriously entertained the possibility of intro­

ducing Progressive Judaism on any scale into that region? 

62. WUPJ 19.34 Conference, Repo~t of work since the 1930 Conference, p.2. 

63. AJA, WliPJ. Box s. File 4, MEC. Oct. 15, 1937. HWl&arian law then forbade 
any f onn or meetina or 1atherin1 of organizations not recognized by the government. 
thus maklni the work of Budapest's small Liberal group \'ery difficult. 
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With i ts geographic proxi mity and • quasi - cultur a l ties to 

Germany, would not Reform have evolved o n its own had t he 

soil bee n so fe r tile as was hoped? 

The earliest i nvest igations of Poland seem to have been 

i nitiate d by a lette,_r in late l926 from an Eric Maschler 

of Breslau to He i nrich Stern, head of the Germa n Union for 

Libera l J uda ism. Masch ler had met in Warsaw with a gentleman 

by the name o f Leon Bre gman a nrl a group of 15 others i n ter­

ested in Liberalism. Stern r esponded to Maschler's over ture. 

since the Germa n Liber al commun ity, wi t h eo~uragement from 

Leo Baeck, had long nourished t he idea of introducing the 

Jews i n the East to Reform.64 Unti l 1928. the World Union 

c on fined its efforts i n Poland to e nquiries and t he d i s­

semination o f literature• and propaganda, largely through the 

efforts of Masohler and Rabbi Sali Levi of Mai nz. The WtJPJ 

was. moreover, e ncouraged l n its effor ts by i ts constituents . 

ln 1927, Louis-Germain Levy of Par i s wro te to Montagu : 

I think it is very important for active propaganda a­
monast the Russian Jews and in Palestine .... At Paris 
we have the proof that Polish. Russian, and Palestinian 
Jews are mostlY ready to accept Liberal Judaism. For 
two years many or' them have come to us and are deeply 
interested.(65) 

Equally s upport ive was a nothe r Levy, CCAR president Felix 

Levy; 

• ... permit • me to say t hat I feel we oU&ht proceed very 
slo\\'lY 1n the matter of Poland. However, I feel also 
that as soon as we are certain of our &round we ouaht 
to 10 lihead regardless of 'the expense. because Eastern 

64. AJA, WUPJ, R'ox 11, file .,, letter to Stem dated Nov. 17, 1926. 
I 

65. AJA, WUPJ, Box 8, File 13. letter dated JW'le 12, 1927. One mi&ht ~ell 
ask whether expatria\e Polish/Russian, Palestinian Jews livina in P.,is were representa­
tive examples or their COWltrYmen, 
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Europe is a most fertile field for· our movement.(66] 

By April, 1928, however, Maschler's dnd Levi's efforts had 

largely collapsed . The men c i_ted eco~om i c conditions and 

the deep divisions within Polish Jewry as the cause. Their 

efforts to publicize in Warsaw and Vi lna had unearthed ab­

solutely no conception there o f Liberalism . 

That same year , though, the sec retary to the German Union 

for Liberal Judaism, G. Goetz, received news of a Polish 

(or Silesian) Union o f Democratic Jews which might wish 

to federate with the WUPJ. ( Goetz explained ~hat the group 

avoided the use of the term "Liberal" for pol i tical reasons. ) 

In August at the World Union's i nvitati on, Leon Bregman 

ad-dressed ,.t,he Berlin Conference on the possibilities for 

Progressive Judaism in ~oland and received an enthusiastic 

response. Despite the pessimism of the investigations of 

the previous two years and despite questions in the WUPJ 's 

mind as to whether this Democratic Union of Poland was not 

just intellectually liberal and not more political than 
\ 

religious, a resolution passed promising assistan~ to a 

properly formed nucleus of individuals i n Warsaw or Vilna . 

In late 1928, Ismar Elbogen, discussing with Leo Baeck 

the proper approach of the World Union to Poland, sugges~ed 

that forcing propaganda would do more harm than good. 
\. 

We have to wait till the demand is evolved in th& 
cOWltf')' itself, and before that can be expected, I am so 
afraid that the thousands of Jews will pass away from 
reliaion.(67,J 

66. AJA, \\1UPJ, Box 8, File 12, letter dated Aug. 22, 1927. 

67. AJA, WUPJ, Box 1, File 7, letter dated Dec. 16. 1928. 
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The Union's contacts in Poland (Bregman. in Warsaw and a 

Dr. Seifter in Silesia), while concurring in the latter 

part of Elbogen's assessment, dissented in the former. They 

wanted the World Union to move in i mmediately without waiting 

for Polish Jews to constitute themselves a Li beral body. 

Bregman felt that Liberal forces would have to penetrate 

from without as t here was insufficient time to await an 

internal development. The WUPJ should c reate a mission 

or secretariat in Poland. For its part . however, the WUPJ 

was disappointed that Bregman was unable to organize even 

the smallest group of Progressive Jews as the 1928 resolution 

required before granting assistance. 

Despite these signals , the World Union in September, 

1929, recruited Rabbi "1ax Lasker for six months' further 

investigation in Poland. In his report, Lasker described 

conditions in Poland as a'bysmal . He added that al l the 

previous supposed representatives of Polish Liberal Judaism 

were merely private individuals. The few scattered l i bera ls -

to be found in Poland had never met, let alone formed an­

organization or even the germ of a movement . Lasker, never-
• 

theless qptimistic because of what he perceived as the "dire 

need among the youth," propose(ehe creation of some k~nd 

of Liberal Jewish press and the dissemination o f brochures 

by leading Liberal thinkers in Poland, in order to cros~ 

political party lines . A contact of his, a Professor Regans-

' l :\_ burg, similarly suggested a World Union subsidy for a lib\ral 

Jewish daily paper in Yidd.ish . 

I 
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Meanwhile, in t he town of Lemberg in Silesia, t he World 

Union had ~vidently received indications from Lasker df 

t he possibility of e~tabl ishing a Liberal congregation i n 

t hat culturall y German , Polish university town . In July, 

1930 the World Union offered a f400 a nnual subsidy to a 

young German Rabbi Koretz. Koretz could not ma ke up his 

mind and kept stalling as t he WUPJ kept urging h i m to go 

i mmediately to establish a Libera l Cultural Center. Koretz 

wapted a personal call from the Pol i s h group though the 

Un ion advised him his delays could jeopardize the whole 

enterprise. Koretz ultimately wen t to Salon ika instead 

of Silesia, whereupon the World Union made a similar offer 

to a Dr . Sonne nschei n. Sonnenschei n was later disquali fied 

as unsuitable for lack" of per sonality and enthusiasm. 68 

There the Po l ish venture seems to have end e d . Although 

the WUPJ maintained correspondence wi t h Poland as late as 

1934 and granted membe r ship to a congregation i n Danzig 

i n 1937, the obstacles proved 

Unio.( grew inc reasingly wary. 
/ 

been for nought. 

insurmountable and the Worl~ 

Eigh t years of effort had 

Palestine. It is dHficu l t to d i sentang l e the developm~nt 

in Palestine of Progressive Judaism itself from the role 

of t he organization which sponsored that development, i nas­

much as t he growth of Progressive Judaism in Palestine large 

ly depended upon ' the success o r failure of the World Union's 

68. AJ~. WUPJ, Box 11, file .,, letter dated Dec? 9. 1930. 

\ 
\ 
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efforts on its behalf. Although t he individuals and institu­

tions associated with the development of the move ment were 

free to follow their own course and were not the puppets 

of World Union directives, they~ in some ways so closely 

identified with the organization that, at some point, a 

history of those individuals and institutions becomes part 

and parcel a history of the World Union itself. Nevertheless , 

as 1 t is the WUPJ and not Progressive Judaism itself which 

Lies within the ambit of this t hesis, some l imits---however 

arti ficial-- -must be imposed. Thus the early role of the 

World Union in Palesti ne may be summarily described as having 

been that of fundraiser and supporter. promoter as well 

as ' propagandist. 

The World Union's iAterest in Palestine was aroused sev­

eral years prior to any formal activities in that region . 

In 1928 CCAR pres 1dent Hyman Ene Low suggested work there 

for the purpose of counteracting the efforts of Christian 

missionaries. 69 Throughout the ear 1 y 1930 's reports had . 
often reached its ears decrying the deplorable religious 

apathy of Palestinian Jews and urging that the WUPJ initiate 

work among them. Not until 1934, however, did the Governing 

Body sanction any formal commitment to t he development of 
' 

a Progressive movement in Palestine. In principle, being 

committed to spreading Progressive Judaism wherever there 

lived Jews i n need of it, the WUPJ might have long 
. 

supported the idea of pioneer work. That it had not been 

69. AJA, WUPJ, Box 5, file 2, l~ter dated JulY 19, 1928. ' 
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more vocal prior to 1934 surely is attriru.table to those 

same factors which had motivated its neutrality on Zionism. 

Regardless of its non-Zionistic position, however, with 

the stepped-up flow of- Liberal German Jews to Palestine 

after 1933, the Un ion's neglect of the region had to change. 

~hen it did, the WUPJ was quick to deny any incongruities, 

making announcements to s how tha t the wor~ proposed by the 

World Un1on in Palestine was of a definitely a nd exclusively 

reli'9ious character. 

Two German Liberals, Rabbis Kurt Wilhelm and Max Elk 

had for some months al ready been working ln Jerusalem and 

Haifa when the Govern ing Body me t in January, 1934 . At 

that meeting Or. Elbogen presented a l etter from Wilhelm 

apprising t hem of his hopes foe and interest in i mplementing 

there, some much needed Progressive work and putting himsel f 

at the Union's disposal for the purpose . The Governing 

Body suggested that if the two 1,J0uld form a committee of 

inquiry with Perlzweig, they would likely respond favorably. 

The committee's suggestions did meet with a sympathetic 

response at the International Conference in July of that 

year. The World Union appointed , an 

f ive men ,
70

' the Palestine Commi. ttee; 

Governing Body, Samuel Goldenson and 

advisory counoi 1 of 

two Americans on t:he 
t 

Julian Morgenstern, 

committed themselves to raising upwards of $500 to establish 

70. Ors. Ehrenpreis, Goldenson. Elbogen, Silver. and Rev. Perlzwei&. Abba 
H.illel Silver had reservations about joinin& the committee ootil reassured that the 
group initiat~ work would cot6e from within Palestine and the World Union's efforts 
would be limited to helpln& them obtain funds and finding a suitable rabbi. AJA. 
WUPJ, Box 11 , File 1, letter dated Nov. 6, 1934. 

\ 



-?0-

a special Palestine fund. Thus llegan the World Union's 

primary role in Palestine during these years, that of fund­

raiser. 

In the coming months the World Union had to decide what 

tack and leader (s) to employ . It was agreed that the in itia­

tive must come from people residenced i n Palestine and that 

while they should receive s upport from the Executive. the 

whol e movement must not be label led the work o f the Wor ld 

Union. Should, however, the i n i tiative come from long­

time residents of Palestine or would German immigrants prove 

acceptable? Who s hould serve as leader? Dr. Max Dienemann 

ins isted that only a German could be the leader as the pri­

mary need for Liberal Judaism sprang from t he Germans. El bo­

gen strongly supported Wilhelm since, among other reasons, 

he enjoyed the approval and confidence of Chief Rabbi Kook. 

Conversely, Mattuck and Montagu h~d reservations a bout giving 

Wilhelm free reign. 

Until late 1935 the matter seems to have been held in • 
abeyance unti. l groups had formed and appealed t o the World 

Union for support. When Dienemann visited Palestine at 

the Union's behest in early 1936, he reported back positi ely 

on the work in which both Wilhelm in Jerusalem and Elk 

Haifa were i mmersed and on the potential in Tel Aviv . 

in 
I 

At 

hi s urging, the World Union agreed t o a one year's subvention 

of t'.150 to Elk and £.100 to Wilhelm. The work of both, espe­

cially Elk's Hillel School (now the Leo Baeck School), bur­

geoned rapidly as refugees arrived, and in 1937 a third 
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rabbi, Dr. Manfred {Meir) Rosenberg, · working in Tel Aviv , 

came within the WUPJ 's purview. 

Here end the salient facts of the World Union's inaugura-

tion of work i n Palestine. The ensuing yeqrS are a history 

of organizational beggary and friction . Having committed 

itself to the support of three rabbis and their increasingly 

expanding programs and needs, the World Unio n found itself 

as penurious as the i mmigrants whom its programs were prima­

rily serving. By mid-1937 its coffers were i n the red and 

growing redder. Subventions to Elk. Wilhelm, and Rosenberg 

were doled out a few months at a time, as the funds were 

raised. largely in the United States. Vet funds were slow 

in coming. [n America they were in s hort supply (and growing 

shorter as relief efforts' grew more urgent.) In 1938 aid 

was sought unsuccessfully from the Joint Distribution Cam­

mi ttee whose pol icy then was more concerned with immediate 

rescue needs than with rel igtous needs . 

finances had reached the crisis stage. 

By 1940 •he WUPJ's 

The UAHC had been 

forced to reduce its annual subscription from $1500 to $500 
, 7 1 

due to i ts own shaky finances. The CCAR, too, was w i th-

holding its contribution to the Pal-estlne fund in a dispute 

as to whether their monies were not in fact supporting non t 

liberal congregations in Palestine. 72 The matter had been 

brewing for some time (even the World Union had' required 

reassurances from Elk and Wilhelm when i t first underwrote . 
., 71. AJA, WUPJ, Box 12. File 7, 1:t(er dated Mar. 4-)941. 

72. CCAR Yearbook, 50, pp.203-4, 
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them in 1936) a nd the susp icion SE)ems to have been wide­

spread in the American movement t hat t hey were not quite 

what they purported to be. I n 1937,/sa mue l Finkel. presiden t 

of the National Fede r a t ion of Temple Brotherhoods wrot e 

Lily Montagu : 

In confidence I would tell you that although both Dr. 
Wilhelm and Dr. Elk have declared their acceptance 
of the underlying progressive principles of the World 
Union, and asked to be members, we are not quite 
satisfied that Dr. Elk is carrying on his teaching on 
definitely progressive lines .... even though the form 
may be different. the idea of continuous revelation 
must be accepted.(73] 

The WUP~J a nd CCAR resolved the matter (on the surface at 

least) and t he contribution was restored. In truth , it 

must be said t hat l t was the fund ing efforts o f t he National 

Federation of Temple Sisterhoods whic h helped keep the WUPJ 

Palest i ne programs afloat in t hese latter years . Long a 

a friend of the World Union with its scholarship program 

for over seas rabbinical stude n ts, i t raised some $4200 for 

the organizat ion between 1940-42. 74 More than money , however , 

t he S isterhood 's efforts showed what could be accomplished 

on beha l f of the \.JU P J if on l y the pub 1 i c we r e made more 

aware o f its programs. Fo r years Lily Montagu had been 

s uggesting that the UAHC a nd CCAR might give t he WUPJ more 

e xposure. 

unheeded. 

Until t his financial cris is s he had gone largely 

Thus concluded the early years of t he World Union's ef-• 

forts to estabJ ish Progressive Judaism in Palestine. 

7J. AJA, WUPJ, Box 9. File 12, letter dated sept. 16, 1937 . 

:'4. / ,,Box 9. Files 13 & 14. 

With 
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active programs in the three ma jor. cities, the WUP J pro­

claimed it had succeeded in what it had long hoped to a­

chieve. One wonders, however. Had a n i ndigenous Progressive 

movement taken root in Palestine or had a German Liberal 

movement merely been transplanted by immigrant refugees? 

Committee Work 

Although the work o f the World Union remained principally 

twofold, namely conferences and support of new communities, 

beginning in the 1930's a skeleta l network of internal com­

mittees began to take shape within the organization. To 

be sure, t he work e>f these committees never assumed any 

significant proportions. If a nything, the committees seemed 

to represent the World U~ion's attempts to find some special 

niche for itself and to maintain a constructive mome ntum 

more than any concerted drive towards expansionism. These 

committees deserve some brief mention, however , inasmuch 

as they afford a glimpse of the internal dynamics of the 

organization. 

Sometime prior to 1934 the WUPJ created a Youth Committee 

which in 1951 would graduate to a SE:'mi-independent Youth 

Section. Initially. there seems to have been some uncertain­, 
ty as to the goals of the commlttee, a problem which extended 

to other WUPJ c ommit tees as well. 

George Zepin wrote to ~ontagu: 

Early on, UAHC secretary 

The same applies to Youth Work (as to the Committee 
on Social ~ttennent.) I have talked to ~tr. Marcus 
Lester Aaron ... and he. too, seems to be somewhat in 
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the dark on the purpose of ~he youth acti\!ities of 
the World Union and method of cooperation expected 
of hi.at. If he is merely to await sugaestions from • 
the World Union and then to have these passed on to 
the conaregations. that is one method of cooperation: 
if he is expected to make any special -studies ... for 
transmittaf to the World Union. that would ~ another 
method .. .. At any rate. I reh· upon your help to set 
us straight in this matter .(75) 

When the Youth Committee finally got off t he ground, it 

found itself severely hampered by lack of funds. For several 

years running Israel Mattuck prepared a s tudy group syl abus 

to be used by the various constituents' youth organizations. 

Though plans were in the offing for holiday camps and summer 

schools and youth magazines on Progressive Jewi sh subjects. 

these seem never to have materialized . The European and 

American constituents in fact coordinated little. apart 

from a World Union Youth . Day beginning i n 1935. Even this. 

however, was celebrated more in Europe, Australia, and India 

t han in the Un ited States . One ,may cite a number of reasons: 

social conditions in the 1930's, failures of commun ications, 

lack of clear purpose, unavailability of manpower, and scar-

ci ty of funds . The chief r eason, however, seems to have 

been lack of interest, particularly among the Americans 

who had the least need for internationaliz ing youth programs . 

The ~ problems which afflicted the Youth Committee simt-

larl y plagued the other sect iona 1 committees. The Liturgy 

Committee, established i n 1935 and chaired by Dr. Elbogen. 

published comparat;ive studies of Progressive Jewish liturgies 

and conversipn procedures within the various communities. 

75. AJA, WUPJ, Box 12, file 6, letter from Zepin dated Oct. 23, 1935. 

• 
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lt also collected s pecimens of Progress.ive Jewish prayer­

books and r~plies to a questionnaire concerning Children''s 

Services. The purpose in each instance seems to have been 

purely informational as any suggestions of compiling and 

interQational Progressive liturgy would undoubtedly have 

met with a great outcry, 7b especially among the Ame ricans . 

Such was t:he case, in fact. wi.th the World Union's othe r 

two commit tees . The Authority Comm t ttee, also establ ished 

in 1935 and chaired by Dr. Max D 1 enemann ( a nd subsequent 1 y 

renamed the Committee on Present Thought and Practice) had 

one primary project during its three-year life. In response 

to a request by the German youth groups for re ligious direc­

tion, the committee sought to formulate a treat ise on t he 

principles and practice~ of Progressive Judaism. Succinctly 

put, the German and English commissions submitted their 

statements. The American comrn.ission---comprised of Schulman, 

Morgenstern, and Abba Hi Llel Si 1 ver-- -resisted or outright 

refused. Appalled by the rigorous German paper, fearing. 

any kind of Progressive dogma, and deferring to the Columbus 

Platform, it dismissed the undertaking. Morgenstern ex-

plained, "I have 11 ttle faith in the worthwhileness of the 

project. I cannot see how it can lead to anything practiqal 

whatever."77 American-trained Israel Mattuck went so far 

as to suggest suppressing the German paper as inconducive. 

76. AJA, WUPJ, Box 9, Files l & 2, contain sample questionnairi!S and responses, 
correspondence, and results . 

• 
77. AJA, WUPJ, Box 3, File 1, letter dated May 19, 1938. The whereabouts of 

the German paper is unknown except by reference to it in other correspondence. 

~ 
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to unity, rather than publ icize the disparity between Amer­

ican and German Progressive thought. 78 

A similar fate awaited the Committee on Social Betterment 

which was subsequently renamed the Committee for Problems 

Concerning Human Relations. 

was unclear as to its task. 

Like the Youth Committee, it 

Like the Liturgy Committee 
n 

it attempted to publish ;:i survey. this one a report on anti­

Semitism wi tn recommendations for educating Christians and 

improving interfatth relations . 79 Like the Authori ty Com­

mittee, its 'work was eventually left i n abeyance when t he 

Americans determined that it was i mpossible to plan any 

programs of an international scale. Different countrtes 

were in different stages of social dev&lopment, they said, 

and problems were best handle d at t he l ocal level .80 So it 

was that the internal committees of the World Union, try 

as they did to engage in constructive work, tended to fail ,-.. 

due to constituent resistance or apathy . / 

The War Years 

As was the case with so tnany national and international 

Jewish organizations, the war years forced the World Union 

to weather, if not a total cessation of its work, then
1 
at 

least a considerable curtailment. Priorities shifted some-

what as the organization found itself increasingly strapped 

78. !!lli!,, letter dated May 16, 1938. 
,. 

79. ~ AJA, MSC Jl (Goldman Papers). Box 7. File 10. 

80. AJA. MSC 31 (Goldman Papers), Box 7, file 10, letter dated Nov. 22, 1932 . 

• 
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for funds. Whi l e its l i mited r~sources hap often ~rought 

the WUPJ near the e nd of i t s tether , its budget now s hrank 

to a mere s hoestri ng as constituent members ( most importantly 

the Amer icans ) diverted monies to appeals 1by t he Joint Dis-
• 

tribution Committee or the more general war effort. Mo r eover , 

the Executive Comm i ttee found itself increasingly engage d 

i n its own refugee efforts. Though the Worla Union had 

never perceived itself as a political or humanitarian o rgan­

ization, it did see a role for itse l f in saving the lives 

of German rabbis and community leaders,81 both for their 

own sake and for the sake of saving a nd e nr lch i ng the re­

ligious 11 fe of the refugee communities beyond Europe to 

wh ich !s\°se teachers might be transpla nted . Handicapped 

or sidetracked as it was, • the World Union nevertheless suc­

ceeded i n maintaining a semblance of its prescribed activi-

ties. The Executive Committee and Governing Body continued 

to meet at regular intervals; 82 Montagu c<:>ntinued a very 

healthy correspondence with constituents, answering ques- • 

tions. offering suggestions a nd e ncour agement , and try i ng 
/' 

to sustain morale; and ~ WUPJ Newsletter/Bulletin continuea 

to be publishe d as part o f a commitment both to nurturing 

and s preading Progressive Jewish thought and to informin9 

81. It would appear' from the scattered mater,ial ~vailable that the wt:PJ in 
some "'8Y aided or · facilitated the move or Rabbi Heinrich (Henrique) Lemle to Brazil; 
Rabbis L.O. Oraf, 8. ltaliener, J .J. · Kokotek, o. Salzber&er, and C. ·Selianiann to 
En&land: also Heinrich Stem to London. 

82. AJA, WliPJ, Box 6, File l .? indicates that the Govemina Body manaa&ed 
to meet ei&ht. times between 1939-45; the Executive Committee, 21 tilles. But 
for occasional refuaee Germans. rarely indeed were any non-En&lish members in 
attendance. 
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constituents of each other's activities .83 Thus did the 

'leadership keep the World Union linked together, nowever 

tenuously, during those very trying years. 

'\ 

\ 

83. AJA, WUPJ, Box 2, File .. indicates ei&ht Bulletins published between 1939- j 
1945 and dated: May, 1939; Nov., 1940; July, 1941; Auaust, 1941; Nov., 1942; early 
1943 (miasin&): Dec., 1943: and March, 1945. 



CHAPTER THREE 

ADOLESCENCE AND THE SE~RCH FOR NEW DIRECTIONS 

Religious Reconstruction in Europe 
194S - 1959 

In the Wake of the War 
. 

, The years following t he Allied victory until 1959 (the 

year of the organization's t r ans fer of headquarters from 
\ 

Lo ndon to New York ) mar~ed a period of renewed resolve by 

the World Union. As it did for most of the world , the c on-

c lusion of World War Two ushered in a new era for the World 

Uni.on for f rogressive Judaism. Vet it would be mistaken 

to t hink of t h e post-war years as a new beginning. lt would 

be more accurate to desc ribe them as years of resurrection 
0 

and repair , reassessment and redirection~ reconsolidation 

and restructuring. • The pre-war problems whic h had plagued 

the World Union---financiaL ideological, and associational 
• 

---had hardly d isappeared . 
1 
A ~ best they had only lain dor-

mant; at worst they had been exacerbated. 

As early as 1941. no doubt s till anticipating an early 

armistice, leading figures had begun considering the World 

Union's agenda after the war's end . To be sure, the disc us­

sion then focused less on the Union's internal problems 

than on 

and its 

its rpresentation at the expected Peace Copference 

rot"~ in th~ religious reconstruction of 8urope. 1 

Vet the discussion is significant in its adumbration of 

certain internal issues with which the World Union would 

have to grapple in the two decades following the war. First, 

I. AJA, WUPJ, Box 6, File 12, MGB, Nov. lJ, 1941. 
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the assumption that it would en Joy· representation at the . 
Peace Conference virtually presaged the 1950 's battle for 

representation at the Reparations.. and War Claims Conference. 

(The outcome of the latter would seri ously determine . the 

World Union's success in establishing a Progressive seminary 

in Paris---a kind of successor to the defunct Berlin Hoch-

schule.) The 1950' s battle would in its turn r efl\ct a 

larger question : as the onl y international Jewish religious 

organization to serve as a delegate to UNESCO, was the World 

Union in fact the international face and voice of Progressive 

Judaism such as would entitle it to a seat at t he Claims 

Conference? 

in ,>1941 that 

Second, Ismar Elbogen' s prescient observation 

A 

after the war, Europe will be so terribly impoverished 
that American Jews will be the only ones to rely on 
for material tu,lp, and it is necessary to awaken the 
sense of re5P()Mibility of the leading men right now,(2} 

accurately predicted, if , not the cons ti tuti_onal and leader­

ship crises involving the Americans in the mid-\950's , then 

both the need for greater American awarerress of~and involve­

ment with the World Union as well as the pivotal role Ameri­

can Reform Jewry would come to play as the focus shifted 

away from Europe . 

In 1941 the leadership could hardly have been e~pected 

to know the degree of change which the war would effect . 
. 

By 1945, however , it began to consider in earnest the inter-

nal dlfficulties , besetting the WUPJ . Julian Morgenstern 

2. Ibid., aaenda, p.23. 
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desc ribed the present conditions as ·ones of great urgency, 

noting that the various suggestions which ~ad been made' 

to date were only stop-gap measures . The major weakness. 
, ") 

he cont inued, was that t:he war had al lowed no active par-

ticipation by American delegates for seven years . Those 

who had formerly been closely identified with the World 

Union were unaware of its activities or had no feeling of 

responsibility; those recently enlisted had never attended 

any World Union meetings a nd had no persona,1 knowledge of 

it. Morgenstern further added that it ·was essential that 

newly- elected UAHC executive Mauric e Eisendrath become per-

sonally identified with the World Uni on? Rev. Leslie Edgar 

of London' s Libera 1 Jewish Synagogue a 1 so recommended that 

delegates of the Governing Body visit. those Progressive 
> 
communit ies wh i ch had made such g rea t strides during t he 

war: South Africa, South America, and Australia . 4 Included 

among the internal needs which the Governing Body cited 5 

were those of (a) revival and rehabilitation of World Union 
' 

constituents i n the liberated countries before proceeding 

to new development work , Cb) constitutional e mendation, 

(c) establishment, in countries with multiple constituents. 

of national boards, 

'tions, and finances 

t d) improvement of publicity, public~-
) 

through international comm! ttees, and 

(e) a ppointment of an internationa l emissary or trave l ling 

3. AJA, WUPJ, Box 5, file 4, MfC, \1ay :?9. 1945. 

4. Ibid. 

S. AJA. WUPJ, Box 6, File 12, MGB, June 17, 1945. 
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secretary to visi t the const jtuents , t hus strengthening 

contac t a nd .coope r ation whic h the war had weakened. 6 It 

was in order to address t hose needs and initiate t he neces­

sar y changes t hat Julian Morge nstern a nd Maurice Eisendrath 

cogently a dvoca ted the holding of a n inter na tional conference 

as soon as possible after t he war , perhaps i n t he summer 

of 194 6. 

The Confere nces: 1946, 1949, 1951, 1953, 1955, 1957, 1959 

The Govern i ng Body conc urred with Morgenstern and Eisen­

drath a nd the World Un ion convened o nce a ga i n as a~inter-

national body in London , t he last week of July, 1946. Nine 

years had elapsed since the l-'our t h I n ternat lonal Conference 

and, if one may venture 11the metapho r, t he existential sou l- · 

search ing of late adolescence had rep laced the ebullience 

of youth . In the shadow of the Holocaust the deliberations 

seem to have been marked by sadness as much ·as joy , by sighs 

as much as by stoic resolve. Under t he t heme of "The Task 

of Progr~ive Juda ism in the post-War World," almos t ninety 

officers and delegates gathered publicly a s r e presentatives 

of an organi zation to consider the same kinds of questions 

which individuals privately ask themselves o n the road to 

adulthood : what is our purpose; what are our strengths 

a nd limitations; how best to achieve the former, g iven the ~ 

latter? 

The ConferP-nce was undoubtedly of i nesti ma ble value in 

6. AJA. WUPJ. Box l, f ile 8. Leo Baeck was thought to be the best and 
likellest candidate. 
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terms of "getting the ba ll rolling · again" a nd i nsofar as 

the sharing of ideas r e - establishe d old links and renewed · 

cooperation. In terms of t he intel tactual ca l i ber of t he 

programs, however , it paled next to earlier con ferences, 

a nd it was left to Leo Baeck to provide the most penetrating 

i nsights ' to t he spreadi ng of Progressive J udaism. Summar i z.i ng 

Israel Mattuck's concludi ng 
,. 

remarks at the colloqu ium' s 
. 

end , the Conference report r ecords ,: 

Our Presidenr had given us a grand vision, and \\.e 
had gone dolL'fl into the little Judaism of which he 
warned us. We had got to regard the problem in a 
big way; if IL'e looked at it in a little way. \lie wece 
guilt~. Speaker after speaker had spoken in the little 
way. He himself was not interested in preserving Pro-
gress,ve Judaism for its own sake. but only if it were 
of \i3lue in the world.(~! 

Of fa r grt:!ater i nterE\st. wer e the Secretary's and Treas­

urer's r e ports a nd Lhe c andid discussion which followed . 

tn the year s i nce t he end of the war , the World Uni o n had 

taken t he first hesitant steps toward rehabi l itatinq t.he 

Progressive communi t i es o n the Continent. Largely through . 
Mo ntagu 's e ndeavors it had s uccessfully sol icited grant s 

from the Central Brit ish Fund for the Paris a nd Amsterdam 

synagogues ; it. had arranged, nfter many diffic.;ul t ies, for 

a Rabbi R.R . Geis to c ome from Palestine to do sociai a nd , 
religious wo r k fo r t he Frankfurt and neighbor i ng communiti es; 

and i t had rece i \led reports from Mrs . L l o ne 1 de Rothsc hild 

as to conditions 1n France, Bel gium, and Germany. 

The Treasurer·.1/~port rneri'ts s pecial i nterest. not only 

7. WUPJ 1946 CR, p,So, 

\ 
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be cause i t s ho ws an account £ 1600 i n · t he bl ack, bu t because 

it d i scl oses .a muc h -cha nged Wor l d Union relationship with ' 

Pa l e~tine . Between the years 1937- 1946 a l most forty per 

cent of WUPJ i ncome deri ved from sources earmarked s pecifi­

cally for work i n Palestine r.tnd mo r e t han sixty per c ent 
I 

o f i ts i nc o me had actua 11 y been e xp~nded on s uc h wor k_ I) 

P~rha ps it was that c hangi ng r e l a tions h i p wh ich seemed t 
pe rm it or legi t imate t he emphatic c ondemnat i o n o f Jewi_sr, 

terr orism i n Palest i ne wi t h which Mattuc k prefac ed t he bJi ­

ness me e ti ng: 

All Jews con~ mn emphat ically the terror ism perpetrated 
in Palest ine br a small band of Jews. l l shocks and 
grie\'es us deeply that any Jews. however provoked, 
could be guilty of such brutal and destruct ive acts 
in a land which is holy to Jews and in the city which 
is its most holy centre .... The critical situation in Pal­
est ine ra~es politicar issues which fall outs ide the 
scope of this Confere no/which is devoted to religious 
subjects .... But besides the issues about "''hich there 
is disagreement, there is -.agreement on two points. 
We agree and recognise the need to fi nd homes for 
the homeless Jews. We agree in condemning the ter­
rorism in Palestine.[9] 

Tha t c ha nging re l at i o ns hip was l ikewise ref l e c t e d in the 

discus sio n i ni tiated by t he new Amer ica n ~ield Sec retary 

Da v id Wice concern i ng t he marriage problem (and the rights 

o f Progressive r abbis) i n Pa l estine . Beyo nd a resolut i o n 

by the Pal esti ne comm! ttee, a ppoi n t i ny a s ub-comm i t tee no 

s tudy t he matter ,10 nothing concrete was formut~d at the 

19 46 Confe'f'ence t hou g h that p r o ble m would con tinue t~ a g itate 

8. ~ .. pp.24-25. or a t~ al nine-y~~ 
collected for P~ ar\{1 S6590 a'c;_tualh\ scfenf'. 

9. Ibid., p.lJ. 

10. ~ -. p.89. 

income of Sl0,664, S-4228 had beon 
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the World Union for years to come . 

As the l 946 Conference served more to raise questions 

about Palestine t han to resolve them, so too with other 

issues which would highlight the years ahead. Proposed 

changes to the constitution were referred back to the Govern-

ing Body unti l the next conference . The need was raised 

for more funding with which to publish a n adequate newspaper 
. 

and establish a seminary. A sub- committee was appointed 

to study the matter. A suggestion was made by Rabbi W. 

van der Zy l t hat the center of thE¥" World Union be moved 

to America, only to be lat.er withdrawn.11 Most tel ling, 

howfver, were t he questions o f organi zation posed by Jane 

Evans of the NFTS and Van der Zyt.12 Was the World Union to 

be a n originator and cr'eator of literature and of all the 

other necessary arms of activity through which Progressive 

Judaism could be cafr led to the four c orners of t he earth, 

or a c lear i ng body through which it migh~ . assign tasks for 

the benefit of t he World Union as a whole to those National 

Unions in the various countries which were best equipped 
~ 

to perform them? What was to be the function and relation 

of the World Union in relation to Progressive Jewish organ­

izations in the various countries given the principle c°f 

autonomy guaranteed to them by t he constitution? What could 

and shOllld be t he dynamic power of the Executive?· The ques-

tions had been raised before and were further ev)denced \ 

f 

12. Ibid .. pp.Jl-32. 

. -
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by Moses Wailer' s a nd the South African movement's continuing 

agitation for a Wor ld Union Cen tral Autho rity o n Progressive 

Thought and Practice.13 

the answers. 

Only time. it seems, would provide 

One may best descri be the years between the 1946 Con fe r­

ence a nd the Sixth International Conf e r e nce---held a l so 

in Lo ndon, J u ly 14- 19, 1949---as years of preparatory work . 

Th h M t d h A . - j ., D ld W. oug o n agu a n er mer1c a n coun terpar l, av 1ce \ hdd 

i nvested no s ma l l amount of t i me, effort, a nd paperwork 

i n tack! ing some of the p roblems wh ich t he 1 I.J46 Conf e r e nce 

had brought to the fo r e , t hey could boast of few tan'Qible 

and no i mmed iate resu 1 ts. Rehabilitation work in Europe, 

especia lly i n Germa ny, •progresse d s l ow l y and new develop-

mental work lay temporari l y i n a beyanci. Attempts at ac-

quiring greater international stature for · the · World Union 

by obtaining consultative status with UNE~?"had i n i(tial ly 
l - _. ( ~ • 

fai led14 and renewed efforts by Jane Evans/ an'd-- Rabb'i 0. J . • • 

Seligson would y i eld nothin\,- before July, 1949 . It ha~· 

13. See AJA, WUPJ, Box s, File 4, MEC, May 29, 1945. ,.Weiler, it seems, was 
under continual assault from the Orthodox rabbinate in .his community. He des ired 
a Central Authority composed of rabbis and laymen who would issue a Guide of 
Practice and a Uniform Rabbi's Manual and Prayerbook for the Movement worldwid~ 
such as the South African Reform Movement itself had. 

l4. AJA, WUPJ, Box 6 , File 12, ~GB, Feb. 16 and July 6, 1947. Evidently the 
World Unlon made application to the UN independently in 1946. The UN suuested 
their ~ would be much improved by withdrawina their application and making 
joint 9"'lication with the American Jewish Committee, the An&lo•Jewish Association: 
the Alliance Israelite ljni'ferselle, and the World Aaudah (strange bedfellows, indeed!) 
Mattuck and Morgenstern fa\'ored joint application with the first three. EiseJtdrath 
and Heinrich Stem opposed on arounds that ·t could weaken the WUPJ's political 
neutrality. Before the matter could be final decided, the UN had in Feb. , 1947, 
rejected the World Union's independent applicaU.

1
_.' 

., 
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already been noted how seriously the war had undermined 

American involvement with t he World Union and how keen wa~ 

t he leadership ' s desire to repai r the damage . 

wrote to Montagu: 

In 1947 Wice 

I regret to report that cooperation from my colleques 
in the World t;nion work here and the constituents 
is not altogether what I should like it to be, and I 
continue to work against great odds. Many letters 
go long unanswered and y~t I pledge you persistence 
on m>· part and continual cooperation until we should 
have received a bettar organization here.(151 

ln 1948 the f irst tentative steps were taken to i mprove 

t he situation w i th trips to America by Baeck and Mo n tagu. 

Baeck visited HUC-J IR in Cincinnat i and the NFTS hosted 

Montagu a t the UAHC bi ~.trn ia l in Boston , both personalities 

s ucceeding in gaining increased exposure a nd financial bac k­

i ng for the World Uni on . • 

And finally , by 1949 t he World Union' s ideological po­

sition {or perhaps more acc urate ly , its refusal to voice 

a n ideological position) began to crystal lize once and for 

al 1 . I n the one instance, the Constitution Committee had 

~irmly rejected a Dutch cons,it:ituent's proposal 
✓ 

the Preamble to read: 

It is the duty of each gene
0

ration • of Jews to base their 
life on the religious and ethic~! teachings of their 
fathers. bearing in mind the developments in thou&ht. 
advances in knowledge, and chan&es in circumstances 
which affect the life of the whole of mankind. It 
is also their duty to keep tt\t, traditional practices 
of their fathers in so far as these practices and tradi­
t ions st lll have an actual ~ nse for the· present day 
and arc in harmony \l:ith cont~ran1

1 
tfe.(16} 

to a mend 

15. AJA, WUPJ, Bolt' 13, File _4, letter ~ted Feb. 4, .1947. 

16. AJ.\, WUP J, Uox 4, File 8. Part~ original Preamble reads: "The 
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It may simply have been . that Lhe Constitution Committee 

saw no need f or altering that portio n of the Preamble or 

t hat it felt , generally s peaking, that changes in the status 

I 
quo tended to create more problems than they solved. More 

llkely, howeve r , the proposed revision, reflecting as it , 

did_-o a more conservative line, would have d~ted the doctrine 

of progressive r evelati o n from the hono red place it occupied 

in the Preamble. Ct would have given modern innovation 

a parity with. rather t han priority over, traditional riLual 

o bservance, and this the English Liberals and Amer 1 can Re­

formers would have been disinc lined to do. 

lfl the Consti t ution Committee 's rejection of the proposed 

to the Preamble represented a more crystallizad 

commi tment to'the more liberal wing of Progressive Judaism, 

so too the Goyerninq Body's resolution of " second proposal 

which had come out of the 1946 Conference. The South African 

' 
delegation had caused something o f a ~rouhaha by their con-

tinued agitation for a ~orld Union Central Au~hority on 

Progressive Thought a nd Prc:ictice for establishing uni form 

rules, ritual, and prayerbooks . After considering the o pin­

lons of leading Reform rabb is and because also fearing a 

potential Shulhan Aruch, the Governing Body q nal ly a greed 

to the setting up of an Advisory CommiLtee on Present Though t 

and Practice ln Judaism, the circumscribed function of which 

World Union, convinced of -the capacity for development inherent in the Jewish re­
ligion, declares that it is the duty of each generation of Jews to brina the relig­
ious teachin&s and practices of their fa..,,-S into harmony with developments in 

, thought, advances in knowledge, and chanaes.-fn the circumstances of Ure." 

I 
I 
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would be only 

(a) T-i, answer quest ions from individuaJs or organisations 
about the Thought and, Practice oC Judaism, but not 
to formulate a ~atement of Principles and practices, 
it being unders_tpod that l it shaJ.l ot be incumbent 
on a Congregatioh applyin,

1 
ror--the Committee's advice 

to follow it. ' ,. 
(b) To advise th~ Publicati Co mittee with regard 
to issuing books and pamphl s Progressive Judaism 
by outstanding Progressive Jews.[l i] 

This question of authorlty was hardly new. either to Reform 

Judaism or to the World Union . (Witness the driJe by the 

pre-war German canst i tuents for a similar Aut horf y Cammi t-

tf!e.) Nevertheless. it obviously continued fo ge'nerate , 

11 vel y debate among WlJPJ constituents ;rnd each time the 

battle lines were the same. The more traditional communities 

took the hard 1 i ne . The Americans a nd t he English Li bera ls 
a 

( led, not coincidentally, by American Israe l Mattuck ) opposed 

t hem. 

Bec ause t he World Union had more than once sung t he vir­

tues ot' "progress" and " f reedom" and "chan'ging with modern­

ity" and more t han once denounced the horrors of "authority" , 

the issues raised by the Dutch and the South l\fricans (and 

concurred · 1n by the Australians, South America ns, and later 

t he English Reforme;rs) were for the i mmediate present a 
\_ 

tempest in a teapot. Those same issues did. however, send 

some very important signals to t he World Union. They hinted 

at a growing gulf between the liberal a nd conservative ele~ 

ments comprising t he or1ani~ation. They also indicated 

both a wish by some individuals to give \:~ World Union 

11:' AJA, WUPJ, Box 6, File 12, MGB, July 6, 1947. 
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a certain unity of actio~and a latent deslre by the smal ler 

> constituents -to regard the Wor ld Union (rather than America ) 

as the supreme vo i ce and standarA bearer of Refo rm Judaism. 

American and British influence presented a great obstacle 

to such ' an ~ ntation, however . The World Union's 

logy, to -tk exte nt that i c possessed an i deology, 

echo the liberalism of its dominant constituents . 

ideo­

would 

This • 
required that t he World Union conf irm that the doctrinal 

autonomy of each constituent was terra sancta. The World 

Union would serve only as a conduit or clearinghouse. Like 

the CCAR or UAHC. the WUPJ would offer direction, but not 

directives. 

• 
M~ch as the t hree years preceding the Sixth Internationa l 

Conference had beer} something less than startling , so too 

the Conference itself. Exploring the t heme ''The Mission 

of Judaism---Its Present Day Application,·" the scholarly 

bent of l ts presentations bore greater resemblance to that • 

of the pre -war conferences than tnat of its 1946 predecessor . 

Clearly, in terms of its conferences at least, the World 

Union was getting back on its feet. Montagu subsequent! y 

distinguished 

whi~ is also 

the Conference for its •~arm fel 1 owship! '' 
t .,, 

to say that ' very little of note occurred . 

Two issues, however , deserve mention . The first concerned \· 

the relocation o f the World Unjon headquarters. Van der Zyl 
,> 

had raised the issue in 1946. Baef had written of it again 

in 1948, enunciating concfr~ that ~~ha move would make the 

)~ 

-
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World Union's influence in 
. 18 

Europe neg lib l e. Once more, 

at the 1949 · Conference, the issue was raised o nly to be 

19 referred to the Governing Body. _ The second issue con -

cerned proposed changes to the Constitution a nd its Preqmb l e 

whi c h the constituents would yet have t o rati fy . Fe l ix \ 

Levy, express ing d issatisfaction with the Preamble by t~ 

UAHC and CCAR . ho ped that i t might be rewritten and bafed 

more upo n the attitude a nd statements of t he Columbus Plat-

form of 1937 . Mor eover . Levy voiced objections by the UAHC 

a nd CCAR to Art ic le VI which a l lowed no country to have 

more than one-third t he total number of representatives 

to conferences. Having t he preponde rant number of congrega-

t ions, they felt t hat L f t hey could not have propor tional 

• representation they would at least like a larger proportion 

than the Consti tut.ion a llowe d . 20 Levy further objected 

to clauses requiring that the Executive Committee meet, and 

the General Off[ of the \.lorld Unio n be . in London a nd 

inquired as ~ell if t here WP.re a possi bi lity of c hanging-

the name o f the PJ since no one in t he United States liked 

the term "Progressive" . 2 1 If t he -o f caliber the biennial 

conferences were to be taken as clear indication that the 

World Union was getting back o n its feet, it was equal! Y 

18. AJA, WUPJ, Box 1, file 8 , letter dated Feb. 24. 1948. 

19. cc.~ Yearbook. 59. p.41 . 

20. wtJPJ 1949 CR, p. 46. Matt~k pointed out that the original framer. 
American Leo Weil, had-suuested the limitation to prevent any one ~ountry from 
havina a majority. 

21. ~ -• p.49. 
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clear from the tenor of the 1949 Conference dialogue that 

t he WUPJ was walking in a wester ly d irection toward America . 

r-
Wi t h its venue again in London, July 12-18, 1951. . the 

World Uni o n 's Seventh International Conference marked the 

organization's twenty-fifth anniversary. The Conference 

was thus attended by a cer tain a moun t vof fanfare al~hough 

the pas~ two years had been singularly uneventful. Correcting 

a slight of t wo years earlier, an error in protocol whi c h 

had invited accusations that Engl ish Liberals were wont 

t o segregate themselves from the c ommunity, the World Union 

made certain the head of Britain's Jewish Board of Deputies, 

Dr. Redcliffe Sa l a mdn, was in attendance to welcome the 
& 

conferees and the Con ference ' s pre-eminen t speakers. Leo 

Baeck and Marti n Bu.ber, on behdlf of Anglo-Jewry . 22 

the ac:cusat ions were paradox lcal i nasmuch as the Orthodox 

had never gone out of their way to make the Ltberals feel 

welcomed in the communi tY, t~c matter probably says more 

abou t che esteem i n which Baeck a nd Buber were held than 

about any possible rapproachme n t within Anglo-Jewry . 

Addressing themse l ves to the Confe~e theme. "The Pres­

ent Contributi o n of J udaism to Civillation, " Baeck a ~d 

Buber unquestionably lent the con ference stature. Indeed, 

from the incept ion of t,he World Union in 1926 ( i n whose 

birth he figured prominently) ,until his death i n 1956, Leo 

22. See Jewish Cnronicle, July 6, 1951, which criticized the WUPJ for the aloof­
ness or itslocal organizers to any inem.bers of the Ml.lo-Jewish cOC11111unity outside 
its ow_n sect. l~ true. ~n ~h sn~ry or alienation mi&ht exp~ WhY much of 
the drlve for an intematfonal uruon of Liberal Jews came from the ·En&hsh. 

, 
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Baeck had always given t he Wo r ld Union e mine nce through 

h is scholars hip, i n tegrity, a nd personal courage. The leading 

rabbi of twen tieth century German Jew~y. Baeck had succeeded 

Montefiore as WUPJ president in 1938 . He had l i ved OU t . 

t he war years i n Theresienstadt, but resumed office in t945. 

Living in England af ter the war , he was in a good position 

to guide t he World Union until his .resignation in 1953; 

he continued in his role as elder statesman unti 1 his death 

t hree years later. At t he 1951 Conference Baeck spoke to 

the necessity of unity and union in "K'lal Yisrael'' a nd , 

of the large s pheres and wide aims with which ''the Jewi sh 

poss ibi 1i ty" and "Lhe Jewish destinf'' are intertwined. He 

nsserted that width of Jewish general outlook depends o n 
• 

a s pecific c:oqipr e hension of the ideal and the fac t of "K' I.al 

YisraeL" of the wholene:;s of ~Jewi s h l 1 fe and task. Outlook 

and comprehensio n i nflue nce nnd de t ermine each other : the 

weaker t he o ne, the more feeble wi 11 grow the other, and 

str.engthening the one wl l L corroborate the other. 
23 

Buber, 

ln a more theoretical vei n . describe d great civilizat i. ons 

as those possessed of a life-system built up around a supreme 

' principle pervading the e n tire existence ot t he group . An-

c ient Israe l was such a civili zation, in which the action 

of l.he r e1igi0us and no rmative principle manifested itself 

with peculiar. ~ique pregnancy . lsrael's religious-normative 

principle mani.1l•s~ i tse lf as a n e~sential ly h i stor7 one, 

at once real istic dnd Messia nic. Buber averred, however, 

23. Vil:'PJ 1951 CR, pp.61-69. 
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that in modernity , in o ur exit from the ghetto, t he unique 

unity of peop le and religion had developed a deep rift. [t 

was the task of the Je1.1ish community to str i ve to heal the 

rift and once more to hallow communal llfe. 24 

The mood of the Conferepce was frequently less forward 

looking than j ts Lheme might s uggest, lapsin!f often into 

a retros pective o f a nd tribute to the World Union ' s first 2~ 

ye;irs . That first quarter- centurr had in many ways b~en 

less than kind. !eading o ne o bserver to note a c ertain amount 

of dissatisfaction and disillusionment with 25 years•. labor 

while going on to add: 

Indeed, much time seems to have been devoted to the 
discussion of vague generalizations and to abstract 
metaphysical and philosophical disquisitions which tend 
to weaken allagiance to the robust practical endeavours 
of the traditional Jewish' lile.(:?S) 

Elsewhere it was s uggested that while there was nothing 

wrong in the Conference theme, something a b I t more prac ­

tical and concerned with securing a better lodgment for 

Judaism among Jews might have received consi deration : 

r\n apparent aloofness from eractical problems has robbed 
the World Union of the possibility of exercising any 
considerable influence· in the Je~•ish world. Its second 
25 years ought to witness considerable changes in out­
look. New leaders will take office. and even a change 
of headquarters---to the United States---cannot be 
ruled out. It is not too certain that Liberal fews 
here ... would take kindly . to such a development.(26) 

I nasmuch as the World l.:nion had always i ntended its inter­

national confer~nces to foster Progressive Jewish thought of 

24. Ibid., pp. ~a-~s. 

25. Jewish Chronicle. July 27, 1951, p.12. 

26. !!lli!-, Juh· 6, 19Sl. 
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a serious and scholarly nature at. l east as much as it had 

i ntended t hem to deal with practical matters. the c rit icism 

rings a bit harsh. lts forecast for the f uture would in 

ti"'f' however. ring true. 

One should record several i mportant developments at the 

Confer e nce. Leo Bc:teck reluctantly agreed t o a noLher term 

as Presi<lent, l argely through the pleas of Mon tagu, 27 thus 

postponing for a few years a serious leadershi p vacuum. ,., 
More sign ificant l y , perhaps, the Conference created a po-

ten t ially valuable and useful a ppe ndage to the World Un ion. 

The World Union Youth Section (WUPJYS) included a mong its 

stated objectives a youth magazine, leadership camps, holiday . 
e x c ha nge schemes, hospi tality programs fo r foreign Jewi sh 

students, and the encoura9o~ert and grooming of young people 

for the rabbinate.28 Most significantly, however. the Con­

ference framed wi thin its constitution che WUPJ's offici al 

atti tude toward the State of Israel . 

would contain a third s t atement: 

Henceforth the Preamb le • 

The World Union is deeply conscious of the great religious 
tasks, opportunities and challenges that the State of 

27. AJA, WCPJ, Box l. File 8, letter dated Oct. 30, 19SO, asking that Baeck 
reconsider his resianation: ''You have through your scholarship and personality, 
the power to help in keeping our Union toaether ... in order that the work Wldertaken 
br our beloved friend Claude Montefiore should continue .. .. " · 

28. WUPJ 19:51 CR, p.95. ·n-.e WUPJ had several "adjWlct" committees. Some 
were short-term, such-as the Consti tution Committee, and formed for a specific 
and limited purpose. Others, such as Publicity and Publications, Social Action, 
and the Youth Section. v.ere meant to do more creative work or unlimited duration. 
OnlY the YO\lth Section succeeded in doin& an>·thing or real consequence and even 
this committee was limited in developiftl its ~tential. Amona its accomplishments 
were leaderw\lp camps, recruitment or' several rabbinical students for HUC-JIR and 
Leo Baeck CoUeae • .and publicat ion or a tlandbook, The Jewish Youth Qroue. by John 
Rayner and Henry Skirball. 

/ 
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Israel presents before World Jewry, and · feels a . deep 
sense or responsibi-lity to do all within its P.0111er to 
aid in helping to realise there, as in all lands where ) 
Jewish people live. the best and highest ideals of our 
faith.(29] 

Though the wording of the addition engendered some discus-

sion, its basic thrust did not. Alongside s tatements of 

the World Un ion• s belief in prophetic Judaism and c·ontinuing 

revelation would now stand some form of commitment to t he 

Zionist 1dea. What had years earlier been de facto had 

now become de Jure policy . 

From the early 1950's onward the activities and ambitions 

of the World Union continued to expand though at times one 

would have been hard pressed to discern any kind of grand 

plan or general direction • which gave order to the grand 

vision and general aspirations. Subsequent portions of 

this chapter will provide illustrations but, simply put , 

"If t here were some need which the World Un ion fel t it should 

or could fill. it moved to do so; however limited its means, 

however rudimentary i.ts method, or however duplicative its 

effort of that of the existing American machine. Thus while 

the mainstay of the World Union' s work remained (a) the 

strengthening of links between constituents, principally 1 

29. WUPJ Constitution, Preamble, Art. III. The new parqraph, as original!>• 
proposed, read: "The World Cnion recoinizes the outstandin& sianificance for the 
Jewish people of the re:iaious, developtnents in the State or Israel and, at the same 
time, emphasises the obli&ation of Jews in Jill lands to make their contribution 
to the reliaious life of the Jewish people by cultivatin& Jewish leamina and rouowina 
loyally the Jewish way or life." AJA, WUPJ. 'Box 6. file 13, MGB, July 12, 1951. 
The Jewish Chronicle attributed the chanae to the large American deteaation and 
the presence of Israeli ..fepresentatives such as Martin Buber . 
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through international conferences and Lb) its developmental 

' 
work in new communities (most importantly Israel, wl th the 

establishment by t he American Board in 1952 of an Israel 

Committee for Liberal Ju~aism), the World Union's efforts 

also bega n to s pread into other areas. Resolutions at the 

1951 Conference had ri ~ened i nto a World Union Youth Section 

and a Commission on Soc i al Action and International Relations 

even as the WUPJ had begun to venture into the areas of 

educat ion a nd human rights in its consultati ve capacity 

with UNESCO. 

With the broadened sense of purpose which such growth 

suggested, the WUPJ convened its Eighth internationa l Con -

ference in London, July 2-9, 1953. While the attendance 

of Mordecai Kaplan would Utter lead to s peculation o n t he 

possibi lity of the Reconstructionist Movement's joining 

t he \.IUPJ. as on previous occasions i t was "the towering 

person~lity of Leo Baeck (which) dominated the Conffirence ... JO 

Indeed, some of the most moving moments occurred during 

the eightieth-birthday tributes to Baeck when Montagu an­

nounced the as yet incomplete preparation of a Festschri ft 

in his honor . 31 The Conference theme, "Our Religious Approach 

to World Problems," suggested a social action orientation 

and certainly conferees devoted far more time to d iscuss ion 

o f the Commission on Social Action and to the Worl< of the 

30. CCAR Journal, Oct. 19S3, p.41. 

31. Entitled ~ts of Proaressive Jewish Thou&ht (1954), its list of contribu­
tors reads like a whoswho of Reform: Morgenstern, Bettan, Blank, Freehof, Mattuck, 
Cohon, Eisendrath, Cronbach, and Glueck, to name a few. 
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World Union in Connection with t he United Nations. than 
I 

to the usual scholarly addresses. They gave a simi t ajly 

good dea l of time as well to a nc illary matters---the business 

sessions, the youth session . a nd the women's meeting--­

than in former times, pe rhaps suggesting a shift o f prior­

ities to t he practica l s ide a nd thus vi ndicating t he Jewish 

Chronicle's c r it ic of t wo years earlier. 

Both the Soc ial Act ion Commiss ion a nd the Un ited Nat ions 

~rk requi re ext e nded discuss ion . The former was l argely 

th i nit i ative of Habbi Ferdinand Isserman, a prominent 

Amer~ an Reform soc ial activist . In some sense i t was only 

natural that t he Wo r ld Uni on s hould eventually c reate such 

a commission given its cons t itutional Preamble's posi t ive 

~iew o f proph~tic Judaism. Moreover, American Reformers 

haq long before come to trans lac.e the prophetic i deal into 

long-standing programs o f s ocia l action . If ''as Maine goes, 

so goes the nation , " so it was , often enough. that "as America 

goes, so goes the World Union. " At the conference Isserman 

explained that. there be i ng no unanimity among the Conunis­

sion 's member·s as to l ts work, he had deemed i t necessary 

to draw up a charter fo r approval by . t he Conference. The 

Charter gave primacy to the concept of prophetip revelation 

to the irritation of Moses Wei ler (who wanted more references 

from the rabb inic literature) and CCAR presidept' Joseph 

Rauch (who wanted more mention of the demands of personal 

faith . ) 1 The Charter also proclaimed a commitment to studying 

various plans for disarmament. building goodwill among the 
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nations, and ending wars and to recQmmending and supporting 

such measures as secured the peace of all. These it would 

"' disseminate to constituent bodies and then to the whole 

world . The Charter then went on to state positions on inter­

national government, the rights of man, racial discrimina­

tion, distribution of wealth and immigration barriers, co l o­

nial ism as the enemY. o f democracy, i nterfaith cooperation 

and universalism.
32

. The Charter made some d~}ng assertio ns 

and, although the constituents were generally s upportive 

in sentiment, some British and' South African conferees im­

mediately raised their brows as to the i mplications of ref-
. \ 

erences to co lonialism and racism. WUPJ Secretary-~reasurer 

Bruno Woyda suggested that passages on immigration. colon i­

al ism, and the subordinatioti of national sovereignty to 

international law should be worded in a way which combined 

Jewish religious principles with a realistic approach to 

practical situations. Speaking to the Charter's passages 
/ 

on racism, Moses Weiler explained t hat South / r 'l.can Jewry 

was in a difficult position and was seeking r _Qdus vivendi 

in the matter; moreover , that th~ Jews a,s a communi~y had 

decided to take no stand· on the native question because 

/ i_hey were i nvolved with the problem of assisting Jewry in 
~ 

other lands and could not ask the govern,ment' s permission 

to export funds and goods and simultaneously object to the 

government. 33 The matter ended with the World Union's ap-

? 32. WIJ-PJ 1953 ~. pp.30-35. 

JJ. Ibid., pp.36-37. 

0 
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proval in principle of a Charter on Socia l Justice snd Inter~ 

national Relations, with the pr-oviso that lsserman's draft 

be submitted to the constituents and the Governing Body 

for further study and discussion. Thus the futur& develop-

men t of the_ World Union's Social Action Commission was by 

no means c 1 ear. Would it ever be in a position to apply 

~cretely -i.ts principles or ever likely do more than issue 

stateme nts and proclamations? Even if only the latter, 

would cons ideration of the constituents' respective national 

'ti.es so circumscribe any s uch statemen ts as to prevent any 

but the safest or most general? As 1 t turned out, this 

was pr:ecisely the case unti 1 Lhe 1959-1 960 move to America 

(and even after .) 
/ 

The World Un i o n ' s wor~ ln connect ion wi. th the United 

NRtions as a non-governmental consultant to UNESCO was a 

similar outgrowth of t he WUPJ's religious and world views. 

The work d id not actual! y invo Ive the World Un ion so muc h 

as it did its representative who, as liason. would commun1-

ca~e the World Union's views on such issues as genocide. 

human rights, and disarmament. In t urn the r epresentative 

would try to muste r support by the constituents for such 

United Nations efforts as the Genocide Convention, 34 the 

Human Rights Convention (to which the Linlted States govern-
' 

ment was for various reasons opposed), and programs tp combat 

illiteracy and hunger . As Bruno Woyda explained: 

34. 'J'he United States government failed to ratify the Convention 
until late 1285-early 1986. 

.. 
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To have consuJtati\'e status iQ)plies that we try to 
interest the gener~l public in the , work 'of '\ttie United 
Nations; it implies on the other hand that we make ' 
by \l'ritten or oral statements and b>· the participation 
in the exchange of views our contribution to the work 
which is or should be done by the UJli led Natio..ns. Too 
often religious leaders in our days are sat isfied with 
generalities. Words for instance such as ''just ice" or 
''righteousness" do not help us at all if ll'e do not 
say what they mean when applied to special situa­
tions.[35) 

........ 

The World Union was i nordinately proud of its work with 
,... 

t he United Nat ions. The connecti on no doubt conferred a 

36 
certa i n prestige upon the WUPJ and many of those involved 

in the World Union undoubtedly sympath\ zed warmly wi th t.he 

aspiration s of the UN and reposed great hopes l n its future. 

One wonders, however, if something deeper was not involved. 

I n its o wn rel i g 1.ous domain the World Un ion shared with 

t he UN many of t.he same 90a ts and sure 1 y must have fe 1 t .. 
that l t confront:Md many of the same obstacles. Moreover. 

the World Union, as a c onfederntion of loosely linked nation­

a l movements in wh ich one of those movements occupied a 

dominant position, must have i dentified with the United 

Nations and seen in it something of its own-situation. In­

deed, it wa~ · d Wice who offered t he fol lowing analogy: 

The State of Pennsylvania, s.sid Dr. Wice. had more 
natural resow-ces, a larger annual budget and a larger 
population than thirty nations in the l'nited ~ations 

35. ll'tiPJ 1953 CR, p.90. 

36. , At an)' rate it perceived a certain amount of status in the appointment . 
Thus it was that a t a 1953 conference In Zurich to which the Jewish A&encY had 
invited Europe's Jewish organi:lations, the WUPJ was h~ely offended at not receiving 
an invitation. It w,1-'> also, in part, its UN status \on which the WUPJ based its ,-..r' 

demand for inclusion in tht Jewish Claims Conference. - It Should be pointed out 
in both instances, however, that even without UN consultafoe status, the WUPJ 
had legitimate reasons for• bein& included. • 

t 
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combine4, yet t"e United States saw fit • to suppj)rt 
in great measure and to work thrOU&h the United Nations 
in the world picture, because the United States was 
a country, whereas the United Nations was the instrument 
created for common action. He believea that that 
was the way they in America must lobk at the - World 
Union; # they must see the whole Liberal movement' as 
a world interpretation of Judaism. Only as the>· 

0

had 
an organisation outside f United States. as they had 
the United Nations, co they work together towards 
a world movement.(37) 

' . 
' 
). 

' ( 
"' .( .. 

Several other matters of long-term import discussed · at 

the 1953 Conference, i.nvolving both finances and leadershi.p, 

al so deserve mention. Beginning in late 1951, following 

anno'lncements by the German government and ,Chancellor Aden­

auer of plans to make war reparations, t~e World Union became 

embroiled in a struggle 

Jewish Claims Confere nces 

to obta in representation 

held i n New Y~rk anid 

at t he 

later in 

Paris. Within the ranks of the World Union opinion was 

divided as to the correctness of the organization's involve-

ment. Moreover , it was uncertain if rep~rations would be 

made for the c ultural-educational endeavors for which the 

WUPJ requested funds, complicating the matter still further . 
'-· Baeck opposed. any involvement with the Conference, fearful 

,. that the World Union would have to become immersed in poJ,i t­

ical issues which were beyond its purview as a strictly 

' relig,us organization. Many con,sti tuents, t,ow~ver, espe-

cially those ~n the Continent which had suffered the ravages 

of war or those· elsewhere 'with large refugee congregations, 

ta~~ed it. The 1953 Conference resolved) the cleavage, 

urging those involved to press their claims individually 

37. WUPJ 1953 CR. pp.2~-27. 

~ 
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(With World Union backing) until such time as the World 

Union mi ght obtain full represen tation . The battle invo lved 

not only large s ums . of money, but also a certain crucial 

recognition of World Union legitimacy generally and as one 
( 

of the heirs of Liberal German Jewry. It would drag on ... 
until 1957 when , t hrough press~re from s uch individuals 

as Glueck, Wi c e , Evans, and Eisendrath , the Wor l d Un i on 

flnally ob~ained the repr esen ta t ion i t sought . 

the 1953 Conference fu..t r ther marked the genesis of a seri­

ous d rive to put the World Union on a solid economic base. 

For more than 25 years t he organization had been s ubsisting 

o n a pauper's budget. I n 1951 it had determined that an 

annual budget of $l0,000 would provide the minimum means 

to achieving its ends a nd qy 1953 had nearly met that goal. 

At the 1953 Conference, J.C . Ackerman of Chicago and Louis 

Friedman of Pittsburgh· a nnounced plans to achieve a $100,000 

annual budget by the end of the decade . 

On the question or how to raise the $T06.800, Mr. 
Ackerman said that it was his conviction that our inabil­
ity to raise money had not been due to lack of financial 
capacity ln our movement, but rather to a lack of 
enthusiasm and zeal and inadequate organisational facili­
ties. He felt that much laraer sums could be raised for 
our cause in America if the purpose or the World Union 
were properly "sold" to our constituents. It had become 
a world habit to look to the USA (or funds whatever the 
ca\$8 .... Experience had shown that if there was a broad 
basis of consultation with leaders of the Liberal Jewish 
community then it was possible to raise substantial sums. 
The speaker asked the Conference to realise the difficul­
ties in Amerlca where the communiti~s . were not inter­
nationally inlnded. [emphasis added) and where they/ 
were already overburdened with the need. tor obtainin& 
funds for home projects. They needed time ror education 
and oPPOrtunities for propqanda.[38) 

JS. Ibid., pp.150-S1. 
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As envisioned, 75 per cent of the proposed budget would 

come from America . 39 
, 

More interesting, for the priorities 

it reveals. was the proposed breakdown of the budget. Israel 

projects would receive 25 per cent; grants and subventions 

for small and new communities would receive 20 per cent'; 

travel for maintaining contact with the constituents, office 

expenses, a nd t he Youth Section would each receive 15 per 

cent; and rabbinic al scholarships would receive ten per 

cent. 

As the World Union had begun to look ahead in terms of 

finances and priori Li es, so too i. t began to confront the 

long-term problems of leadership, both globally and within 

1 ts own infrastructure. The leadership had l ong felt t:he 

need to make provisions f~r the ever-critical problem of 

rabbinical leadership in its far-flung communities and Julian 

Morgenstern, trying to be cooperative, had several years 

earlier enunciated an HUC-Jia... pol icy of free admission to 

qualified overseas stud en ts . ~inally, witn t he destruction 

of the German seminaries and the growing realization that 

American rabbis could not fill the empty pulpits abro~d 

(whether because of insufficient interest and numbers or 

because of the CCAR's and UAHC's own competing interests). 

the World Union recognized t hat communities would have to 

raise up their mm disciples if they were ever to stand 

on their own. The 1953 Conference initiated the first steps 

to correct the c:hropic i mbalance· with the announcement of 

39. Ibid., p. tst. The remainder would be apportioned thusly: 
12"2~. South Afrifa-1~. other parts of the world-2'64'. 

Oreat Britain-
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a foreign recruitment program by HUC-JIR and the establish­

ment by the NFTS of a $5000 fund for foreign rabbinical 
' 40 

scholarships. 

But even as the World Union was addressing the shortage 

of rabbinical leadership i nternationally, the 1953 Conference 

was witnessing a leadership c risis within its own backyar~ . 

Some monchs pr ior to the Confe rence, Leo Baeck had informed 

the Executive Cammi ttee of h is i ntention to step down from 

the presidency. The time had come to give way to a younger 

man, preferably an American, as America was one of the great 

centers of Jewish Life . What subsequently transpired ts 

somewhat unc 1 ear . According to the minutes, t he Execut ive 

Committee, following customary procedure , nominated Nelson 

Glueck. theo/ HUC-JIR presid~t and internationally renowned 

archaeolog~t. Glueck accepted t he nomination . Minutes 

were distributed to the .Execut ive Committee and no objections 

registered. The Governing Body was polled, the 18 who voted 

agreeing unanimously to recommend Glueck to the 1953 Confer-

e nce. Prior to the Conference, however. UAHC president 

Maurice Ei,sendrath protested and was supported by Jane Evans . 

(Eisendrath was a member of both the Executive Committee 

and the Governing Body and so should have known of Glueck's 

nomination well 
~ 

before. ) Eisendrath 

, 
maintaine.d that hi s 

opposition was in no way directed personally ?>ward. ~Hueck . 

Rather, he felt that (a) Glueck's duties as College president 

40. CCAR \'earbool<. 62,. p.224. Also !\.IA, WUPJ, Box S, File 6, MEC, Nov. 20, 
1951. 

0

Monta,u and Mrs. J. Walter f'reiber& had in fact discussed the idea as earl)' 
as 1928. ~ AJA, W~PJ. Box 6. fife 4, letter dated Jan .• 1928. -
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would not permit him adequate ly to fulfill his responsibil­

ities as WUPJ pres ident and ( b ) though t here was no constitu­

tional precedent in the Executive Committee's consul t ing 

a WUPJ constituen t body, it s hould have been just an ordinary I 

""'-"- ............ l procedure to hav~ informed the heads of t he American con -

stituents of t he Committee's i ntended nom i nation~ 1 According, 

however, to correspondence and Eisendrath 's close associaLa, 

the NFTS · Jane Evans, it would seem that several things 

' had occurred . Baack had tried to d i scuss the matter with 

Eisendrath though Eisendrath insisted that he had beel\ led 

to believe his attendance at the 1953 Con~erence was "impera­

tive" precisely because no th ing would bransp ir:e before then. 

Eisendrath seemed to fee l that much had gone on behind h is 

back, t hough Baeck disavow~d a ny knowledge of s uch goings-

on42 and Glueck a pparently never 
~ • • 43 / but only wanted to please Baeck. 

actively s~>Ught the j._9b 

On the other hand . Evans 

has stated that t he formidable rivalry and love-hate re­

lationship between Glue ck a nd F.isendrath was well known 

41 . AJA, WUPJ. Box 6, File 14, MGB, July 2, 19S3. 

42. AJA, WUPJ. Box 12, File 8, letters dated Apr. 8 and Apr. 16. 1953. 

43, AJA, MSC 5 (HCC-JIR), Box 'l7, File 2, letter from Glueck to Montagu 
dated March 2, 19S3, in part reading " ... ~·ou say that you have heard from Dr. Baeck 
... that I am ' interested' in becoming President of the World Uriion. I assw-e you 
that I have no desire to a~ume any mo~ offices or duties than I presently have. , 
which actually I find most overwhelmina. I have, however, weighed the ursent 
request . .. and I note llhat you say with regard to the eaaemess of the Officers ... 
to have my help in this connection ... .I am prepared to stand ror election ... .! should 
be happy to withdraw my name should others be intarested ... l do not wash to enter 
any competition for the office. It is, frankly, · with considerable reluctance that 
1 am letting my name be put up at all. t do ~so because I do not Uke to say 'no' 
to Or. 841eck and because ~ do n<n want to give the impression that I am not in­
terested in the WUPJ. I am exceedln&lY interes~ and eaaer to help .... " 

I, 

"' I 
-
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in their inner circle. Well known, to0, was that Lily Mon- \ 

tagu had become•~ccustomed to functioning i n a solo capacity. 

Consequeftlily Montagu had simply single-hand6il6ly (and cer­

tainly without any mallce toward Eisendrath) i nvited Glueck 

to a~sume the WUPJ pres idenc y. 44 Evident! y, the resul ti~g 

e>CJ5losion nearlr --:.devastated Montagu. 45 Eisendrath very 

nea rly refused to attend the Confere nce ~nd , according to 

Evans, threatened to take the UAHC out of the World Union . 46 

Julian Morgenstern and David Wice managed to s moothe Eisen­

drath' s r uffled feathers a nd Ei sendrath was finally p+aoated 

by Glueck' s acquiescence 47 and, again accord.rng to Evans, . \ 

by an agreement "that nei thee he nor Glueck would become 

president o f t he org~ization.48 Thus did the 1953 Confe r -

44. lnter\'iew with Jane Evans, Adi. 12, 1986. 

45. Ibid. Also AJA, MSC 30 (Morgenstern). Box 13. file 8, letter from Montagu 
dated June6. 19S3. 0 By refusina to rescind the Governing Body's resolution and 
st icking to Dr. Glueck who has been so kind and generous in all this, apparently 
we caused great annoyance to Miss E and Dr. E. We wrote to Dr. Glueck that we had 
no desire to have 81\Y other President although he reiterated his. offer to wlthdraw. 
Dr. Eisendrath wrote an angry letter on our decision and said we were alienatina the 
tinion and the Sisterhoods---that it was no personal matter .... Well now this momina to 4 / 

my very great regret and SOCTOW Or. Glueck has cabled that he thinks it would be 
better to choose another President ... .! have cabled begging him to V.'8it .... But now I 
feel that my beloved W.U, is in mortal danger. lt exists to further reli&ious purposes 
and l never thou&ht any other element could affect its safety and cpnsecrated pur- ..fl 
pose." So distressed was Montagu that she even offered to mo e the headquarters to 
the U.S. if Wice ana Morgenstern thought it would help. · 

46. Ibid. Also EVIUIS interview. 

47. AJA, MSC s, Box 27. File 2, letter from Glueck to Montaau dated June 1. 
19S3, offerina to step down rather than hurt the prospects or tbe WUPJ. ~ Box S, 
File 1. telegram to Elsendrath ur1in1 him to come to the London Conference: "To- • 
gether we can work this out." Also AJA, MSC 30 (Moraenstem), Box 13, File 8, 
letter from Wice -to Moraenstem, dated June 11. 1953: " ... you may have heard 
that if ~thina, Dr. Eisendrath's anaer has spent open itself, and the most recent 
action was a telephone conversation between Or. Glueck and Eisendrath in Tel Aviv, 
in which Or. Glueck u&reed to w~hdraw his candidacy." , r -,., "' 

/ 48. E\'ans intervie11. . Eisendrath in fact served as ~t from 1972-1973. __.,. 
.. 

.... 
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ence conclude with a nomination of Leo Baeck to an honorary 

life presidency, a presidency ero tempore (held 'by Lily 

Montagu until her formal elec\ion l n 1955), a nd a hard lesson 

i n the potential hazards of an organization' s dominati on 

by~a single constituent. 
-'IL-. 

" 
wfri°d 

' 
The Union 's progress, in the years fol l owin·g t he , 

1953 Confere,nce through .to the end of the decade, resists. 

easy defil)i tion. One may perha ps 1 i ken it. to a treadmi l l 

situated on a geolbgJcal fault. While there was the a ppear-• . 
I 

ance o f 
I \ 

Beneath 
'-' changes 

mov~ment, in many ways {fie WUPJ was going no place . 
I 

the sur6ace.., how~__er, ma jor shiffs and signi fica(lt 

had begun . Consequ~ntly, one wo~ld /do ( wel l to ex-

amine these six y~ans as a single un'it . 

On the ) ~urface of things the work of the World Union ,, 
seemed to." proceed apade. The organization siaged three 

more biennials : the N}nth Interratf~nal Confer7*e in Paris, 

June 30 ~- July 6, 1955, with its• theme "frogre ~\i.\,e J udaism: 

Its Teachi ngs and Immediate Tasks"~ the Tenth I'nternational 

Conference in Amsterdam, July 4-10, 1957, with its 'theme 

''Rel i gious Experience i n Judaism"; and t tte Eleventh Inter­

national Conference in London, July 9--1~. · 1'959, ,with i t.s' -
theme "Religious Author! ty i n Progressive. Judaism". Holding' 

t/ Conferellces ~n such venues a_s " Paris and AmsterdalJI would 
• fl ._ 

? uggest ,that the Protess ive communitie s of those cities 

· { had at last begun ~o be rehabil itate~ and desired the• "boost~ 

and r~cognitlon which an internatA.onal conference could 

, 

.. 

' 

' 



. -

provide·. rt would perhaps suggest, as we11 , an attempt 

to restore a certain internationalism to a World .Union which 

had grown perilously close to looki~g 1 i ke an English o,rgan-

izatio~ funded by American dollars. About the themes of . 
t he Conferences one can generalize l ittle . In fact. one 

discerns almost no paLtern to the themes of the World Union 's 

first eleven conferences. One senses only, and even then 

very tentat~ move away from the purely theoretical 

and ph~ losophi~al to the tangible and practical . The themes 

of the 19'55 and 1959 Conferences seemed to reflect a long­

overdue response to pleas from many of the smal ler and more 

formative commun it i ~s, to ' ' 

., tel 1 us what Pl"Ogressive Jews 

are meant to believe and do." Parallel ling ~e move from 

the the·o~~t i ca}. to the tangible, it would appear also that 

Progressive Jewish~ thought was taking a bac kseat to Progres ­

sive Jewisr action. Th~ory had occupied a prominent place 

in t;a~ ccJJerenc~s of earl,ier times. To be sure, even the 

latt con erences could boast of lectures and addresses 

by th~ l 1. es of PI"Ofessor Samuel Coh on, Edmond F leg, and 

Eugene Mi'haly;49 to be sure, one of tho purposes i1n seeking . .,. ,. .,., ' ' 
Nelson Glueck and lat~' Solomon Freehof for the presiden~ial 

J - ,.,. . - ~ .,,.,,.,.,.,. ' 
post lay · i.n· their sulifable combinatio n of ~y~ism and schol- , 

a rly renown . Ne~rt~less. the emphasis was) shifting from 

More, : and more7 a preponderance 

of ~onfefence • discus~ ion .w~s consumed by the business of 
. ' 

the Worl~ union , especially Israel. 

• 49. W{!PJ l9SS~-CR, pp..54. 121. ~ WUPJ CR, p.84. 
~ ,./ ~ f . . - ) -- ,. 

t 
I 
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And o n t he surface of t hj.ngs , the w9rk of the World Un ion 

seemed to proceed apa ce, though it becomes often difficul t 

to differentiate one Conference Report from another . Each 

business r e por t of ''Work Since the Last Conference" echoes 

the Last i n terms of hopes and prospects f o r new communi ties. 

Each conference brought with it a new update on the Wor hi 

Union's work with t he United Natio ns ~O a nd a new repor t of 

some s mall progress wi t h i n the Youth Sect i on. ' Un t il 1957. 

t he World Union continued i ts battle for representatio n 

at t he J e wish Claims Con f ere nce, passing a strongly worded 

reso l ution at t he Paris Conference rebuking the Claims Con ­

ference for refusing to recognize t he WUPJ 's right to par­

t icipate both as the spokema n of Prog ressive Jewi s h refugee , 
commun ities and as the e xeQlltor of Germany's Libe ra l Jewish 

51 ui legacy. The drive to increase American conscio~ ness 

of t he World Union a lso accelerated with the a nnual publica -

t ion by t he Ame rican Board of its American Manual . (A glossy ~ 
''newsletter" of WUPJ activities, per.son,ali ties. and commu-

nities, the American Manual a pparently saw only two editions ,' 
' . ~ 

i n 1954 and 1955.) Similarly, the drive begµn i n 1953 to 

place the WUPJ OJ\ a firm economic base continued to make 

some small headway, t t).ough, in 1958 Jacob Shankman ( replacing . . ( 
Wice s successir, f<'erdinand isserma n , as Amer i can Directo r ) 

could still r eport to the CCAR: 
r 

r SO. Wt;PJ 1955 CR, p.107. When the World 
the UN, RonaJd Ronalds. died in a•,-motor accJdent in 
Mrs. Victor Polstein. 

, .. 
J 
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For decades now, this work has been a humble peti­
tioner at your doors; its requests have · been ignored 
and disre1arded; its needs have been overlooked. When 
they have · been met. the response has often been paltry 
and niggardly. The great challenge faces you to further 
our liberal Reform program throU&hout the world.(52) 

The World Union made progress . But the o ld problems o.f 

money and manpower , of planning a nd publ ic i t y, of communica­
/ 

tion and commitment s til l pers i sted. Moreover. new probl ems 

and new vers ions of old problems (as will be discussed sub-

sequently ) bre wed j ust beneath t he surface. Thus , when 

ail is said und done the o rganiz,1,tion was on a treadmi 11 . 
. 

moving i n its routi ne way but with no real directi on and 

only a modicum of success. As Mon tagu hersel f wrote : 

Our achievements are, of course, small, but man advances 
slowly when regarded individually: sti 11 more, when 
considered as a member of a national group; most s lowly 
or all, when results are .. est imated on an international 
basis, .-\ religious mo\'ement lives through e ternity. 
T\llo years out of the first thirtY-threti of its existence 
can of fer 81\~Qitesimal, though certainly not insig­
nificallt. contribution to ... its progress.(53) 

All of this is not to say, of course. 

' 
/ 

that t he ;;d(-k of 

these years enjoyed no new additions or occasioned no ne w 

con trover}!rs.• 
l 

i n Paris in larg 

The World Union held its. 1955 Conference 

part to hera{d the birth of the Ins t itute 

S2. CCAR \'earbook. 68, p. 138. \for a fuller understandin& of the financial 
, difficulties note Shankman's remarks,"wOP; 1959 CR, pp.46-47: " . .. for the years 

1958 and 1959, the World Union adopted a budg~ which called for an incooie or 
approximately S60,000 .... ln the schedule ,or assessments/ 3bout -,$50,000 or five-sixthS 

~ of the total was assigned t~ the American .Board .... (T)he assessment was made ... 
without cre•na any kind of machinery for the Ameritan. Bo_frd to raise the money. 
The American~d. as constituted, had -no . authority to tax its constituents or 
in tum to parcel out th&--sssessments. It has belfl an almost incredible sitQation, 
and it made the position of the American Director almost untenable .... Mind you, 
the assessment had been only Sl0,000 for 1951, but for 1958 it had been increased 
about 500% ~ no scheme ~ been devised to realize it." · 

53. WUPJ 19S9 CR, p. 14. i •• • 

,I 
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for Jewish Studies. Founded under the ~uspices of t he World 

Union, 54 
the institution l-Jas intende d to replace to some 

extent the German rabb i nical seminaries and to train Liberal 

Jewish rabbis, teachers, and scholars. The idea of such 

a seminary 

v ision by 

succeeded, 

demonstrated both b'road ambition and yommendable 

those parties involved a nd, had ~ ultimatp-iy 

would have stood as one of t he World Un io~'s 

c rown 1 ng achievements. 

timing and, location. 

1 

Nevertheless, o ne puzzles over the 

At a time when the World Union was 

sti 11 striving to establish a dependable fi nanc i.al base 

and commi tti ng itself to an e xpand ing Israel program, was 

t he undertaking more foolishly impracti~able~an visionary? 

Was it a n idea born of t he drive and force of a si~g le per­

sona lity, namely Paris' RablDi Andre Zaoul; or did it enjoy 

the broad consens us a nd commitment of the entire WUPJ lead e r­

ship? Moreover, while t he Institute may have hoped to at­

tract students from a mong both the native Fr~nch J ews and 

t he francophonic Jews of North Africa (a l together some 1. 3 

mill ion Jews55) , was Paris t he ~isest choice?; Modern France, 

after all , had 6Trly one small Progressive synagogue and 

rabbi affiliated to t he WUPJ and a tradition richer in assim­

ilation than in Jewish scholarship and identification. Wis~ 
I, 

or foolish, ·the undertaking would consume a 'good deal of ., 

54. The Institute \llas to be principally funded by American souroes and 8ar()C)ess 
Lueie de Gunzberg. The WIJPJ al'iQ looked to the JDC and the Jewish Claims Con­
ference to supply about l()Q(. of the budget. thus explaining the relentless detennina­
tion to gain reeresentatioo at the Claims Confereoce. 

' . 
55. i1JPJ 1955 £8, p.S. 
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the world Union ' s energy a nd resourc~s56 and e nge nder a 

considerable amount of discussion for several years. The 

WUPJ was ll l-e quipped to exercise much control over the 

I nstitute. especially after the move to Ne w York . Altho ugh 

1 t raised many questions of pol icy and WUPJ rabbi s often 

served as examiners, nevertheless t he Wo rld Union played 

more the r o l e of patr on a nd a dv i sor than t hat of s upervisor 

( muc h as it had for many years done in Palestine / Israel . ) 

The Institute ordained i ts first rabbi in 1960 , wi t h Rabbi 

Freehof present as o ne of t he rabbi s conferring s micha . 

Over t he ne xt decade i t graduated some 16 or so add t ti o na 1 

r·abbis and several more e ducators before fina l ly deleting 

its rabbi n ical program i n the early 1970' s. 57 

aliya in 1969. 

Zaou~ ,nade 

As t he 1955 Conference witnessed new undertakings it 

also witnessed a new constitutional controversy within the 

American ranks. It seems the Cons titution Committee. whic h 

in res ~onse to c hang ing cond~tions had been preparing a mend­

me nts to the Constitution si nce 1946, presented a host of 

new r ecommenda tions for the vote of the Governing Body . 
I 

Among t hem, Art. VII, Sec . 2. essentially required that 

_ ~ h country's representation o n the Governing 8ody be numer­

ically I apportioned r e lative to t he who l e (each country r e -

' ceiving a minimum o f #one seat and a maximum of one-third 
I 

the total number · of seats). Art. VI I, Seo. 3, then went • 

56. i\JA. WUPJ . Box 61 File 14, MGB, July 4, 1957. The p 
cates Cl0.000 (of a total income of r~ ooo> was eannarked for t 

~ . v-o I 
57. Cf. Chap. A, n.4t & 42. · V - . 

/ 
I 

' 
I 
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on to say that where a country was represented by several 

conttit~nts (e.g. t he CCAR, UAHC, NFTS, and NFTB), the 

COL.n I ry ' s c onstituent's would determine among themselves 

how best to apportion 
r 

t he number o f Governing Body seats 

wh i• h the WUPJ had allocated t .o that country . UAHC president 

Ei se 1orath moved to a mend Sec . 3 such that the World Union 

woul , not only proµortional ly al locate seats to each coun try 

as d1 s r= ribed jn Sec. 7.; t he Wor ld Union would also propor­

tiona . J y distribute those seats a mong a country's const i t-

uents bv Lhe same met hod . l'hus each o f Ameri ca· s cons tit-

ue n ts would receive a mini.mum of o ne seat and a maximum 

of one-t, ird of America' s total seats on the Governing Body . 

The effe.: t, of course, would be to «ward a greater number 

of Amer i , , · s 'S68ts to t he . UAHC than to the much smaller 

CCAR. ·s ~ause the UAHC and CCAR had previously enjoyed 

equal reprt sent ation , CCAR president Barnett Brickner strenu-

ously but unsuccess~lly opposed 

t hat the ~IJPJ wa s no} s impl y a l ay o rganization . 

the maneuver on grqunds 

Rather 

it represl'nt.ed a mov ement of Pr ogressive Jews, lay and r ab-

b i nic al il-.e. To this end Brickner wished to ma~ntain t he 

status quo o f equal CCAR/UAHC representation . In the end . 
I 

however, t h e Wo rld Un ion's c onsti t uents appr~v~d the amend-

. ment ~onths 1at~r (perhdps not fully rea lizing~the potential 

' implications ) a'l\d E l sendrat h once again proved hims~lf t.he . ' ,_ __ 
better musclP. tlexer . 

Nee41ess t.o s ay, all o f Lhe roreg9 ing matters were in 

some degree periphAral . 

/ \ 

B~neath the surface, 
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Union was undergoing far more serious ~hallenges o r up­

heavals. In 1953, following t he Gluec k-Eisend~ath co lliston. 

Lily Montagu had filled i n as acting pres ident (being formal-

ly elected i n 1955.) She accepted t he nomination re1uc-

tantly, howeve r, and only until someone better equipped 

for t he task could be found . So it was t hat a se l f-descr ibed 

"stop-gap" pres l de n t served as World Union leader for some 

six cri tical years. Montagu was nearly 80 when she took 

office a nd, though a woman of cons idera ble a t t ainme nts, 

was never comfortable i n her executive capacity. Her age, 

i n fact, was r·epresentati ve of a larger prob lem facing the 

World Union. Throughout the Late 1940' s and 1950' s, t he 

old guard leadership of the first generation was passing 

on and not many equally commit.red l eaders were forthcoming 

to rep l ace them. At the 1959 Confe r ence Montagu asked the 

conferees to pay silent memorial tribute to t he li kes of 

Claude Montefi ore, Israel Mattuck, [srael Abrahams, Leo 

Baeck. Ismar Elbogen. Stephen Wise, Herman Vogelstei n. Ludwi g 

Vogelstein, Caesar Seligmann, Louis-Germain Levy . Max Diene-

'- . mann. and ·He1nrich Stern. 

) 

Challenges came from without as well ; most notably from 

the Conservative Movement . In 1957 t he Conservatives moved 

to organize their own internationa l counterpart to the WUPJ, 

a union cal led the World Counc il o f Synagogues (WCS). With 

objectives "mirrorlng those of t he WUPJ , the World Counc il 

hoped to unite, in a s ingle international body with a single 

l i t ur-gical and e ducat ional standard, a ll congregations with 
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a point-of-view similar to t hat propounded by the Conserva­

tive Movement. l t would appear t hat t he WUPJ feared, not 

unreasonably , that the WCS might begin t-0 make -i nroads on 

the World Union's own efforts.58 As has been noted earlier, 

the World Union included a strongly traditionalist wing 

among its (especially non-American) const ituents and the 

World Council might have proven more compatible with that 

wi ng ' s ideology. Indeed , t hough the 17th Annual Conference 

of the RSGB in 1958 voted 36-26 against splitting from the 

Liberals, withdrawing from the World Union , and aligning 

with the wcs, the outcome of LQe vote was reversed in 1960 . 

-.i. , The RSGB withdrew from the WUPJ ( but did not aff i 1 iate with 

t he WCS) only to rejoi_n again later. 59 For a few brief 

moments the World Union seems to have feared that the South­

ern Afri can Union and certain WUPJ-connected congregations 

in South America might also link up with the World Council. 

In fact, Montaqu's c lose fri e nd, Rabb i Henrique Lemle of 

Rio de Janeiro's t hen unaffil iated (but WUPJ-connected ) 

Liberal congregation did just that in 1960 .60 The same 

fear of "desertion" was also voiced in regard to continental 

European congregations during the roughly contemporaneous 

S8. World Union , th American Board Records - New York Orrice (hereafter 
NYO), Minutes of North .-\ erican Board (hereafter MNAB), May 28, 1959. 

59. N\'O. :\~cording to the ;\1NAB, Jan. 22, l959, there were three issues 
causin1 the cleavaae between the Reform and Liberal movements ·in En&land: the 
composition or the Wt;l'J corruiilttff to approach the World Council of Synqops 
regardina a merger: the question of joint or separate rabbinical seminaries in En&land; 
and the "temporary" nature o( the RSGB's affiliation with the WUPJ. 

60. AJA, WUPJ. Sox l. File 2, MEC. June 13, 1~ Sox 5, file 8, MEC, Feb. 2. 
1960. . 

• 

\ 
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discussions on moving t he WUP.J to New York. Thus, at the 

urging of some constituents, t he World Union e ngaged the 

World Council in discussions in hopes of establishing some 

c ommon ground, if not a merger.61 These proved fruitless . 

however ( nom 1 na 11 y due to phi 1 osoph i cal differences) . 
. 

The 

World Counci 1 either saw no common ground o r had hopes of 

luring certain WUPJ c ongregatlons i n to its fo ld . More likely, 

perhaps, the World Council may have e ven the n felt that 

its c hances of obtaini ng recoghltion i n Israel fo r its rabb is 

would be enhanced by disassociating from, rather than joining 

with, t he Reform Movement . , 
The ma j~ pol icy decision facing t he World Union dur i ng 

the second half o f the l9~o ·s was, not s urprisingly, whether 

to transfer the Wor l d Unioo headquarters to America . Van 

der Zyl had flrst raised the question in 1946, but not until 

1956 did anyone move seriously to a ddress the matter. In a 

letter dated March 6 , Montagu wrote the American Di rector : 

I want to ask you to bring before your Board in the 
strictest confidence ahd as soon as possi6le. an idea 
which I have been entertaining subconsciously for a 
considerable time. You will realise ho~· deeply 1 have 
at heart the ruture of our World Union and I hope 
and pray that it wlll always move nearer and nearer 

. to the ideal which my co-founders and I, myself, origi­
nally conceived. I. therefore, ask your Board through 
you, whether they do not think that the time has come 
when 111e should move our centre to the USA. 
Although our co-.operatioo is very close, it is 00111, 
and for the immediate future dirricult to obtain the 
right bal ce. unless the centre . is in the most powerful 
Constitu regarded from the financial and numerical 
angle, and think all our Constituents would concur 
in this view.( ~ 

61. AJA, WUPJ. Box 6, File 14, MGB. July 4, 19S7. Box i, File 1, MGB. Jan. 12, 
1958, Jan. ll, 19S9, July 9. 1959. 

62. t\JA, WUPJ, Box 6, file)4, MGB, July 8, 1956 . 

... 
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The response of che Amerlcan Board was 

that the \merican Board does not seek the relocation • 
of the He<1dquarters of the World Union from London 
to the Uni 1etJ States. but in the event the Governing 
Body of the l~orld Union for Progressive Judaism should 
so decide, t will do everything in its Power to co­
operate.[63] 

Because of th1~ American Board ' s I ukewarm response, the 

World Union Executive decided to postpone recommending any '\ 

resolutions at the lime of the 1957 Amsterdam Conference. 

Yet t he poss ib ility 1nd'eed t he i nev i tabili t y of an eventual 

t rans f er remained v ·r y much in the foreground o f the Execu-

ti ve Committee's t~ )t ights. Most regarded che move as a 

necessity, in order that the center of responsibility and 

center o f power mig11 t fi na l I y un ite. but !';everal opposed 

any transfer. Echolng Leo Baeck 's concerns years earli e r , 
& 

Julian Morgenstern ~)(pr essed "uncompromising opposition 

to the suggestion t hat. the Headquarters of the World Union 

be t ransferred to che USA," fearing t hat such a move might 

well make the World Un ion "more or less a subsi.dlary to t he 

UAHC. 1164 

Others joined wt t h Morgenstern in expressing rese r v ations 

abou t the move. On the American side of the Atlantic, Maurice 

Eisendrath unders tood the logic of the move, but did not 

feel America was prepared for t he World Union f inancially, 

emotionally, o r psychol og ; c ,, lty. American Jewry, he said , 

did not hav~ enough faith the UAHC that it would be suf-

f iciently understanding to protect the integrity and autonomy 

63. lbid. 

64. Ibid. 
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of the World Union.
65 ' '· 

And wh i le thene was the hope that 

from North Amer.ica the WUPJ could more easily build up some­

thing in South America, there was also a cpncern that, since 

the American Board had been unable to meet tts $50,000 annual 

assessment by the World Union, it would certain ly be unable 

to raise the $100,000 needed to establish the headquarters 

in New York. 
l 

On the European side of tne Atlantic as wel I , 

there were shared fears. a bout t he move. 1'here, however , 

the concern fecused more on the debilitati ng effect the 

move would have on European Progressive Judaism than on 

the welfare of the UAHC. 
~ . 

Nevertheless, for the ma joriLy the question was less 

"whether" than ''when and how. " Suggestions of partial trans-

fers were rejected. Prov1sions to safeguard the integrity 

of t he European communi ty with a strong European Board were 

discussed. Ideal ly, to effect. a smoothe transfer, the Execu-

tive felt an American should come to London for two years 

to familiarize himself with the Union ' s work, after whi ch 

time the headquarters would move. Though this never eventu­

ated (Hugo Gryn worked only a few months in London before 

moving to New York as the new Executive Director), in 1958 

the Gover ning Body determined finally to place a resolution, 

on the agend,1 of the upcoming London Conference, working 

in the interim Lo obtain a consens us among the constituents. 

On July 13, 195Q the World Union passed a resolution readiqg 

in part: 

65. ~YO, .~INAB, Jan. 22, 1959. 
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... the World Union ror Progressive Juda~ note~ with 
approval the, .. recommendation ... that the Headquarters 
or the World Union be transferred, as early as is con­
\'enient, to the United States. The Conferenc.e emphasises 
that, in order to preserve' the international character 
of the World Union, biennial conferences st\ould, as 
a general rule, continue to be held outside the United 
States and nonnally in Europe; and, further , that at 
least one Govemi03 Body Meeting shall be held each 
year in Europe. 

The Conference desires to record its deep appreciation 
of the most generous action of the l".\HC in agreeing, 
at the suggest ion of Dr. Eisendrath, to give the new 
World Union Headquarter rent free accommodation in 
its House of Living Judaism for SO""} years and important 
auxilliary services without charge.(66) 

Several days earlier a London Jewish newspaper editorial 

had wryly commented. "Now the Wor l d Unlon i ntends to remove 

to New York, and no doubt it. wi l i boom louder as Export 

Division of the Union o f American Hebrew Congregations than 

it did as Co lonial Office of the Liberal Jewish Synagogue." 67 
.. 

Clearly the World Union had crossed the Rubicon and time 

alone could prove whether the arrant cynics or the cautious 

optimists be right. 

The World Union 's Developmental Work 

As we have a l ready seen Ln the previous c hapter. t wo 

principal compone nts compr ised the work of the World Uni on . 

Endeavor i ng t o spread and nurture t he growth of Progressive 

Judais m internationally, it sought at the one level to foster 

Progressive thCJught a nd to forge I i nks between constituents 

~through correspondence and i nternational conferences . At 

another level, however , it strove toward the enabling and 

enhancement of new Progressive communities by providing 
66, WUPJ 1959 g, p.132. 

67. Jewish Chronicle, July 10, 1959. 
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leadership, 

we earlier 

funding and materials, 7d · encouragement. As 

established, in the cas studies of Australia 

and South Africa, three factors usua !_l y determined the suc­

cess of WUPJ e fforts at t h is second l evel: timing, avai 1-

abi l i ty of appropriate rabbinical ~rship and adequate 

funds, a nd the existence of a committed cadre of interested 

individuals in t he infant ~ommunity. lf the war years played 

havoc with the one component, weaken~ng links and rendering 

international conferences imposslb! e, they i nfl lcted e ven 

greater damage on the second component. Po l itical instabi 1-

_ ity and a shortage of both manpower and money scarcely al­
f 

lowed for the d~velopment a nd gro wth of anything more than 

a few struggling refugee congregati~ns. So, too, as rehabil-

• itation more thavrogress characterized the first componen t 

during the post-war years , the World Union could do little 

--to advance the developmen t of new Progressive commun ities 

during t his period . This is not to say, however, that it 

did not earnest! y try; nor ls it to suggest that it reg­

istered no gains . 

Australia and South Africa . In tne ,southern hemisphere 

the movement continued to sustain growth in Australia and 

South AfricR . These two great enterprises, more or l ess 

s uccessfully la,mched before the war , grew anci developed 

their own r esources, depending to a n ever-dieinishing degree 

upon the World Un ion 's benefaction . Greatly s heltered from 

the ravages of war a nd benefi tting from an influx of refu-
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gees68 these commun it i es continued to look to • the World 

Union in Locating rabb is. The Wor ld Union was, however , 

unable to give t he m very muc h assistance._in t he matter of 

rabbinical recruitment due to a ~:c a r e i ty of interested or 

suitable appl i cants . Until thesu communities were in a 

position to nurture and send the ir own native-born candi ­

dates to the Reform seminaries abr oad ( with the aid o f World 

Union NFTS scho l arships) , the WUPJ' s contr ibution to t hese 

regions was in fac t largely limited t o moral support . Other­

wise they had bec ome self-suppo r ting and, in large measure, 

s elf-generating as they l ooked to the ir_own resources,spawned 

ne w congregations and organized themselves i nto r e gional 

unions. 

In Australia, the c ongregations in Melbourne and Sydney 

grew and expa nded into a larger s ubur ban network. In Mel -

bourne, a branch congregation opened 1n the Eastern suburbs 

in 1950 and with a loa n from the mother c ongregation pur­

chased its o wn building a year later. By 1955 the new group 

had grown t o· 250 f amil les. A branch congregation formed 

in the Southern suburbs in 1952 a nd fol l owed a s imilar pat­

tern of growth. Attracting members by t he i r religious schools . 
68. For example two thousand German refuaees were hastily sent from England 

to Australia aboard the S.S. Dunera io the early years of wwn. They Joined many 
thousands more Who had already emisrated dw'in& the 1930's and were themselves 
followed by some 2S,000 more after the war. r\mong the DW\ef'& refuaees were 
Joseph Ansbacher (Asher ) and George Ruben. Asher began as minister ,in Hobart. 
Tasmania. Sanaer hired him as his assistant in 1944. Followina the war he retwned 
to London to complete his rabbinical sttlClies and after a private ordination returned 
to serve as Sanaer's associate until 1948. Ruben beaan as reli&.ious school teecher 
in Melbourne, served as Sao&er's assistant, left to serve as minister In Hobart in 
1949, and several years later became the first rabbi of the Youn& Reform conareaa­
tion in Perth. ~ Baskin thesis. pp.70-71 , '89 . 

.. ,...,. 
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whic h were in areas largely i gnored by the Orthodox. the 

two suburban branc hes depended completely on the original 

congregation for every thing f rom rabbinical services to 

fi nancial s ubsi d ies, becoming i nde pendent with time and 

growth. 
69 

The growth of Progressive Judaism in Sydney repli-

ca ted tha t of Me 1 bourne . Upon t..he ret irement 1 n 1949 o f 

Max Schenk , the ~ydney congregation's founding rabbi , Rudolph 

!lrc1sch ( who had previously serv e d 

England , lrelnnd, a nd South Africa) 

Temp le Emanue l. Critics have give n 

in con t r ast t o Sanger in Me I bourne, 

I 

WUPJ congrec;(ptions i n 

assumed ~lpi.t of 

Brasch ,~ev1ews , 

but during his temire 

the Sydney c ongregation e xpanded to i nc lude two suburban 

branc hes in 19~6. Though o ne u l timatley failed, t he other. 

on Sydney's North Shore, hecame independent in 1959 p nd 

cont i nued to expand rapidly . 70 By 1961 the Melbourne con-

gregation c ould r e port a me mbershi p of nearly 2000 f amilies 

a nd the Sydney c ongregation, 900 families.7 1 In 1952, pri­

marily due t /~rthodox recalq ltrance in t he matter of accept-

1ng prose lytes , a Progressive congrega tion o rganized i n 

72 Perth . By 1961 it c l aimed a membership of 360, more t han 

ten ' 73 cent of Western Australia 's Jewish population . 

i O. Ibid .. pp.--:11-4 8. 

~1. WUPJ 1961 CR. pp.109, 11 l. 

n. \\1UPJ 1953 CR, p. I 1. Also AJA, WUPJ, Box 1, File 6. The conan,gation 
was formed by a Col. Boaz. George Ruben (~. n.67) became rabbi in l~. 

i 3. WUPJ 1961 CR. p.111. 
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At the 1955 Paris Conference Montag~ mentioned i n her -report t hat ttwe desire to initlate some work in New Zealand .tt 
, 

At che World Union· s behest, North American Director Ferd-

inand Isserman visited Auckland while on a world c ruise 

in 1956 . Following a meeting and lecture he helped to form 

t he Temple Shalom Liberal Congregation a nd promised, if 

aske d , to send a mini st.er from the U. S. to conduct High 

Holyday services d t the WUPJ • s expense.74 The World Union 

made good Isserman's promise and a~range d for Rabbi Bernard 

Heller to lead services that year. 75 For sever a 1 years 

the Auckland congregati on managed with assistance from both 

t he Melbourne a nd Sydney congregations as well as t he materi­
../ 

a l and r a bbinical ass ist.ance provided by the Americans a nd 
f 

the World Union. rn 1959 , with materia l help from t he WUPJ 

and the NFTS, a rabbinica l s tudent at HUC-J1R, Melbournian 

John Levi, visited Auckland on a s ummer internship!6 Whil e 

in New Zealand he assisted in organizing a s i ster congrega-

tion in We 11 ington. With 40 members at its formation. it 

had more thpn doub 1 ed to 90 members by 1961 '.77 In 1961 t he 

Australian and New Zealand congregations would form a region­

a l union, the Australia and New Zealand Union for Progressive 

74. Baskin thesis, p.90. 

"'S. WUPJ 195., CR, p.31. 

76. NYO. MNAB. Jan. 22. 1959. 

77. WUPJ 1961 CR. p. 114. Unlike the Perth and Auckland congreaations. where 
Orthodox intransiaencefn the acceptance of proselytes served u the primary impetus 
in their formation, the foundina members of the Wellin&ton conareaation were all 
Jewish. This may account for its fewer problems and, hence, greater initial arowth. 
~ Baskin ttiesis, p.91 . 
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J udais m. They would subsequently be joine d by new congrega­

tions i n Adelaide (L963), Brisbane ( 1972), a nd the Gold 

Coast ( 1976). 

Meanwhile, the Sou th Afric an movement con tinued to s us­

tain its phenomenal growt h , at least untll t he de parture 

of Moses Cyrus Weiler for settleme n t i n I srael in 1958. 

At t he time of Weiler' s al i yah , t he South Afr lean movement 

was a pproach 1 nq i Ls silver a nniver sary . A s mal 1 core o f 

Reformers had grown t o a pproximate ly ten thousand members 

nationwide . The o riginal c ongregation in Johannesburg, 

Temple Israel ( 1933). had grown to f our: Temples Shalo m 

(1 945). Emanuel (1953 ), a nd Reth Am, all conjo ined i n t he 

Uni ted Progressive Jewish Congregati on o f J o hannesburg. 

rn 194 2 t he movemen t had founde d its own you th c amp, the 

Alan l saacs Camp. 1 n 1944 the rnovemen t had s pread beyond 

the city of J o hannesburg wi t h t he founding of a congregat ion 

in Cape Town . As the move ment flour ished, congre gat ions 

had formed in S prings ( 1945), Durban ( 1948), Port Elizabeth 

(1949) , Pr etoria (1950), Germiston ( 1952), and E:ast London 

( 1956), with gro ups in Bloemfo n tein and Klerksdorp . 78 These 

. ti constitute d themselves in a South Afric an Union for Progres-

sive Judaism (SAUPJ) wh i c h, with the f o rmation of a congrega- , 

tion i n · 1956 in Bulawayo, So uthern Rhodesia i n 1957 became 

the South~ African Un ion. ln t 95 9 a suburban branc h of 

the Cape Town cong rega ti o n be came f ully i ndependent . Despite 

its remarkable growth, however, t he South African movement 

78. South African Jewry, ed. Leon feldberg (Johannesbur1: Alex White & Co. 
(Pty) Ltd., 1977). pp.102, 106, 107. 108, l l2. 

\ ..,. 
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was not without its share of difficul ties. From the outset 

it had continually excited Or thodox opposi tion, for the 

usual repertoire of reasons and mttc h to the aggravation 

of Weiler. As evidence that the movement stood for ~ome-

~, and i n order to ma i nta i n uniform standards. the move­

ment had deve l oped its own guide to ritual practice, an 

idea whic h Weiler not only wanted the World Uni on to adop t 

in principle, but a 1 so strove to impose on a 11 other rabbis 

ln the movement. When Rabb! David Sherman arrived from 

America in 1946 to assume Lhe pulpit. in Cape Town which 

he would occupy for more than forty years, Weil er asked 

t hat, in c onformity with poli cy . Sherman refra~,p from doing 

any conversions for five years. Because the Orthodox were 

• reluctant: to accept proselytes. Weiler was afraid that if 

the barriers came down the Reform Move ment would be swamped 

with a flood of converts and become~ known as a congregation 

79 of converts. Appare ntly not o n ly the policy. but also 

Weiler's imposition of authority created internal dissens ion 

wi thln the movement. When the SAUP.J attempted in 1951 to 

appoint a Chief Rabbi of the Un ion, Cape Town withdrew, 

not to rejoin until 1956. SO Another pro blem which constantly . 
beset the South African movement and a rguably limited its 

growth was the incessant shortage ot trained rabbini ca l 

leadership . Not until I the ordination of Walter Blumenthal 

at HUC-JIR in 1957 did South Afric~n Reform produce a native­

"'9. David Sherman .. Pioneerin& for Reform Judaism in South Africa: A Personal 
Memoir, -1983, p.40. r+ 
" 

80. Ibid., p.41. 
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born leader . The c ongre gations i n Johannesburg, Cape Town, 

Durban, and Bulawayo managed to obtain r abbis (those a lready 

mentioned as well as Meyer Mille r , Isaac Ric hards, C.E. 

Cassell, Richard Lampert . Michae l Elton, J. We i nberber, 
. ' 8 

a nd R. L. Zimmerman .) 1 The rest had to depend o n an assort-
.... 

ment of trained lay leaders, reverends, and visiting rabbis . 

The prf.lem would continue unabated throughout the I 960' s. 

Though the commun ity wou ld pro duce several mo r e rabbinical 

, 82 f students , it would be orced to a n increasingly greater 

degree to rely on its own resources a nd the visits of lum l­

naries f rom abroad as a long retinue of native and i mpo rted 

rabbis came a nd went. 

Thus was the progr ess of the Australian and South African 

Progressive Movements. One must e mphasize, however, that 

while the World Union took pride i n having helped initiate 

t heir beginnings, their growth t hrough the 1950's (wi th 

t he exception of New Zealand) owed l ittl e to the World Union 

itself . 

India. The Jewish Religious Unio n of Bo mbay had been a 

faithful if somewhat indigent constituent o f the Wor ld Unio n 

almost Jom the outset. Montagu had regularly c orresponde d 

with i ts princ ipal leader, Leah Jh1rad, offering suggestions 

and encouragement and arranging for literature about Progres-

81. The Proaressive Observer. various issues l9SS-1960 . . 
82. Amon& them Anthony Holz, HUC 'iO; Alec Friedman, LBC '71: Charles 

Wallach, LBC: Sonny Benjamin. LBC; and ,Mordecai Miller. HUC '74, son of Meyer 
Miller. Miller never returned to South Africa. " 
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sive Judaism. Not until the l950's, though, did t he Indian ,,_. 
group begin to enjoy a higher pri ority i n the World Union's 

developmental work. Indeed, one might fairly say that what­

ever growth the small group s ustained it owed to the endeav­

ors of Montagu a nd her successful efforts to co-opt the 

American constituents. Besides helping to locate a Torah 

scroll for the group and facilitati ng a $10,000 interest­

free building loan by the UAHC. 83 

to recruit a nd subsidize a rabbi 

the World Union sought 

as early as 1945. 84 In 

1952, under World Union auspices , Bernard Heller visited 

the congregation for several months . I n 1955 the organiza-

cion paid for the summer student-internship of Richard Israel 

who 1-1as returning from Israel to HUC-JI R. For two years 

( 1957-58) Hugo 6ryn, recently ordained at HUC-JTR (and s ub­

sequently WUPJ Executive Director from 1960-1 962). served 

the congregation at the World Un ion· s expense. I n 1959-60 

the WUPJ made a similar arrangement wlth El isha Nattive, 

an Israeli. It ls to some extent difficult to fc,thom the 

reasons behind the World Union's interest in and indulgence 

of the Indian commun ity. Even admitting that hindsight 

is always better than foresight and that the WUPJ expended 

comparatively li. ttle money, 85 the group seeme? to offer 

few prospects for long-term growth. Perhaps something exotic 

in the idra of an Indian group appealed· to the le~dership. 

83. WUPJ 1959 CR, p.23. 

84. AJA, WUPJ, Box 6, file 12, MGB, Dec. 17, 1945. 

85. App(oximately SSOOO for each or two years out or ~ · annual bud&et of 
well over ten times that fiaure. 



) 

-129-

More lil<ely, however . their needin~ss and th~ personal af­

fection and res~ect between Montagu and Jhirad mus t have 

somehow touched both the World Un 1 on' s heart and its sense 

of religious mission . That sense for the philanthropic 

often exceeded any sense for the practical. 

Latin America. lf a sense of, religious mission and a zeal 

for "saving Jews for Judaism" (more t han any kind of master 

plan) bad o ften provided t he driving force behind the World 

Union's infiltration into new communities. it remains some­

thing of a mystery that unti 1 the 1960's South America did 

not figure more centrally on the WUPJ's developmental agenda. 

A very large number of (largely unobservan t and unaffiliated) 

Jews had made South Ameri ca" thei r home and a sizable per­

centage were of Central European extraction . The conditions 

should have seemed ripe enough. 

Nevertheless. the region rece ived on ly mi~imal attention 

from the World Union throughout t he 1950's~6 Montagu main­

tained regular contact with Heinric h Lemle. a refugee rabbi 

for whom the WUPJ had arranged to go to Rio de Janeiro. 

and more sporadic contacts with G~rman Liberal rabbis Fritz 

in Buenos Aires . Pink~ss of sao Paulo and Fr l tz Steinthal 

OuriAci the early · l 950' s she corresponded regularly with . \. 
a congregation i n Montevideo which was ostensibly in search 

~ 

of a Liberal 

to guarantee 

rabbi. Though thj . World Union was prJ pare.d 

passage' and a first year's salary and even 

86. For a more detailed examination of the subject, i.ee "Proaressive JudaislD 
in South America," thesi~ ~ Clifford M.-ion Kulwin, 1983, HU\.JIR. 
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had a serious offer from German-born Rabbi Joseph Asher,. 

then working in P.,ustral ia, nothing seems to have come of 

the matter.
87 

In 1952 the Governing Body made brief mention 

of an expanded po licy in South America though it never seems . 
to have formulated anything more t han the suggestion. 88 

In 1955 the World Union authori zed a Chicago r abbi, Hermann 

Schaalman, to represent it o n an upcoming personal trip 

to Brazil, Uruguay, and Argentina a nd to pursue investiga ­

tions. make contacts, a nd explore any possibilities in Peru 

and Chiie. Beyond all of the foregoing, however , the World 

Union achieved little i n South America before the 1960's . 

Clearly, then, the Wor ld Union was cognizant of the fer-
, 

Lile potential 0f South America and had some ambitions f o r 

the region . One may only poltulate reasons for its neglect. 

Many of them. natural Ly . center on geographical, political , 

and social considerations of the countr ies and communities 

i n South America itself . Others li e witlltn the· World Unio n 

itself . One may count as principal a mong t hem: t he distance 

between Europe and South America (though Australia and South 

Africa wer,e equally remote); the pr iority assigned to Europe 

and Israel ; the commensurate lack of dvailable funds anti 
• 

manpower; and the lack of interest and commitment evinced 1 1 

by the communit ies themselves . Not until after the transfer 

of headquarters to New York would the World Union translate 

any of its ambitions into something more concrete . . 
87. The reasons were due more to problems within the Montivideo conaregation 

than to any omi~ions b>' the World t:nion. 

88. AJA. WUPJ. Box 6, File 13, MGB. Jan. 31, 1952. 
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'I 
Europe. The World Union concentr~ted · a great deal of its 

efforts in Europe during the immediate post-war era. with 

only middllnq s uccess. lt did Acquire two new constituents: -
in /951 j 

several small groups of mostly intellectuals in 

various cities of ltaly joined together a nd affiliateci with 

the World Uni on unde/ the leadership of c1n e mi~ent psycholo-
• I 

qist, Dr. Assag,iol'li i. n 

the Amsterdam Conference . 

1957 a Swiss c onstituent joined 

I n the latter instance, the Swiss 

group seems to- have developed o f its own accord and with 

l i ttle input or assistance from the World Union. ln the 

case of the former. the Italian Union never seems to have 

grown into ~ery much. though the World Union offered what 

assistance it could with translating Li terature into Italian 

and with arranging lecture tours by the French constituent's 

Rabbi Zaou l . \ 

Montagu cont inued her active corr·espondence, expl o ring 

new avenues for development in Belgium, North Africa (at 
-"\ 

Zaoui 's prodding ) , and even Czechoslovakia. Hungary, and 

Romania as late as 1957. rt wAs / in reconstructive work 

in France. Ho 1 1 and, and Germany, however, that the World 

Union contributed its greater energies . ln a 11 three it 

secured monies for synagogue r~builrllng from the Cen tral 

British Fund a nd the Joi nt Distribution Committee and sup-

ported c laims filed with the ClAims Conforence. The rabbis 

who had served the Dutch community prior to the war, Andorn 

and Mehler. had perished in the camps. The World Union 

helped to rebuild the community from the ground up, offering 

' 
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grants to erect a new synagogue and sµbsidies for a rabbi 

and cantor, much as it had done prior to the war . World 

Union efforts on behalf of the remnant of German Jews, how-

ever, were most consuming . The WUPJ tried to negotiate 
( 

'grants, solicited investigatory reports, a nd secured prayer-

books. Most importantly it located and salaried two rabbis 

\ to\ serve the Berlin c ommunity, Steven Schwarzschild ( 1948-50) 

and N. P. Levinson (1950-52). Although by 1953 t he Berlin 

community was in a better posi tipn to look after its own 

needs,"' it remained semi-depende n t on the World Union for 

severa l years thereafter . ..._, 

Palestine/Israel . As po i nted out earlier, the establishmen t 

of a Progressive movement._ .. in Palestine increasingly pre­

occupied and consumed the resotlrces of the Wor 1 d ~ Uni on. 

Of the monies expended o n development in new communities, 

the · lion's share went to Isra~l, i n t he form _of _grants :-a nd 

s ubventions . 

throughout the 

In truth , the Israel 

1950's remained so 

I . 
Rfogressive Movement 

_, ,· 
utterly dependen~ for 

support on the World Union. or on monies c hannelled through · ~. 

the World Union ~ its Arnerica.n constituents . that the two -

( the WUPJ and the I~ael movement) become v ( rtually indistin-
\ 

guishable. 

In fact , to describe t he state of Progressive Judaism , 

in Palestine ( b~fore 1958) as a "movement" in any meaningful 

sense would be a misnomer. As before the war. the WUPJ 's 
..,/ . 

modus operandi in Israel cons(sted in the main of supporting 

t -I 

, 
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certain rabbis and institutions: Max (Mei.r) Elk and Elk• s 

Leo Baeck School (formerly the Hil lel School); Paul Lazarus. 
, 

a German Liberal emigr~ assisting Elk at Haifa's Beth Israel 

Congregation; Manfred (Meir) Rosenberg in Tel Aviv; Kurt 

Wilhelm and, after hi s departure to become Chief Rabbi of 

Sweden. Wilhelm's successor in Jeru~alem. Alfred Philipp. 

Beyond this. however. the organ ization did precious little 

more than e ndl essly •discuss" and "investigate" how best 

to implement the movemen t there and desultorily attempt 

to resolve politically , ci:le-aforementioned problems regarding 

the status of Progressive rabbis. Many recommendations 

were made. Wei l~r s uggested in 1946 the appointment of 

an Ameri5Pn field worker Lo go to Palesti ne. I n 1950 he 

further urged the expans1on of more Leo Baeck School type 

acttvities and incr eased social work to d~velop t he Progres-

sives' influence in the community . Resolutions to establish 

a central office of Progressive ~Judaism in Jerusalem, to 

endorse a policy of one-year sabbaticals for rabbis to work 

in Israel. a nd to draft a program for influenc ing government 

circles in Israel were all postponed. 89 A proposal to estab-

lish literacy centers and to subsidize a journal 

in abeyance. 90 

were lef-t 

J rn 1950 th~ world Union began urging the rabbis and con-

gregations in Israel to organize themselves into a union .. 
and formally affiliate t hemselves with the w6PJ. The Execu-

89. AJA, WUPJ, Box 6; Pile lJ, MGB, Feb. 26, t9SO. -~ 

90. !~id .• MQ8.. June 3, ...,1952. ,. 
,. I 
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tive Committee had suggested this before, but e ncountered 

resistance from Wilhelm. Again in 1950 , Philipp similarly 

opposed such an open i dentificati o n with the WUPJ and Rosen­

berg joine d him, e xpl ai ning t hat l oca l cond itions and t he 

anti-Zionist reputation o f certa in Worl.d Union leaders re-

comme nded against s u c h an affil iation . Though t he Governing 

Body una nimous ly believP.d in s uch a union, i t defeated a 

motion to condition gran ts dnd subventions on l t s formation. 

I n the e nd , Elk a nd Rosenbe r g affiliated separately while 

Ph i l i pp remained a damant and s ubsequen t 1 y deser ted to t he 

C t . 9 1 onser va 1ves . 

If t h e lsrael r a bbis had been uncooperative about affi li­

a t i ng wi t h the World Un ion , t hey were o n ly s lightly less 

so as the World Union beca~ involved i n certain political 

matters. At the t ime of statehood. the newly revived Pales-

tine Committee submitte d t o t h e appropriate parties recom­

mendations wi t h regard to the drafting o f Israel 's new con­

stitution that would have e n s ured t he rights 0¥ Progressive 

rabbis . 92 Quite obviously t hese were igno red though at 

the time the i ssue did not overl y c om:::ern Wilhe lm (who had 

come to an under'standing-' wi th the Chief Rabbinate a nd whom 

the Chief Rabb i had individually license d as a marriage 

' officiant) or Elk ( whose rabbinical responsibilities revol ved 

more around h is schoo l than around a pulpit) . ln 1952-

1953 , t he Wor l d Un ion a gain took up t he fight, prompted -
91. Ibid., ~1G8, Feb. 26, 1950 and Jan. 18, 19S1. 

- ~ _.J 
Q2. t\JA, Wl:PJ, Box S, File S. MEC, June 19, 1948. 

-
I \ -

• ./ 
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by the Wittenberg case in which the Chief Rabbinate had 

refused to recognize, without the stamp of the London Beth 

Din, a couple's marriage in Englang by a Liberal rabbi . 

The Executive Committee submi tted to the Knesset a reso lu­

tion advocating separate c hannels for rel igious a nd civil 

marriages. This wou ld have o btained marriage rights for 

Progressive rabbis, but Rabbi Rosenberg refused to give 

it h is s upport. Along with o thers, he not o n ly o pposed 
t 

separation of s tate a nd religion in a Jewish state, but 

also objected t hat the i mpression was that the Progressives 

were aiding the cause o f the atheists a nd was determined 

t hat Pregressive J udaism be recognized as no less a re ligion 

t han Or thodoxy. 93 

t 
German Ljberal rabb is had helped organize refugee con -

gregations and the WUPJ s imply gave financ ial suppo rt, more 

or less without questions. When it began to make demands , 

the rabbis balked <1nd eventually the congregations d ied . . 
Not until 1955 did the World Un i on begi n fina lly to assume 

a more defini t~ position. At the Paris Conference it an-

nounced t hat the Committee o n Libe ral J udai s m in Israel , 

comprised o f t he UAHC, CCAR, HUC-JIR, and WUPJ , was prepared 

to guarantee almost $60,000 to corer thre\ years' salary 

and expenses for a n American rabbi. to serve as a field worker 

in Israel for the Progressive movement . 1'he Wor Ld · Union 

further resolved t o e nd automatic material grants to the 

Israel movement, to continue regular subventions, to focus 

93. AJA, WUPJ, Bo_x 9, File S. 

\ ,, 



-1J6-

more on s pecifi c projects, and to ~ntinue appropriations 

for the Leo Baeck School. 94 

The World Union's commitment ta t he establi shme n t of 

Progres~ive Judaism in Israel had begun to congeal . Yet. 

certa i n questions remained unanswered . 1 n near ly 20 years. 

the congregations had no t r eally grown . The ir combined 

me mbers h i p , mostly elderly, stood ...s:'t only about 400. Al ­

t.hough Tel Avi v's now I ncluded some eastern Jews, a nd Jeru­

sa lem 's a more cosmopol itan mix. they remained mostly German . 

They sti ll adhered to a largely German Orthodox r i tua l de­

spite warnings that, to s ucceed as dn Israeli movement they 

would have to be homegrown a nd develop t heir own sty le . 

Their financial s ituation was equally disturbing, with mem-

• bers paying only fl - 2 a nnual ly. Had t he World Union actuall y 

e ncour~ged the grow th of a distinctively Israeli movement 

or merely tolerated an i mport? Had t he Wor ld Union v iolated 

its f unda me n t~l tenet o f P-nc ouraging Progressive J udais m 

o nly where a committed cadr P. of individuals voiced an inter-

est a nd a desire? Had the World Union been overly a nxious 

to conceal or compensate for a n a nti-Zionist ( in the public ' s 

mind at least) past? Or had it simply been caught up i n 

a kind of mi ssionary zea l to bring religion to a heathen 

( i n the Re formers' mi nds at least) land? The piti ful sta­

tistics s uggested t hat this might i ndeed be t he case b~use 

by the mi d-1950' s the Leo Baac k S~h~ was t he WUPJ' s one 

remaining connectio n in Israe l . 

94. AJA. WUPJ, Box 6, File 14, MGB, Dec. lS, 1956. 
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Such then was. the work of the World Union from the war 's 

end until the 195~ move to New York. Largely a period of 

reconstruction , the WUPJ attempted during this time to re­

bui l d its commyications and s upport network t hrough regular 

bie nnial interna t ional con ferences. In its developmental 

work it did its best to resuscitate the Dutch commun ity. 

to give a ttention to a neglected Indian communi ty , a nd to 

invigorate the Fr e nc h community with a new rabbi n ical s~m i-

nary. More i mportant! y , in terms of the i mpl ications for 

the decades wh ich l ay a head, t he World Union began to l ook 

increasing l y toward the New World; to North America for 

greater participation and new leadlrship; to Sou t h America 

for new prospects for t he movement's growth . 

westward, it s imul taneously • looked eastward . 

And looking 

As Israel 

would come to pla y a n ever-large r r ole i n t he life of world 

Jewry, it would also come to play an ever-larger role in 

the life o f t he World Union . ~ 

.., 

/ 
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CHAPTER FOUR 

MARRIAGE OF TME CENTERS OF POWER AND RESPONSIBILITY 

The Years in New York 
1960 - 19'73 

l ntroduc tion 

In Marc h/ Apri l of 1960 , t he transplanted World Union 

for Progress tve J udai s m took up i ts new lodgings in the 

UAHC's House of Living Judaism i n New York City. The Execu­

tive Commi ttee moved qu ick l_y to make t he trans ition as s mooth 

as possible, a lmost i mmedi ately a ppoint i ng an Evaluation 

Sub-commit tee the task of which would be to assess t he pres­

en t state of c.he organization and apprise t he leader s h i p 

of its recommendations. On October 31 of that year , return­

ing to address the Executive as to t he "state of the Union,'' 

sub-committee cha frman Dav id Wice urged the adopt ion of 

a table of priorities for immediate pro jects o f the World 

Union . Wice's Lhree principal recommendations i ncluded 

among others : ft a) better coordination of rabbinical tra lning 

an9 a careful review of t he Paris ute wi th an eye 

towards gradually weaning it from World Union funding , thus 

relieving the WUPJ of a heavy fina ncial burden and thus 

encouraging the Institute to i ncrease its own responsi-

bilities; ( b) more i mmediate attention to South tAmerica, 

i ncluding the appointment o f a full- t.J me representative 

whose duty would be to s pend some time in the big population 

centers, thus furthering the cause of Prt>gressive Judaism 

(monies to come from the decreased expenditures on the Insti-, 

tute) ; and (c) c larification of the relationship between 

.. 

' 
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the Leo Baeck School in Hai fa and the · World Union, with 

an eye towards establishing an official and not merely tacit 

connection between the school and the WUPJ . 1 

While Wice's recommendations did, in fact, become a large 

part of the World Union's prospectus during the New York 

years and beyond, t he report of the Evaluation Sub-r.ommittee 

reflects something more sign ificant than pol l c y alone. In­

deed, if anyt hing c an be said to characterize the period 

in which t he WUPJ headquartered in the United States, it 

is that t he era was marked by a greatly increased profes-

slonalization . Whether the World Union owed this trans-

f ormation to the influenc e o f the American e nvironment or 

to t hat o f the UAHC and its l eadership, both of wh Ich were 

themselves products of t hat • environment, would probably 

be a matter of some debate . More important than the reasons , 
' 

eowever, were the forms which this professi onalization as­

sumed; for even as t he organization was incorporating under 

the laws of New York State, It was becoming more corporate 

in its style. 

So long as it headquartered in Eng land, t he World Union 

had always r e tained something of its original flavor as a 

special project, albeit hardly a trivial o ne , of Lily Monta­

gu. With the move to t he United States, leadership---in 

more corporate fashion---became somewhat more di ff use . Al -

tho1,1gh unquestionably dominated by the Americans, the work . 
of the t.lUPJ was now administered by both a Buropean Board 

1. AJA. WUPJ, Box S, File 8, MEC, Oct. 31, 1960. 
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and a (North) Amer ican Board. For almos~ 35 years , Montagu 

had virtually single-handedly managed the organization 's 

day to day affair-s. Fo 11 owing the move, these came under 

t he aegis of a salaried executive director; first Hugo Gryn 

( lacer to become the senior rabbi of the West Lo ndo n Syna­

gogue), then Habb is William Rosenthall and Richard Hirsch. 

ln its first thr ee decades the World Unio n had elected only 

three presidents . a ll Europeans . Between 1959 and 1980 
I 

the office would l>e fi I l e d by a re la.tively quick succession 

of five Amer icans : Rabbis Solomo n Freehof ( t959-64 ), Jacob 

K. Shankman ( 1964 - 70), Bernard J. Bamberger (1970-72 ), Mau­

rice Eisendrat h (1972- 13). and Dav id Wice ( 1973-80). Clearly 

each individual would leave his mark on the o rganization ; 

but it was the common d e nomiaator o f Americ anism. with the 

exception of Gryn, whi c h would more thoroughly leave its 

imprint. 

lf World Union leadership and administration became more 

corporate and professionalized during these years , so too 

d l d financing. Few would question t he s upremacy of t he 

American machine in matters of Jewis h fundraising and the 

WUPJ surely benefitted from such expertise. On the one 

hand, of course, t he various cogs of the American Reform 
/, 

movement already had pr·ior c laim to the most generous sources 

of donations , thus denyinq the World Union any hope of great-

ly fattening i t s purse . On the other hand, however, being 

situated in America afforded the WUPJ greater visibility 

among its wealthiest constituents, insured it would not 

' 
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go entirely begging, and enab led it ~o merge interests with 

the UAHC {particularly o n its Israel projects) . Though 

still largely depende nt on the largesse of certain individ­

uals a nd , quite properly, the dues assessed to its var i ous 

constituents ( most notably Amer ican in both instances ), 

the World Union also began to initiate more refined, innova-

tive, corporate methods o f securing funds. These included 

Solomon Freehof's "Friends of the World Union" campaign 

which sought to attract 1000 "friends" who would annua 11 y 

contribute $100 to the organ i zation ; a "Dollar Campaign" 

in which UAHC rabbis would appeal to all congregants to 

mail-in a dollar contribution to the WUPJ; and an "Adoption 

Scheme" whereby various UAHC regions {or individua l congrega­

tions) would adopt and help s upport a World Union congrega-

tion . In the latter case [sraeli c ongregations almost alone 

we•re adopted, though congregations in Buenos Aires a nd Bombay 

also benefitted. The "Friends" and "Dollar" campaigns were. 

however, only marg inally successful2 suggesti ng that even 

a m~re professional! zed approach could not combat a 11 t he 

~Y obstacles to fundr a ·ising such as: failure of the WUPJ 

to capture t h e imagination, lack of rabbinical s upport at 

the local level, Diaspora Jewry's preoccupation with Israel, 
<' 

a nd the onerous pyramidal demands e_ade by a multitude of 

Jewish causes from the local to t he national l evel . 3 

2. NYO, MOB, Jul)' 4, 196S. After nearly five years the program had attracted 
only 1SO "Friends", all but three American. 

"' J . Jane Evans interview, in which Miss Evans explained that so many fund· 
raising claims are made on American Jews, begiMin& at the local level, that the 
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More than style of• administration and fundraising, i.t 

was the general orientation of the World Union which re­

flected its more professi o nalized \appr~ach. In 1960 American 

Board member Mrs. Barm~tt Brickner observed that the WUPJ 

lacked a "project" in Israel, assert ing1 that with a specific 

pro ject the o rganization wo.uld have no problem i n raising 

4 $100,000. Rrlckner's recommended tactio for Israel ulti-
--:. 

mately came to typify t he next decade's:- overal l strategy. 

Whereas the European-based World Union of earlier times 

had never developed real priorities or a master plan, the 

American-based World Union became increasingly projects-

or iented. ln so dotng, both t he i nternat ional conferences 

for the "exchange ot ideas" and the rather more nebulous 

goal of ''spreading Progressive J udaism"---long the corner­

stones of WUPJ acti vi ties- --c a me to be subsumed by a more 

focused approach of specific priorit ies and objectives. 

Still limited by money and manpower , the World Union was 

in no way able to develop a reliable "timetable" o r succeed 

to a high degree in its newly-delineated ambitions. Never-

the less, it did begin to concentrate a nd channel its ambi-

tions in a somewhat more coherent fashi.on . 

ences. sponsoring publications, training 

S~ging confer­

rabbis for other 

t han North American pulpits. and dev~loping programs for 

South America a nd lsrael--- t hese were the World U~ion 's 

WUPJ suffers as a result . A suaaestion has also been made that there is orten 
confusion betv,een Wl.JP J and UAHC projects, especially those in Israel, and that 
the averaae giver thinks that in giving to one he has ai.ven to the other. 

4. AJA,. WUPJ, Box l, File 2, MNAB. June 13, 1960. 
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primary fields of interest during the years it headquartered 

in New York. Thus this chapter shall depart somewhat from 

the format of the preceding two c hapters and explore the 

years 1960-1973 o n a project-by-project basis. 

The International Conferences 

The World Union organized six international conferences 

during these year~: t he Twel(t;h. in Londo n (July 6-11, 
, , 

1961); the Thirteenth, in Paris (July 6-14, 1964); the Four­

teenth, again i n London (July 4-11. 1966); the Fifteenth, 

in Jerusalem (July 3-6. 1968) ; the Sixteenth . in Amsterdam 

(July 1-6 . 1970); and the Seventeenth. in Geneva ( J une 28-
'\. 

July 2, 1972) . As i.n the past. each bore a theme which, 

taken collectively. create 90meth ing of a t ableau of the 

evolving concerns of Progressive Judalsm. In respective 

o rder they included: "Aspects of Progressive Judaism and 

Human Responsibility. " "Bridges" (betwee n the generations. 

between Israel and Diaspora, between religions). "Retrospect 

and Prospect," "Israel. the Diaspora. and Progressive Juda­

ism, " "Crisis in Belief," a nd "Beyond Survival---Hope. " 

The nature of the World Union h~d begun to change, how­

ever, a nd with those c ha nges the biennial conferences seem 

to have lost some of their former luster . The WUPJ biennials 

had hitherto featured prominently i n t he World Union 's pro­

gram. their convening being one of the principal purposes 
. 

for the organization's founding. They had served a sign if-

leant need in bringing together Progressive Jews from far-

) 
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flung and isolated communi ties for both .c ommun,ion and 

munication, s haring and soul-baring, edi f ication and i n-

spi ration . While t hose needs remained, perhaps they ha d 

become less pronounced . Advancements in global transport 

a nd communication, visits to some o f t he more i so lated com­

munities by leading World Union figures, 5 and,-broader dis­

tributi oo of printed mater ials enabled WUPJ constituents 

to stay i n closer contact. A prolonge d period of re lative 

world stability made international conventions both less 

onerous a nd 1 ess remarkable. Internally .. a s hift of World 

Union emphases and an expansion of its other projects would 

have also given the biennials the relative appea rance of 

occupying a suborainate r o l e i n t he scheme of t hings . And, 

perhaps, with t he World Un io~'s money, ma npower, a nd admin­

istration all concentrated in and domi nated by America, 

internationa l conferences might have come to seem (to Amer­

icans at Least) less urgently serious affa irs. 6 

Al though on l y the 1966 and 1968 Conferences mer i t a ny 

lengthy discussion, a few passing observations should be 

made of the other s. The 1961 Conference, he ld in London 

largely out of consider ation for a n elder ly a nd infi rm Lily 

Montagu, 7 was distinguished by Solomon Free hof ' s compelling 

5. Among them were freehof, Eisendrath, Rosenthall, Shankman, ,and W. Gunther 
Plaut. 

6. It is u.·orth notina that after the 1961 Conference. the WUPJ ceased pub-
lishill& printed volumes of the recorded proceedlnas of each bieMial. Montaau 
had always attached great importance to these volumes, devotina considerable t i.me 
and enerl)' to gatherina Conference addresses, di9CUSSions, and translations pc-e­
s~ly for purposes or distribution and education as well as PoSterity. 

7, Montaau passed awll).· in 1963 at the age of 90, In one of her last letters 
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if somewhat defensive pres idential address which even s ti 11 

at tbis lat e date sought to e xplain and justify Progressive 

J udaism to an audience already• avowed l y Progressive. The 
/ 

Conference was also distinguished by its plethora of resolu-

t i o ns (a) reaffirming t he un i ty of Israel a nd the non- sep­

aratist intent of Reform, (b) c hal lenging t he Israeli Chief 

Rabbinate for its refuse! to recognize India· s Bene Isr ael 

community ( who largely comprised the WUPJ' s Bombay congrega­

tion) as bo na fide Jews ,8 (c) condemning a ll forms of racial 

disc rimination, 9 
( d) voici ng concern for Sovi et Jewry , 

(e) r ecommending a n early conference in Israel , and (f) s up­

porting the wo rk uf a Un ited Nations whic h had of late come 

under attack from various quarters. lO The 1972 Conference, 

held i n Geneva as a means qf giving s upport to the young 

congre gation there, was distingui s hed both by l ts celebra­

tion of the pendi ng move of WUPJ headquarters to Jerusal e m 

(with all the a ttendant blarney and rhetoric) a n~ by a nother 

to David Wice she wrote, "or course I love the World Union as much as ever. and 
am ha&>PY in workin& very hard in its administration, but l am becoming rather a 
poor thing. My memory is very bad and my leas wobbly. and I do at last know 
what it is to be very tired indeed. I hate to confess .this but it is true. 1 com­
fort my,elf for the pain on leaving Ill)' high office---and it is acute, by feeHng 
that it will be better for the World Union that I do this before my friends suffer 
throuah my weaknes.1. I can always pray for our Union and I believe God will let 
me 10 on doing this when I go out of human sight." ~ NYO, Wice's Presidential 
Address to the 1976 International Conference. 

8. At the 1968 Jerusalem Conference, reference would be made to this resolu­
tion by Proaressive Jews who sa111 a parallel between their own plight in Israel 
and that of the Bene Israel. 

9. The resolut ion ll'8S moved by Bernard Bambet&er and seconded by Rabbi 
Meyer Miller of South ,-\frica. Sooth Africa's recent Sharpeville race riots may 
have had something to do with the resolution though there is no evidence to sup­
port this. 

10. WUPJ 1961 £!. pp.47-50. 
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outpouring of reso lu t ions . These i nc 1 uded : (,3) a signi f-

icant state men t of theses on mixed marriages by the I s raeli 

Progressive Rabbinate , 11 
(b) affirmations of t he unique 

role o f Israel a nd the continuing significance o f t he Di­

aspora. (c) a prayer for t he socia l adva ncement o f a ll peo­

ples within fsrael. ( d) statements of solidari ty with the 

Progressive Movement i n Isr ae l, Sov i et J ewry, and Syrian 

Jewry , (e) a reaffirmation of d e votion to inter-religiou s 

re l ation~ . and ( f ) a nother re~ommendatlon of continued s up-

por t f o r t he work of t he United Nations . It wou l d a ppear. 

however, that the ear l y-l960 ' s were t he high water mark 

of World Un ion involvement with the UN . At the 1970 Con-

ference, Jacob Shankman wo uld inform the Governing Body : 

The influence of Russia reaches far beyond its borders, 
far beyond the military equipment and training persc>Mel 
which it provides for the enemies of the State of Israel. 
In the not so tranquil halls of the United Nations it 
also seeks to silence the voice and message of Judaism. 
It is my unhappy duty to report to you that our World 
l;njon has been dropped from its category =2 staJus 

------0f ECOSOC in the UN. While , we have been put on 
the roster for UNESCO and UNICEF. we must now ask 
pennission (instead or havina the right) to participate 
in any discussion that is legitimately our concern ... . 
(We) must humbly petition, with the recurrent possibility 
that it may not be granted, for the humiliating by­
your- leave request to eXl)ress its Point of view. We 
are exerting every errort and exploring every avenue 
to have our full NCO s tatus restored to us a t the united 
Nations---that the voice and ideals of Judaism continue 

11. Entitled The Rabbi and Mixed Marriyes, ~ o. it was published jointly by 
s ignatories from the CCAR and the RA. While acknowled&.ina the right of au human 
beings (and thereforo Jews) to intennany and defendlna their riaht still to be loved 
by the Jewish community. it reserved the riaht to determine the standards by which 
the matriaaes of Jews should be contracted. It argued that intennan-iaae consti­
tutes a threat to Jewish existence. It espoused a set of &wdelines demonstrably 
Conservative in character: Rabbis should not officiate at mixed marriages and 
should follow the necessary procedures for convertina non-Jewish spouses or children 
of auxed marTla&es, where &ppropciate. , 

\ 
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to be heard, through us. in the council or nations .... (l:!) 

I f Shankman's remarks s macked of not a littl e rhe toric, 

a s his passionate addresses t o or on behalf o f the World 

Union s o often d i d, perhaps they did not see m so conspicuous 

in context . Increasingly, a great deal o f bluste r and rheto­

ric was coming to c haracteri ze t he confe renc es. 

The dec ade' s two mos t sign i f icant World Union b iennia ls 

were certainly no e xc ept ion . The Fourteen t h In tern at i ona l 

Confere nce, ce Le brating t he WUPJ ' s forty-ye a r j ubilee, ve r -

1 t ably brimmed wi th an unbridl ed opt imism reminiscent of 

an ear lier e r a. Excerpts from Shankman ' s 1966 presidential 

address strike d t o ne r emarkably simi lar t o t hat which once 

characterized Lily Montagu's "~eports": 

In Europe, our indefatigable and idealistic Director. \ 
Rabbi Lionel Blue, was successful in launching a Liberal 
Congregation in Brussels ... and another is bein& nurtured 
in Geneva ... Meanwhile, energetic and unflaggin& efforts 
are being made to revitalize European Jewish youth. 
even in Gennany .. .ln France. the valiant union Liberate 
Israelite carries on ... . Our work in Israel continues apace. 
The World Union is the sole support of our fow· dedicated 
and pioneerin& Rabbis ... Our efforts in Latin America 
continue on a small but pr-omising scale .. .. ( l J ) 

Because Shankman r_,egarded the World Uni on as an es sent i a 1 l y 

12. NYO, 1970 lntematlonal Conrer~nce, Presidential Address, p.8. Though 
Shankman seemed to attribute the down&raded status to Soviet influence at the 
UN, the July 1, 19~0 MGR attribute it to the WUPJ's indirference which allowed it to 
happen. Mrs. Nonna Levitt, WliPJ liason to the lJN since 1975 explains that the down­
grade to "roster" status was the result of the WU's own administrative oversight in 
renewina the proper ro,ms. lt could be corrected within 3 >·ears, but would be 
difficult for a Jewish organization &lven the present alliances within the UN; more­
over. the VJUPJ -.ould gain little as the differences between "roster" and #2 NGO 
status are, for World Union purposes. insignificant. , 

13. :WO, 1966 International Conference. Presidential Address, p.3. Shankllan's 
. praise or Lionel Blue was no mere rhetoric. · The European section had been seriously 

weakened by the move to New \'or1<. Under Blue's leadership considerable advances 
were made both in the develoc,cnent of new continental COfflllU\ities and in WUPJYS 

• , 
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deliberative body, he further. called upon Pr~gressive Jewry 

to formulate a new religious manifesto which would ' d lstil 1 

the essence of Judaism, proclaim 1 ts devotion to peace and 

hatred of racism, support the cause of population control, 

and reaffirm the rights of Soviet Jews and the unity of 

Israe l . The two other major addresses of the Conference . 

Eisendrath 's "These For ty Years---Retrospect and Prospect" 

and Glueck' s '' Prospects for Reform in Israel" struck simi-

larly optimisti.c notes . Eisendrath, focusing more on the 

history of Reform Judai s m itself than on that of the WUPJ 

as an organization, echoed Shankman 's sent imen ts in asserting 

Reform's moral mission. He also e mphasized the role of 

Israel and the need for a Reform interpretation of Zionism , 

Glueck spoke of •the challenge of establishing Reform in 

Israel, of the need to cont inue forgi ng ahead unswervingly 

i n the World Union' s program there, and of Reform's destiny 

and eventual triumph . One reag.s t~e speeches of Shankman , 

Eisendrath, and Glueck a nd · t hinks "them thar's fightin' 

words . " 

later. 

And it was so, as \olould become evident two years 

One wonders, however . whether the World Uni on was 

i n a position to wage more than a war of words. After 40 

ye'/rs of life, the sobering realities described 1below by 

Executive Director William Rosenthall sti 11 afflicted the 

organization, dampening its enthusiasm and temperi~g its 

rhetoric: 

We are not ~·et the international people oc movement 
we want to be. Even thouah we are felicitouslY boWMI 
together. still are we separate in many of our ways n 

(which, tliouih increasing its activities. was still more Europeen than international.) 
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manners ... . (l)t cannot be denied that nationaj interests, 
regional jealQUSies and even per:sonal rivalries niar 
our complexion. The great problem is not these in­
eluctable qualities. but rather the absence on the· part 
of many of our members of a sympathetic understanding 
of ea'ch other's problems .... There may -be on occasion 
provincialism in our approach, too much avoidance of 
the essentials .... All too often ~·e have been late or 
missed the boat ... .ln 1926 fhe founders of our union 
were convinced that the future Jewry would be Pro­
gressive. Do we still so believe? That erstwhile . .. 
catch-phrase of 11.'hich Miss Montagu was so fond. and 
which we appear to be somewhat apologetic about, 
''Save Jews for Judaism'' needs dusting off.[ 14) 

The Twelfth [nterna tional Conference had recommended 

an "early conference in Israel;" t he Thirteenth Internation­

al Confer e nce had seen Andre Zaoui recommend t hat Reform 

liturgy and theo logy bring out of retirement both the Hebrew 

language and t he traditional doctrine of "return to Zion; ·• 

t he Fourteenth International• Conference had been heavily 

Israel-oriented . With t he euphora following the Six-Day 

War and t he gathering momentum of the World Union's Israel 

program. it was virtually inevitable that th~ Fifteenth 

International Conference play itself out in J erusalem . The 

conference would prove to be one of the most significant 

and occasion the most publ icity since the organizing confer­

ence of 1926 . 

Quite apart from providing a forum for the customary 

business and lnteraction associated with the biennials, 

t he 1968 Conference stands out as the Progressive Move111ent's 

yrandstand· statement of its solidarity with Israel and its 

readiness to do battle with the forces within the State 

14. 9ili! .• report or the Executive Director. pp.2-3. 

" 
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whic h would deny Reform Judaism its legitimate rights. The 

war which was to be waged would remain, for some tj. me to 

come, largely a war of words . Nonetheless, the words which 

were exchanged in Jerusalem were strong indeed. 

A number of statements, addresses, and resolutions dis .: 

tinguished the conference. Doth Prime Minister Levi Eshkol 

a nd Jerusalem mayor Teddy Kol lek were in attendance at t.he 

opening session as Jacob Shankman excla.imed, "We are in 

the presence of history. " Repeating elements of Eisendrath's 

1966 London speech. Shankman attempted to minimize the anti­

Zionist past of an earlier generation of Reformers in light 

of a now differently motivated weltanschauung. He recom-

mended that this World Union conference accept for itself 

the pledge of unbroken an~ ever-continuing kinship wlth 

the people of Israel, of a similar support for the UJA, 

and of grave concern for the sovereignty and security of 

the State of Israel. Even more powerful, however , was Rabbi 

David Polish's address "All Israel's Search for Identity . " 

In a penetrating a nalysis, Polish asked the question: 

What is our true problem? Is it the relationship of 
Diaspora to Israel? l think not. The question of rela­
tionship is dependent upon a deeper and even more 
troublesome burden, the identity of the Jew, both tn 
rsrael and in the Diaspora. Before there can be rela­
tionship, identit~• must be established. Before there 
can be I-Thou, there must be I. for the Diaspora Jew, 
the crisis came with the power or a black revelation 
during ;\la> and June, 1967. He was no lon&er the 
easy dweller in the dual Zion or Diaspora an:i' the vicari­
ous homeland in Israel. Suddenly he found himself 
confronted ~ith a challenge that he had ne"'er envisioned. 
to -be passionately fearful for lsraer in places where his 
generation-old roots suddenly seemed to shrivel.[15} 

1S. NYO. David Polish, "All Israel's Search for Identity," p.l. 
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Examining the schizoid state of Oiaspor9 Jewry, he explained 

that as reality had c hanged Jewry's attitude toward history, 

Zionism had c hanged 1 ts theology from one of waiting for 

God to one of acting for God. Along with other conclusions 

he drew, a mong them that not only t he Diaspora bu t also 

rsrael suffers a n iden tity crisis, he maintained that 

the Galut Jew can rediscover identity not by swinging 
erratically from loyalt>- to loyalty, from Israel to the 
social crisis and back, but by integrating them both 
into his being and making them an organic aspect of 
his Jewish existence. Even here, however, there is 
a scale of priorities .... OnlY when Galut becomes more 
than an historical accident or a deliberate choice for 
the entrenchment of success and power. only when 
it becomes a value. however painful and deceptive, 
a \'&lue by which the Jewish ethic can be released 
into the world, can we justify Jewish ~xistence outside 
of \srael.[16) 

If many of the words e xc hange d at the conference were 

intended for Progressive Jews, at least as many were intended 

for Isra el itself. "A Statement Lo the Prime Minister , " 

a condensation of a large a nd thor ough! y documented work 

dealing with the hi~torical background and the present status 

of the J~wish rel iglon in the Jewi s h State. was del i vered 

to Levi Eshkol . 17 It concluded with demands that: 

l. Progressive Rabbis in Israel shall be allowed to 
marry thoc;e Jews who are registered in the Rabbinate 
as eligible for marriage. 
2. All p-,rsons Who have been com·erted to Judaism by 
Refonn or Libef'al rabbis throughout the world shall be 
recognize~ by the Stat6 of Israel as Jews and admitted 
to lsrael as Jaws and granted citizenship as Jews, under 
the La11: of Return. 

16. !!tlg., p. 7. 
. 

17. NYO; the "Statement," runnina to 12 pqes, Illas based upon a book In 
part commissioned by tne WUPJ entitled Perpetual Dilemma: Jewish Reli1ion in the 
Jewish State, by S. Zalman Abramov. 
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3. The Progressive congregations of Israel shall receive 
fuH support . and aid fro"! the Ministry for Religious 
Affairs and the local Religious Councils. in full equality 
with Orthodox congregations.[18J 

These demands , the crux of the Progressive Movement's cam­

pa ign in Israel. were but part of a comprehensive package · 

of resolutions passed at t he 1968 Conference. Among t he 

others were commitme nts (a) to intensify t he participation 

of Progressive Jews in the upbuilding of Zion and in aliyah 

~hough the rights of Proyressive J~ws were a matter of equity 

and not of numbers, {b) to heal the generation gap through 

Jewish teachings. (c) t o publish i n Israel a series of tracts 

accurately describing the role of Progressive Jews in t he 

history of Zionism, and {d) to bring pressure to bear for 

f ull rights i n lsrael. 

It was no t any of the foregoing , however. which cal led 

attention to the Fifteenth Conferen~e a nd generated so much 

controversy at the time. In fac t, a confrontation with 

the ' Orthodox over a planned mixed-sex pra yer service at 

t he Kotel seems to have been 111hat put the b i ennial into 

the headlines. Apparently Israel 's Minister of Rel igiotts 

Affairs refused to grant the WUPJ permission to c onduct 

the service . 1 srae l i rabbi Moshe Zager ( Zemer) appea I ed 

to the Prime Minister, arousing a great deal of Knesset 

debate and publlc controversy. 19 Ko llek promised police 

18. Ibid. 

19. General Moshe Dayan was even summoned from his desk in the Ministry 
or Defense to join a high-level goverM1ent commission hurriedly coni;ened to deal 
with the matter. according to Dimensions in Judaism, Fall, 1968. vol.3. p.2. 
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protection lf the largE:l-sca le d lsru_ption threatened by the 

Mi~rachi and Bnei . Akiva took place?0 
Although a .subsequent 

opinion poll disclosed that 41 per cent of Israelis favored 

allowing the service, 21 and the government generally agreed, 

the government was also gravely concerned that any confronta­

tion at the Wal 1 would damage [srael 's world reputation 

as custodian 0f r~I igious shrines . A great deal of dis-

cussion e nsued wiLhin the World Union and opinions were 

deeply divided; some favoring a go-ahead , others a change 

of venue, the maJority a complete cancellation . 22 The matter 

ended with a formal statement by the World Union that 

... because irresponsible elements have threatened to 
disrupt and bodily prevent the scheduled service, thus 
creating a potential danger to the peace of Jerusalem 
whlch we cherish dearly and do not wish to see jeQp­
ardized. we have chosen 1-o refrain for the present 
from holding this service until there can 1w. undisturbed 
exercise of Israel's declared principle of freedom of 
religion and conscience.(23) 

Reactions to the Conference genera l ly, and the ''prayer 

affair" specifically, ~ere mixed. 

enquired : 

One support ive editorial 

Should one laugh or cry w11en some hundreds or Jews 
from abroad, filled with an all-embracing goodwill 
for the Jewish people, for Israel, and even for the 
Orthodox, must yield to the PM's entreat ies to abandon 
their planned prayer ceremom· at the .. ·estem Wall, 
to preserve this most venerated site from certain blood­
shed? The WUPJ is entitled to protest that this was 

20. The Detroit Jewish News. July 5, l968, p.3fi. 

21. ibid. Of the remainder, 26 per cent agreed 11,itfr the Orthodox and J3 
per cent had no opinion. 

22. NVO, MGB, July J, 1968. 

23. NVO, kesolution adopted at the fifteenth lntematiooai Conference of 
the WUPJ. 

) 
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no less than spiritual blackmail.. .. 
The Reform group, by definition liberal and tolerant, 
found itself at a hopeless disadvantage in this struggle . .. 
against a section of the community that glories in 
its iJliberalism, intolerance, and fanaticism .... But stiU 
we have reason to be gratefuJ for their good • sense 
in withdrawing in time from a painful Cllnflict, and 
saving Jerusalem from the likelihood of shame and dis-
grace. They showed more respect and regard ror the 
Wall than many others have done.(241 

Reform journa l s were natura lly positive. UAHC president 

Alexander Sc hindler wrote: 

We were persuaded by government leaders that pictures 
of violence, flashed 'round the world, would give strong 
argument to Israel's enemies: ... A concern not for OUR 
peace but for the peace of Jerusalem united impelled 
us to suspend the scheduled devotions. Government 
circles applauded the decision, as did the ... public .... (2S) 

Prime Ministe Eshkol averred thaL "the ve ry act of hold ing 

this conference in our holy anct uni t ed Capital ... s pe ll :., 

our [ the Zlonists ' J tri umph tor t he Jewish Nationa l Trend 

in your movemen t. "26 Some c ritics, however , both WUPJ out-

s iders and ins iders, responded less glowingly to t he Confer­

ence . Schindler noted that 

the strongest discordant note in response to the con­
vention was sounded not by a citizen of Israel but 
by a visiting Toronto [Conservative) rabbi who published 
a lengthY J 'accuse excoriating Reform leaders for "per­
s istently fightm& the wrong battles''---as if this battle 
of the Wall had been chosen by us, rather than for 
us---and denouncina them (Reform leaders] for their 
failure 10 cooperate with the Conservative movement 
"to establish one programme for !srael.'' His argument 
would have come with bt!tter grace and greater force 
had not Reform Jewr> 's offer to cooperate with all 
non-Orthcx1ox groups in Israel been rejected. ab initio, 
by the \'ery movement for which Rabbi Stuart Rosenberg 

24. The Jerusalem Post, July 7. 1968. 

2S. Dimensions in Judaism.' Fall, 1968, vol.J, p.2. 

26. The Israel Diaest, Sept. 9, l968. vol. XI., no.14, p.2. 
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is spokesman.(27) 

Discordant notes were noc forthcomi ng from outside the WUPJ 

alone, however. Habb i Dow Marmur oj the' RSGB wrote in a 

subsequent report o f thP. conference: 

The ... Conference ... 11.·as one of those events that disappoint 
all concerned: the Israelis (or whom it was intended; 
the .\mericans who domin3ted It : the Europeans whom 
it frustrated; ... there was so little to inspirt! the visitors 
with confirlence Md hope, 1t is doubtful 11.·hether the>· 
u.•ill be moved to grt!ilter efforts in the future. 
!'\or did the Conference make much i111pact. It had 
plenty of publlcity---but the wrong kind. 'lost or 
it was ahout the trivial question of whether men and 
women could s tand together ... at the West em Wall.. . . 
Because of the general inertia which developed among 
the delegates, as a kind of reaction to the Executive's 
rather quixotic t'Xc itement over the Wall, the onl> 
theological paper of the Conference. read by Rabbi 
David Polish ... received relatively little attention despite 
its vision, clarity. and brilliance . . .. 
Much of that inertia was evident in tht> large but non­
attending Atnerican delegat~n. It was obvious that 
many of t hem had come for a holiday and not to 3 

Conference .. .. But we [the European delegates) were 
not allowed an impact. .. ~!though the two most important 
resolutions were proposed by the l::uropean Board . .. they 
received relatively little attention.(281 

Such a turncoat response and an n iring of dirty laundry 

from "wi chin the ranksq raised t he i re of mnny on the Exec u­

tive Committee and evoked a stinging r ejoinder from Freehof: 

So I do not mind his dt>precation of the e ffectiveness 
or the Convention. What I do mind and dislike very 
much is the bitterness revealed in his statement that 
the World !inion is now only an appanage of the Amer ican 
Reform movement. I generally have an affection for 
the English .. . but i find this t>·pe of concealed envy 
one of th,~ir most unadmirable characteristics. They 
accept every possit>le r\merican help, and expect us 
in return to yitld thtm world dominance. Whitehall 
stHI bnlaevcs that the White HouS6 should be gentlemanly 
enough to a llou. Britannica {sic] to ''r~le the waves" even 

2.,. Dimensions, p.2. 

l8. Living Judaism, Winter. 1969. vol.J, no. I. pp.29-JO. 
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though the White House pays for everything .... Will 'the 
English tax their congregants for a portion of the dues 
for support -of the World Union'? How many well-to-do 
English Reform Jews give a personal contribution to 
the Wor ld Union? Which English congregations have 
substant ially adopted one of our ''mission" congregations'? 
We are doing everything for the World Union and yet 
they resent our influence in it.(29) 

More than what the exchange says abou t the 1968 Conference 

is what i t r·eveals about. the i nternal relati ons h ips and 

r iva l... ies within the World Un i on itself. 1 f the remarks 

are r e presentat ive of more widespread sen time n ts, then t L 

wou ld appear that there was more than a kernel of tru th 

"" l.n William Rosentha ll 's assertions at the 1966 Confe rence. 

Perhaps it could not be de n ied t hat nat ional i n terests. 

regional jcalousi,.?s, and even personal rivalries marred 

the World Un i o n 's complexion ,. 

\ 
Publishing a nd Publications 

Tn the early 1960' s the World Union beyan. to e n r rge 

the scope o f its activities with a n e ntrance in to the pub-

1 ishing fiel d . In a ddition to broadening its l 1st of per 1-

odic publications, heretofore limi ted to rather unsophis­

ticated news l etters or information s heets, t he WUPJ sponsor ed 

several books o f a scholarly or li turg 1 cal bent. Whether 

these forays into t he world of linotype were the resu lt 

of a deliberate d policy or programming decision o r mer-e ly 

the product of c hance and c irc umsta nce is difficult to <le-

termlne. The sources me n tion no "master mind " and reveal 

29. Jacob K. Shankman Records (hereafter JSR). Jetter frocn Freehof to whtiam 
Rosenthall, dated April 1. 1969. 
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little more than the bare fact of various publications and 

certain concomitant compli cations. 

One can at best conjecture or speculate !3S to the whys 

and where fores behind these pro J ec ts. Some of the m, for 

example new Hebrew and Spanish liturgies. were clearly a 

response to certain needs within the expanding Israeli and 

South American Progressive movements. Others, such dS varl­

ous periodicals. were c learly motivated by a desire to g ive 

greater exposure to and fost~r· the spread of the Movement 

and its doctrines. The books, however, are more problematic. 

Focusing largely on historical aspecLs o f Progressive Juda­

ism, t hey may simply have reflected a natural desire t o 

document and propagandize the Movement. As the World Uni on 

had also a l ongstanding const\ Lutional ~ommitment to devel­

oping and spreading Progressive thought . they may have rep­

resented a naLural outgrowth o f t"hat c ommitment a nd a rnore 

general commitment to Jewish scholarship. Alternatively , 

these attempts at publishing may have been part of a rival­

rous effort to compece with the UAHC or, more innocent! y. 

a useful way for the WUPJ Lo av~ i l itself of monies from 

the Claims Conference. 

Whatever the reasons, al 1. some. or none of the a bove. 

the organization generated a long list o f publications during 

these years. Inc 1 uded among the mag a z 1 nes and per 1 od i ca 1 s 

spawned wet"e two in Israel . Prozdor a nd Shalhavet. Both 

were intellectual Journals of Progressive religious thought. 

the former published on a bi-mont hly basis from 1962-1967; 

--
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the latt e r also published on a bj. -monthly basis beg i nn i ng 

in 1969. Argentina saw the production of Teshuva, ·a shor t-

l ived (1969-70) ''house org a n " of the Sou t h American moveme n t 

e di ted i n Buenos Aires by then WUPJ representative Leon 

Klenicki. I n 1965 the European Board began pu b l ishi ng F.u ro -

pean Judaism, an intelligen t, high-qua} 1ty magazine published 

semi -annually and covering a wide rang e of Jewish c o ncerns 

though with an e mp hasis on the European scene and writ ten 

from a Progressive Jewish poin t-of-view. In 1975 the new 

Jerusalem- based World Union began pr oducing Ammi, a s imi 14:ir 

effor t with an emphasis on the Israeli scene. Throughout 

t he New York years an in-house newsletter. News a nd Vi e ws, 

a ppeared regularly. Finally . a yout.h magazine published 

by WUPJYS and e r1 tltled Shalom (or Shalom Dialog ) underwent 

several births/ r e b i r lhs. first nppea r ing i n 1964 , it was 

resur r ect ed in 1969 as a bilingual effort pub lished jointly 

with t he JUdische Gemeinde zu Ber l iA a nd aime d at the s mall. 

scattered commu n ities t h roughout Eur o pe. JO 

The World Union also had some share in the production 

o f sever al_ new liturg i es and g u i des to relig ious practice . 

I n 196 5 WUPJ president Jacob Sha n km;:rn announced to t he CCAR 

t he compi l a t ion of a new I s r aeli Si dd ur ( 1962) ctnd Ma hzor 

( f a l l, 1964 ) .31 I n 1964 HUC graduate Meir Yd i t produced 

JO. The maaazine 11.·as not without controversy. A· poem in the first edition 
(Feb.. 1969) entitled "H()re, Israel'' · (lis ten. Israel> began "Als wir vervolit wurden, 
war ich einer von euch Wie kann ich dos bleiben , wenn ihr Verfolaer werdet1'' 
(When we were persecuted I 11.·as one of you. How can l remain so when you become 
~utors?) Provocatively critical or Israeli treatment or Arabs, several amon& 
the WUPJ executive took umbrage at the poem. ' 

J l. CCAR 'iearbook, 7S, p. t 11 . This author has been unable to locate copies 
or e ither. 
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Moreh Derech li N'vuchei haDat, a guide t o problems o f Jewish 

religious practice with a consideration of halachic issues. 

In 1965 Ydit a lso composed for the Israel movement a new, 

sixty page Haggaddah . In Argentina the World Union published 

Rabb i IH fa t Sonsino' s guide, lntroduci6n c1 l Judaismo Refor­

mis ta ( 1968) and Ruth de Hecht's c hildren' s guide to the 

"Fasts and Feasts," De Fiesta en r'iest.a ( 1969) . The o rgan-

ization also aided or s upported t he production of new or 

revised Progressive liturgies written or translated into 

Spanish . I n the s ummer of 1963, Rabbi Haim Asa began to 

assemble a Majzor for use in High Holy Day youth services. 

In the mid- to late-1960's the WUPJ's Buenos Aires consti t ­

uent Congregacion Emanu-1::1 issued a new mahzor, Li bra de 

Plegarias para las Altas Fiestas . Rabbi Leon Klenicki also 

produced a new Shabbat liturgy Ln Hebrew and Spanish, gr.:. 

vicio del Viernes a la Noche ( 1968-69 ). T n 1970, K len icki 

and HUC-JIR rabbinical student Roberto Graetz produced t\.JO 

mahzorim, one for each of t he fi igh Holy Days. Entitled 

Rosh Hashana and Servicio de !om Ki ppur, these were accom­

panied ln 1973 by a prayerbook for weekday, Sabbath , and 

festival servic~s Libro de Oraciones. These last three 

were all published under the auspices of the World Union. 32 

The World Union also commissioned o r in some way spon­

sored several tomes tracing the historical development of 

Progressive J udaism: Gunther Plaut' s The Rise of Reform 

Judaism ( 1963) and The Growth o ·f Reform Judaism (1965) • 

.32. Kulwin thesis, pp.80-82. 
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sourcebooks for the history of the Reform movement; Jakob 

J . Petuchowski 's Prayerbook Reform i n Europe (1968), a com­

prehensive study of the evolution of ~uropean Reform litur­

gies; S. Zalman Abramov's Perpetual Dilemma---Jewish Religion 

in the Jewish State ( 1976). a study of the politics of re­

ligion in Israel ( in the production of which leading figures 

associated wi tn tile WUPJ assisted though the WUPJ did not 

actually publish the book); and Alexander Guttmann' s The 

Struggle over Ke form in Rabbinic Literature During the Last 

Century and a Hal f (1977), a study of the various legal 

issues with wh1ch Reform grappled and on which it parted 

ways with the Orthodox . An English translation of l\1ax Wie-

ner's classLc Jildische Religion im Zeitalter der Emanzipation 

( 1964) by th~ a ut hor ' s son wns dropped after the qua 1 i ty 

of the trans lc1tion proved poor. It woul d appear . however , . 
that this impressive list was not without its share of con-

troversles. Though the details are somewhat -murky, the 

World Union was apparently inexperienced in the complex­

ities of publishing and a number of disputes subsequently 

arose with several a uthors as to royalties and distribution 

and property rights. 33 After numerous complications and 

with the appro~c hing e nd of the Claims Conference, the World 

Union elected 10 1965 to terminate its puhlications program
34 

though Lt seems to have subsequently rethought its position 

33, Disagreements seem fl> have aris~n in at least two cases. Abramov s 
book occasioned some discussion and Petuchowski's ' book in particular was the source 
of considerable acrimom . • 

.34, N\'O, MEC. Feb. ~4. 1965. 
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as evidenced by Guttman·s book {published after a bl'ief 

reactivation of the Claims Conference in 1974J . 

Rabbinical Training 

Providing World Union congregations with rdbbinica l lead­

ership had been a c h i0.f c oncern of r,he organiza t ion d 1most 

from (. ts inception. ln the l<J50's. with the establishment 

of the Nf'TS overseas feJ lowships and the formation of the 

In t e rnational tnsti tutn for Hebrew Stud ies (introduced br1ef­

ly in the previous c hapter), thP. WU PJ began to play a more 

active role in this area and Lh r oughout the 1960's continued 

to ~xpand Lhi s sphere of interest. Hoth the fel1owship 

program and thP. lnstttute continued tl) recruit und t.r..tin 

individuals f or other than t~e North American r~bbinatc . 

Even as these t~;o mecnanisms enjo}·ed ..i certain marked suc ­

cess. however, they were also ma rred by problems. 

The Paris Institute. The Wor l d Union had heartily enrlorsed 

the idea of a European seminary at the ti me of the t nsti­

tute's birth and actively strlven to requisition funds for 

it from the Claims Conference. Nevertheless . it would a ppear 

in retrospect t.l,nt t.he WUPJ had not Lntended a permanent 

commitment but ra ther hau only intended to provide seed 

money until such Lime as the T nsti tute could ach i~ve some 

measure of indPp~ndence. By the ~ar\y 1960's, how~ver, 
. 

the Institute had become an albatross for t he World Union 

and the WUPJ came to real ize either that from t he outset 
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it had bitten off more than it could 9hew •or that the child 

had no intention of leaving home before the age of 21. Thus 

it was that the World Union sought some way either of grace­

fully extrlcating itself from its original commitment or 

of firmly pushing the fledgling from the nest in order to 

force it to stand on lts own. 

As already noted earlier in Lhis chapter, fol lowing t he 

move to New York. the Executive Committee directed one of 

its earliest policy decisions at t he Paris Institute . The 

funds which the World Union had annually contributed to 

t he support of tht:l rnst i tute since its establishment had 

consumed a sizable percentage of the WUPJ's own annual budget 

a nd the burden s howed no s igns of a bate ment . Thus it was 

t hat the Executive determined ~o reduce its contri bution by 

one- fourth ovP-r each o f the next four years (1960-64) . With 

the Claims Conference also winding down , the Institute would 

consequently be forced t o sink or swim. Tho ugh the War l d 

Union attempted to follow through o n its decision, it did 

not entirely succeed for some several years. 

Reluctant to see a seminary c losed, the WUPJ continued 

to relent, even as the Institute continued a hand-to-mouth 

existence . S pending more than $14,000 on the Institute 

in 1961 . t.h~ WUPJ complained that it could not maintain 

the school a nd t hat a true French Reform movement must be 

established in which French Jews would themselves respond. 
35 

The WUPJ, fearing the Institute would suffer, further com-

JS. :\JA. WUPJ, Box S, File 8, MEC, Dec. 1, 1961 and Feb. 12, 1962. 
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plained when i ts rosh , Andre Zaoui, determined in 1962 to 

take sabbatical leave in Israel for two years. 36 The griev­

ances wer e legitimate inasmuch as ttie World Union's s hare 

of t he l nsti tute · s $48,000 budget had increased by S4000 

at a time when the school was barely breaking even. 37 The 

situation continued to worsen and upon returning from lsrael 

in 1964 Zaoui proposed a possible move of the lnstitute 

to lsrae l .38 Freehof t hought the suggestion prema t.ure . 

If a nything, the World Union t hought a merger of some sor t 

with the Leo Baeck College i11 London would be more in order . 

The o r iginal i mpetus behind the fnstitute had been, after 

all. to have a Progr~ssive semi nary in Europe- -not i n Israel . 

One must be perm itted a brief digression at this point . 

• Apar t from its financial woes. the Institu te had for some 

time bee n the object of other c riticisms as \-'ell. Founded 

to help estab l ish a Reform movement in France. the seminary 

more than o nce sent its graduates outside France, to pulpits 

i n South Africa a nd Australia. 1 t was unable to assure 

its stude nts of placement and resisted coordinating its 

program with t hat of the Leo Baeck Co llege.39 With the 

Institute successfully training quality rabbis but failing 

to spread t h e m (and thence Progressive Judaism) throughout 

France or to establish a broad base of support even in Pari s . 

36. AJA, WUPJ, Box 5, File 8 MEC, "'lay 11, 1962. 

37. lbid. 

38. NVO, MEC. Feb. 25, 1964. 

39. AJA, WUPJ, Box 7, File 2, MOS, July 12, 1961. Also NVO. MOB, July 5, 1966. 

·' 
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critics questionen outlays of World Un1on money or even 

the point of a continental seminary. The Leo Baec;:k College 

(never a WUPJ projer.t though it likeg to claim some owner­

ship in the London seminary) by comparison had become a 

notable success. F'ounded with in a year o f the Institute· s 

founding, LBC eventua 11 y oecame a joint project of the Eng-

1 ish Ltberal and Reform rnove men ts. lts graduates greatly 

e nlarged the English movements, thus enlurqing its own base 

,,f support. 

The Institute 's condi Lion reached a cri sis point in 1964-

1965, surviving it pri marily hecause the WUPJ ba,,1.Je._d it 

out after an impassioned plea by Zaoui at the 1964 Paris 

rn early lq65. wi t h only $15,000 coming in 

• community, the Institute needed another 

stay open. Moreover, with but t wo permanent 

faculty members, the school's backbone---Zaoui---was still 

talking of aliyah. 40 The seminary stayed solvent through 

September, 1965, by which ti me the WUPJ had reduced its 

annual subvention t<> $8000 . In 1966., after a lengthy debate, 

t he Wor ld Union voted to make a final grant of S4000 tn 

1967 after which time 1 t. would sever its connect ion with 

the Institute. The seminary managed somehow to strugg le 

on until the ,,arly l970's after h~vl ng ordained some seven­

teen rabbis 41 afr-,er which time it narrowed its program to 

40. N\'O, MOB. Jan. 7, 1965. 

4l. \YO, I\IGB. July :I, l9o9 report 14 rabbis ordained to• date. NYO, MUB. 
July l. 1970 report that three more rabbis 11Jere to be ordained soon. 
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adult education a nd t he training of J ewish teachers. 42 

NFTS Fellows h ips. A comb i nation of funds provided by the 

NFTS and a $50,000 dona tion from t h e Merri 11 Trust 43 had 

been enabling ov~r seas rabbin ica l students to attend HUC 

and LBC f r ee u f c ha r ge si nce 

to the terms of t hese qran ts, 

Lt1/ mid - 19SO's. Accordi ng 

s/uden ts wou Ld r eceive both 

a tuition-free education and a modest sti pend at either 

of the colleges in ex chdnge 

to serve a WUP.J r.ongregat ion i n 

elsewhere by special a r rangement . ) 

three-year commitment 

eir home count ries ( or 

Ry most standards the 

proqram was co bP. j udged an overwhelmi ng success. at least 

i n terms of educati ng for Lhe rabb i nate s tudents from Europe, 
.. 

l srae l, I ndia. Turkey, Aus tr a Lia. New Zea Land, Sou th Africa, 

South America, anct even Japan .
44 

The program was not without prob lems, however. and in 

1964 the World Union began t o question its i mplementation 

and even i ts val UP.. Most o f the scholarship recipi en ts 

were h on oring their commitments and r eturning to do overseas 

work on a l ong-te rm basis . The WUPJ , however , wondered 

42. Jane Ehrlich and Ina Rae LevY, Nfl'S and the World L'nion for Progressive 
Judaism (New York: NFT'-, 1985) pp.4-1. 4- :?. 

43. .'\JA. \\'CPJ. Bo:< 5, File 8. \lEC. Feb. 2. 1960. 

44. American Judaism, f all, l 966. V(\I. XVI. no. I. pp.51-53. lists the names 
of scholarship recipien1 -. -\lichael Coulston (England), .-\rthur Herman and A,·raham 
Soetendorp (Hollandi, Hu~o Gryn (Czechoslovakia), Isaac i'ieuman (Poland), Mordecai 
Schreiber (Uruguan. llairn Asa (Bul&aria), John l,.e,·1 (Aui,tralia). Brian Fox (Ne11o 
Zealand), Isaac Jerusalmi and Rifa.t Sonsino (1 urke. ,: Walter Blumenthal (South Africa), 
Sion Oavid <India), and Elisha ~attiv and Samuel Kehati (Israel). Others not men­
tioned in the articlt ,nclude-d Leon KJenicki and Roberto Graetz (Argentina), Meir 
'idit llsrael), and Hiroshi Okamoto lJapan). 
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about the good faith and dedication of others who would 

hono r their mi n i mum tAree-year o b ligation a nd promptly return 

to America either for graduate work or for a pul p it. An tic-

. t ipating a qui ck r·eturn, some students had even appl 1ed for 

or received U.S. ci tizensh ip dur i ng t hei r per i od of study 

at HUC-JIR. 45 

The program c onsequent! y camf! up for revtew. bo t h at 

the Paris Conference an<i o n lat.er occasi rms . I n most i n-

stances the problem was one of ''now do ya keep 'em down 

on the farm once t hey've seon Lhe c 1 ty? "46 
HUC' s Samuel 

SandmeJ s uggested mdking greater use of LBC i n London. es­

pecially since the expense (and risks) of training were 

greater 1n tl1e United States . Sandmel further ventured 
• 

to query whether youn g , newly-orda i ned rabbis were i n any 

even t bes t suited for Plo~eer work i n ne w communities. 

NFTS' Jane Evans advocated some fo rm of gran t repaymont 

in the even t of a scholarshlp recipient's failure to serve 

47 beyond t he minimum t hree years . England's John Rayner 

several years later suggested that the WUPJ reduce its over-

48 seas commi-tments a nd consolidate congregations . Presumabl y 

Rayner felt that ei ther sol u tion, by reducing the number 

45. :WO, MFC, feb. 14, l965. 

46. The most interest ing (or notorious) case was that of Sion David, brought 
to HUC from lndia. Th~ WUPJ had long hoped to t rain a rabbi for i ts Bombay c~,n­
gregation. Upon ordination David retwTied to Bombay 11,ith his American wife. He 
returned to Ne11, York less than a month later! 

47. ~YO, MGB, Jub 14, l964. , 

48. NYO. "-'lEC. Oct. is. 1966. 
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o f vacant pulp its, would reduce the Wortd Union's burden 

of finding or tra in1ng rabb is . The Sou th African movement. 

trying to avert the hardship of ovex:_seas s tudy to begin 

with, even attempted to develop an accredited h ome - study 

program wh i c h would reduce attendance at HUC o r LBC to one 

o r t wo years. 49 

Apparently, t hough , Lhere was another side to the story. 

As one e mbittered stude n t described 1 t . in a rather heated 

exchange of articles a nd letters in t he CCAR Journal , the 

problem wt t h the program ldy 11ot in t he three-year overseas 

c omm it.ment. The problem was one of n11smat.ching students 

wi th congregations a nd o f fail ures i n communication and 

s upport from the WUPJ. 

I would often wonder what the World Union was all 
about. as at no time would any signs of life emanate 
from that office. I had many questions about my future 
work overseas. yet there was never an,one on hand 
to answer them .... 
Yet within a few short years, as mor~ and more of 
us were being ordained and sent to those f.ir-flung 
posts, some serious cracks began to show up in the 
gay facade of optimism. One newly ordained rabbi 
after another failed tl> adjust to his new pulpit ... • 
What had gone wrong? Did the fault lie with the \\'orld 
l,;nion? Was the congregation abroad · to be blamed? 
Or was it the rabbi himself who had failed? Much 
has been said for all three possibilities .... The World 
Union would send an HUC-JIR graduate to Latin America ... 
and once he got there he would be virtualh· on his 
own. lie would receive hardly an>· communications, 
no .materials, no funds, no guidance, and would have 
to stay put wherever he happened to be sent, reaardless 
of whether or not he was making headway. He had 
no cht'ice but to reslan himself to his rate until he 
could pat:k up and leave fOC' good .... The World Union 
simply wanted me to stay put in Guatemala. so it could 

49. JSR. Correspondence between Rabbis Jacob Shankman and David Sherman 
of Cape Town, June-Au,usc, 1966. 

• 
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keep another pin in its .world map.(50] 

In a well-worded response, WI ll iam Rose.nthall challenged 

the overall accuracy of the author's facts, reco llections. 

and criticisms while acknowledging the value of some of 

his suggestions. True or not, the articles poin ted up some 

of the dissatisfactions on both sides with the rabbinical 

training program. For the most part. however , the NFTS 

fellowships had born fruit . 

Principal Areas of Community Development 

Throughout 1 ts years in New York, the WUPJ c ontinued 

its efforts to assist its overseas communi ties. It strove 

unsuccessfully for several years t o fi nd a rabbi for India 

after the departure of Elisha Nattiv in 1962. 51 It similarly 

sought to place rabbis in South Africa, persuading Ahro n 

Opher to assume the senior Johannesburg position in 1963 . 52 

In 1965, plans were gotte n underway to bring together in a 

Caribbean Conference of Liberal Congregations small commu~i­

ties in Curacao, Jamaica. Panama . Guatemala, Mex ico City. 

Caracas and Bogota . 53 In Europe, a weak European Board 

struggled to make i nroads. It attempted through WUPJYS 

SO. Mordecai Schreiber, "Rabbi in Guatemala," CCAR Journal, Oct. 1968, , vol.ls: 
pp.80-89. ~ al~ April 1969, vol.16, pp.85-89. 

Sl. In 1972 the NFTS sent HUC-JIR student Stephen Mallinaer to Bombay as 
a summer intern and in 1976 Rabbi Lewis Bogage of Philadelphia to serve the con-
gregation during the High Holy Days. • 

52. CCAR Yearbook, 73, p.98 . • Opher was persuaded largely throu&h Solomon 
Freehof's influence. • The Paris Institute also sent a graduate, Arthur Super, to 
Johannesbura in the mid-1960's. 

53. CCAR Yearbook, 75, pp.110-13. Also i 6, p.90. 

.. 



-169-

to strengthen the German (youth) community with leadership 

camps a nd interfaith weeks . ft facilitated the further 

expansion of the Dutch community from ~wo to four congrega-

tions. It maintained contact with the Italian group and 

in the early 196O's even nurtured hopes of placing with 

them ~n American rabbi. Jack Bemporad, who was then working 

in Rome on a F'ulbright scholarship. After that fell through, 

the Italian constituent never progressed beyond the tiny 

coterie of intellectua ls it had 

refugees flooded into France 

always ~en. As North Af r ican 

in 19021 the WUPJ appea l ed 

for help for the French commun ity. Though it nourished 

hopes of enlarging the Progressive community in France by 

attracting some of thesA refugees , scarcity of funds forced 

it to decline a proposal t o •est:ablish a congregation in 

Marseilles. rt declined a similar opportunity to underwrite 

a new congregation i n Geneva, though European Director Lionel 

Blue eventually succeeded in estab l ishing congregations 

in both that city and Brussels sometime after 1965. 54 

ln truth, many of these efforts suffered . This was partly 

due to problems peculiar to the particular regions or to 

lack of resources by the WUPJ. On the other hand, this 

was partly due t,o their place on the list of priorities . 
........ 

[ncreasing ly, the World Union's projects in South America 

and Israel had become the keystone of its overarching program 

during the New York year s. 

54. lbid. Also MNA8, APril 18, 1966. The Geneva COf\ll'eptlon asked ror 
an annual subsid)• of S4000. What Brussels al)d Geneva had in commoo, or course. 
were larae International (Le. En&Hsh-speakina) communities by virtue or their UN 
and NATO ties. 
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South America. I f Sou th America had throughout the 1950' s 

been ignored owing t o a lack of fi rm and formal c ommi t ment 

by the communities there and to a benign neg I e c t by the 

WUPJ in London, this would change dramatically in the 1960's . 

As has been noted and thoroughly treated elsewhere: 

The late 19SO's and early 1960's marked a turning point 
in the WVPJ's attirude toward South America in that 
it finally gave its work chere much greater importance 
in both word and deed. Whereas earlier the South 
American affiliates' link to the world ~Y had existed 
almost wholly through correspondence, concrete actions 
now became the core of the relationship. WUPJ rep­
resentatives visited South America frequently to assess 
the movement's status and gather information to deter­
mine policy. One "Reform'' congregation was founded 
(Congregaci6n Emanu- £1) and another brought into the 
WlJPJ fold and greath· bolstered (Congregacao Shalom). 
further, with South American students at the HUC­
JIR. movement spiritual leaders from South America 
first mixed on a regular basis with the ir counterparts 
from elsewhere.[SSJ 

Though the South American mi 1 ieu would prove resistant 

to any massive installation o f a Reform movement, t he World 

Union nevertheless persisted i n its evolving pro gram for 

t he region. A number of r easons have been ci ted for the 

WUPJ's a boutface in priorities, a mong them: Sou th America's 

closer proximity to t he new WUPJ headquarters i n New York; 

the appointment o f Spanish-speaking Executive Direc tor Wi l­

liam Rosenthall 1 n 1962; the i n terest of WUPJ trustees Jacob 

Shankman and David Wice and s ubse que nt appointment of a 

Latin America Committee; a nd the fact-finding missions and 

recruiti ng trips of Rabb i Isaac Neuman of Panama in 1959, 

Dr. Ezra Spicchanciler of HUC-JIR in 1960, a nd Rosenthall 

SS. Kulwin thesis. pp.96-97. 
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himself i n 1962.56 While all of- these n9 doubt contributed 

to the t urnaround, the bottom 1 ine was t hat the WUPJ cou ld 

not consider ltsel f an authentic global union a nd continue 

t o ignore t he vas t , untapped Jewi s h populations to the south . 

In 1960, the c hairman of the newly-e lected Committee 

for Work i n South America, Dav 1d Wi ce, a nnounced to t he 

American Board : 

It is .. . hoped to learn from our mislai<es in Israe l over 
lhe past t\ltelve years, where there have been visits 
and missions, official and unoffic ial spokesmen, and 
chaos.[S'7) 

Wi th that declar ation of intent. the World Union launched, 

or perhaps more a cc urately lurched, into its Lati n American 

program. 

The WUPJ had bee n exchanging communications in 1960-

1961 with its correspondents Fritz Pi nkuss of SAo Paulo 

and Fritz Steinthal o f Buenos Aires concerning the s pread 

of t he Conservative Movement in Braz1 158 a nd rabbi n ical 
'j9 leadership problems in Argentina . Never t heless, i ts first 

orchestr ated attempts to chart a course in the hitherto 

unchartered t erritory of Sout h Amer ica on ly be gan with the 

fact- fi nding £.!:!!!!. r ecruitment tour o f Ezra Spicehandler i n 

late 1960. Fo llowing his detailed a nd encouraglng 1961 

report to t he Govern i ng Body depicting South America's great 

56. Ibid. pp.9.,-I0l. 

S7. AJA, \l,'l!PJ. Sox 1. File 2, MNAB, June IJ. 1960. 

58. AJA. Wt;PJ, Box 2, File S. In a letter dated ~ov. li, 1961 Pinkuss wrote 
'~e Conservatives are alrea<l)· ahead or us." 

S9. AJA, WUPJ, Box 7, File 2. MGB, July 12, 1960. SteinthaJ expressed rearet 
that he had received no help from the W\jpJ, 
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prom1se,60 and a contemporaneous decis ion by •the Sou th Amer­

ican Committee to hav e no more casual tourists represent 

the WUPJ in t he region , a resolut ion passed calling for 

the appointment of a full-time representative in South Amer­

ica and a ppropriatiug $5000 for that purpose. The Execut i ve 

Committee had ,ictual l y proposed a similar 1 dea a year ear-

lier . Then P.stimati ng a cost of $15 , 000 , however, it had 

been forced to abandon the ide a when t he funds which were 

expected to be f reed up from the subvention to the Pari s 

I nsti tut e failed to ma teriali ze. 

Close o n t he heels o f Spicehandler and equa l ly close 

on the heels o f hi s own recent appo intment as WUPJ Execut i ve 

Di rector, Willi nm Rosen thall toure d South Amer i ca for t wo 

months in 1962 on a n i nvest lgattve t rip s l mi l ar t o Sp ice­

handler' s. Drawing many o f t he same conclusions , Rosen thall 

described t he contine nt as unlimited in potential, if only 

61 the WUPJ could furnish funds, rabbis, and youth leaders. 

Though money was a ma jor impediment. he was determined that 

somewhere in t he region there be a f ull- ti me World Uni on 

60. See Kulwin thesis, p.100, \\'herein he s tates or Spicehandler, He made 
a number ofspecific suggestions upon his retw-n. notably that the movement continue 
to search for prospective HUC-JIR students, that it publicize itself \'ia lecturers 
sent to tour the continent, and that it establish in Buenos Aires a WUPJ office, 
directed by an HUC-JlR ordinee who would form a Refonn conaregation and aid 
other synaaosues in >'Outh work and educational programs. Spicehandler also agreed 
. .. that there were man)' Possibilities for the employment of Progressive rabbis throuah­
out South America." Spicehandler, moreover, Pointed out that as the Conservatives 
had already propQsed to establish a pre-rabbinic -.chool in Buenos Aires. It might 
be deslrable if this ~ere done, under joint auspices with the Reronn :.iovement. 
See NYO, MOB, f eb. 13. l Q61. Elsewhere there is a suuestion that although Marshall 
Me~'er, a JTS araduate wor1<in& in .\r,tentina, had led PinktWS to believe there would 
be such a joint effort, the World Union was later "frozen out." See NVO. MNAB. 
Jan. 31, 1962. 

61. t-l-YO, MEC. Dec. r . 1962. 
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ffi d t . 62 o ce a n rep re sen ta 1 ve. Boasting more than half the 

Jewish population on the continent, Buenos Aires seemed 

t he o bvious choice. 

With no more groundwork than t his , and departing from 

the formula on which it had insisted in Australia and South 

Africa decades earlier (i.e. a core of committed individuals 

would first have to o rganize itself and then solicit the 

WUPJ for a s uitable leader). t he World union began to initato 

actively and tangibly its South America program . A World 

Union representative to South Ameri ca was l ocated with the 

o rdination at HUC- JIR in 1963 of Haim Asa. Bulgarian-born 

Asa, an NFTS scholar with both Spanish language capabilities 

and a three-year- obligation to t he WUPJ, moved to Buenos 

Ai res later that. year. There he would initially div i de 

his time as World Union emissary and as assistant (youth j 

rabbi to Rabbi-e meritus Fritz Steinthal · s successor, Nathan 

Blum. 

Why the World Union chose to deviate from the above­

mentioned formula it had successfully employed in Melbourne 

and Johannesburg is a matter for speculation. Maybe tha t 

formula had simply never been considered as Holy Writ or 

had merely bee n forgotten. Perhaps, too, the organizat lon 

was simply eager and over-anxious to get something underway . 

Then again, South America may have seemed such utterly virgin 

soil that to find any individuals \11ho would saek out Progres-. 
sive Judaism of the ir b wn volition would have meant a very 

62. AJA, WlJPJ, Box 7, file 2, MGB, Apr. 24, 1963. 
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long wait. The mostly assimilated or Zionist Argentine 

Jews, after all, were a lso largely ignorant or suspicious 

of ~Reform" Judaism. If. on the other ~and. the World Union 

felt that it was well within its defined parameters in send­

ing Asa to Steinthal's already established Liberal congrega­

t ion, t hen the WUPJ s hould hardly have considered its new 

program as '' introducing" South Americans to Reform Judaism. 

It was merely formalizing its own presence there wt t h an 

accredited representative of i ts own choosi ng . 

I n any event. Asa left Steinthal's congregation in 1964. 

after only o ne year, due to what has been described as a 

personality clash with his senior rabbi Blum.63 Asa made 

an unauthorized r eturn to ~ew York where the World Un ion 

• invited him to attend a hastily convened s pecia l executive 

meeting on Latin America to discuss t he matter. Asa addressed 

the meeting with a long litany o f complaints about the WUPJ's 

performance during his year in Arge ntina . Among his g r lev-

a nces were a lack of communications about and backing for 

translations and publicity, an i nformation bureau, and an 

expansion of the Eisendrath International Exchange youth 

program. Asa further complained of the WUPJ\s internal 

mechanism a nd alleged that his commission in South America 

had never been budgeted for in the first place . For its 

part, the World Union acknowledged that s ome of the crfti­

cisms concerning world Union support had justification and 

' required immediate attention. hut also lamented the manner 

63. Kulwin thesis, pp.29. 40. 
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j n which they had been a i c·ed. Rosenthall recalled the his-

tory of Asa's being sent to Argentina, which he termed oc­

casiona LI y unpleasant, and said further that the Executive 

had made a number of concessions and changes to meet his 

requests. Headquarters had tried to be cooperative i n as 

many areas as possible. Wice stated that in dCtual i t:y not 

much material hdd been g iven to Asa for h is work . and Rosen­

thall agreed thnt more practicnl aid, especially literature, 

s hould have been suppl ied by the home office. It was agreed 

that although not e nough foresight had been used by the 

' 
WUPJ i n plann ing the Li3tin Americdn operati~, Asa had to 

understand that his ar.tivities would have to be li mited 

and he would have to be patient for the time being . 64 

The most important outcome o~ the meet ing . however, was 

a greater c la1·ification than aL a ny other time of the Wor ld 

Union's expectations of Asa and the South American venture . 

Before leaving for New York. Asa l1ad organized a break-

away congregation called Emanuel de Buenos Aires. Opinion 

within the Executive was divided over how to proceed. Asa 

wished to return to the U.S. permanently , but some of the 

Executive voiced concern about the precedent this would 

set for other NFTS scholarship recipients. Two trustees, 

Earl Morse and Charles Raizen . gave the idea some support. 

They argued, ,·c~pentively. that as Asa waro"t the right 

man for t he job LhA \.IUPJ would have to giv~ the South Amef­

can question further consideration a nd start over again, 
t/ 

64. NYO, Minutes of Special Exec\ltive Meetinl on Latin America, Af,r. 28, 1964. • 
Note the parallels between Asa's grievances and Schreiber's, pp.167--68, infra. 
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and that as Asa 's salary could be put to better u.se e l se­

where t he entire Sou t h American venture should fold indef­

i nately . 65 The ma jority , however, disagreed. Shankman re­

garded t he South America n operation as i mperative and Rosen­

thall asserted that new congregational e n terpri ses such 

as Emanu-El we re precisely what the World Unio n wanted . 

Asa must go back to Buenos A ires a nd proceed to nur ture 

the fledgling Emanu-El group. Though Asa wanted to con -

centrate o n building an informational center , he was told 

t hat congregations are formed by rabbis wo rking among people 

and not by handi:,g out pamphlets. Asa s hould go t o t he 

people's homes to ta lk a nd hold Sabbat h servi ces l n their 

residences. If money were scarce, he would just have t o 

make do as WUPJ rabbis e lsewhere• had struggle d to make do 

wi t h what was avai table. The Wor 1 d Uni on cou 1 d on 1 y do 

what it could a fford . Though Asa stated that the Reform 

Movement could not afford pat ie nce while the Conservative 

Movement continued t o grow r a pidly i n Latin America. Raizen 

i nforme d him t hat he was asking too much a nd t hat it was 

not good business . Moreover, said Shankman. the WUPJ was 

not tryi_ng to match the expenditures of t he World Council 

(of Synagogues). If Asa were successful c ongregati o na 11 y. 

more funds would be forthcoming, but until t hen additional 

financial requests would be denie d . He would be expected 

to return to Buenos Aires and plant _a seed for Reform Judai s m 

1efouth Amen ca. 66 Having thus clarified its goals and 

65. Ibid. 
66. Ibid. 
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expectations, the World Un i o n stood firm and Asa returned 

to Buenos Aires . 

The rema i nder of the story of the World Un i o n 's South 

Americdn progra m until t he early 1970' s can be tol d c on­

cisely . Asa serve d t he World Un ion two mo re years , returning 

stateside i n 1966 , promptly after f ul filling h is minimum 

three-year ob i igr1tion. Under his l eadership a nd with con-

siderab le moral a nd fin.1ncial s upport f rom t.he World Union , 

Congregaci6n Ema nu- El r,ontinued to grow. rn 1966 the WU PJ 

assigne d Ladino-speaking Rifa t Sonsino to replace Asa. Son­

sino was a newl y - o rdained HUC a lumnus and a nother NFTS scho l ­

ar with a t h ree- year obligation of s ervice to fulfill. He, 

t oo, prompt ly returne d to t he ~.S. ( to pursue graduate study) 

at the exp i ration of his term oif service. At the t i me of 

his depar t ure i n 1969, Ema nu-El had grown to llO fami 1 ies . 

In 1967, as Oavid Wice was proc:laiming t hat t he time had 

come for an i maginative, large-scale pro gram in South Amer-

67 ica, anothe r NFTS scholar from HUC-J IR, Argent ine- bo rn 

Leon Kle n ick i, fi nished hls rabbin ical studies and returned 

to Buenos Aires to find no pulpi t a vailab le to him . For 

two years the WUPJ employed Kl e nic ki as its only Latin Amer ­

ican o fficial whose job was to ser ve as a f ull - time world 

,Union representat ive. Teaching. writing , translating, editl ng 

and otherwise pub llclzing and f ostering the growth of Reform 

Judaism in Latin America for two years, 68 KJe nicki replaced 

67. NYO, MGB. Jan. s. 196~. • \\' ice announced that a private source in Buenos 
.\ires was prepared to make a large donation predicated on an incre~ WUPJ budaet 
for South America. 

68. Kulwin thesis. pp.102-3. 
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Sonsino upon the latter's departur~ from the pulpit of Emanu­

El. Klenicki lef t Emanu-El in 1973 whereupon a nother HLIC­

JI R graduate, Argentine-born Roberto Graetz replaced him. 

When Graetz accepted a congregation in Rio de Janeiro in 

1979, a graduate of t he Conservative Movement' s Seminario 

Rabinico in Buenos Aires assumed the pulpit of Emanu-El. 

However, it remained affillated with the World Union. 

Although in 1968 the World Union was spendjng approxi­

mately $20,000 on its :~outh American program, principally 

to pay the salaries and expenses of Sonsino and Klenickt, 69 

it was not limiting its activities either to financi a l out-

lays or to Argentina alone. In Guatemala. during 1964-65, 

it assigned NFTS scholar Rabbi Leo Abrami to the young Con-

gregaci6n Bet El. UJ1on Abram1 · s ·departure, another WUPJ-

assigned NFTS scholar, Mordecai Schreiber, succeeded him 

for three years ( 1965-68). 

undertaking proved a d ebac 1 e . 

f'or d variety of reasons th~ 

Schreiber was young and his 

futur·e ihtentions were the !:>Ub ject of misunderstandings 

with the World Uni.on. The World Uni.o n , f o r its part, was 

accused of failure to provide sufficient back-up support. 

Moreover, both the country and the small, shrink ing Jewish 

community were wracked with political problems. Beyond 

Guatemala, the World Union also directed its attention to 

Braz i 1. In S:lo Paulo between 1962-70 lt helped facillta;e 

the incorporation of a s mal L amorphous CongregacAo Sha.lom 

into the greater WUPJ network. It also arranged for another 

69. i',YO, MEC, Jan, 25. 1968 and Nov. 18. 1968. 
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newly-ordained HUC-JIR rabbi to come to Sao . Paulo as heir-

F . p· k 70 apparent to r1tz 1n uss. 

This. then , was the sum total of the World Union's ef-

forts in South America during the New York years : sizable 

amounts of seed money. extended P.fforts to provide rabbinical 

personnel. and a s urfeic of moral support and publicity . 

Yet a 11 t hat these efforts had to show were an increased 

aware ness of Progressive Judaism on the continent. a s mal l 

congregation in Buenos Aires, and one smaller sti 11 in S~o 

Paul o. As between the Reform and Conservative Movements. 

the latter had c J ear Ly taken the lead. They had infused 

the region with moc' e money, had been more aggressive, and 

had ma naged to establish a rabbinic al seminary while refusing 

the WUPJ 's offer of cooperation ill the project. As between 

t he World Union's recent undertakings in South America and 

its earlier e ndeavors elsewhere, clear ly the Australian 

and South African Unions made the more impressive success 

story . Somehow in those regions the World Union hdd found 

the right men at the right time for the right place . South 

America was an unquestionably different environment with 

its own distinct problems . And the young men whom the World 

Union had avai table to send there were clearly a different 

breed. 

as well. 

Perhaps the World Union bears some responsibility 

Before e mbarking on its program it had failed 

to comprehend thoroughly t he territory in which it was to 

operate: its political problems and instability, its regional 

70. Kulwin thesi1 pp. 1_0J-S. 

,--j ,,.-
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rivalries, its loyalty to leaders rather th-,n institutions. 

Moreover, the World Union had, of necessity perhaps, assigned 

its South Amer ican project second priority, behind t hat 

of Israel. 

Israel. With the establishmen t of the Isr ael Commi ttee 

in the 1950's. t he securing of Progressive Judaism i n the 

modern state---by common consent a nd with a minimum of d 1.s­

cussion- --came to enjoy top priority in the World Union. 

If the World Union's Israel program between 1934-1955 had 

consisted primarily of regular and unquestion ing doles to 

three or four German refugee rabbis a nd c ongregations in 

Jerusalem. Haifa, and Tel Aviv. then a marked change charac-

terized the program of the si~ties and seventies . That 

change entailed a new e mphasis on two objectives: the build­

ing of thoroughly Progress·ive institutions and an assau lt 

on poli tical obstacles within Israel. The former consisted 

of the assumption of full responsibil ity for Elk's Leo Baack 

School in Haifa and the gradual establishment throughout 

the Land of chugim and congregations led by a variety of 

Israeli and American personnel. The latter resulted in 

mostly futile a nd always frustrating confrontations wlth 

Israel's politica l system. 

Two phenomena circumscribe the historian's task wnen 

detailing t he evolution of the ~orld Union's program in 

Israel. First, with sponsorship of ' the Leo Baeck School 

and formation of American- led/ American- funded congregations 
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comprising the lion's share of the Israel program. the many 

bours of discussion spent on the subject concentrate on 

legal and fundraising details which often come more within 

the purview of the lawyer or accountant than that of the 

historian. Paradoxical it may then be- --yet true it is---

that the single element of the World Union's a genda which 

duri.ng the ,\Jew York years consumed the greatest percentage 

of time. e nergy , a nd resources , also becomes the si ngle 

component requiring t he least amount of e l a boration. Second, 

i t (s no easy thing to delineate that port ion of the Israel 

program for which the \.IUPJ c an c la1m responsibility ( thus 

bringing l~ within the scope of this t hesis . ) In a n earlier 

period the history o f Progressive Judaism in Palestine and 

the history of the World Union i n Palestine had been one 

and the same. With the birth of the Israel Committee, equal ly 

embraced as it was by the CCAR, UAHC, HUC-JIR, and WUPJ , 

the distinct i ons between specifi cal Ly World Union projects, 

those of its American constituents, and the unprodded natural 

growth of an indigenous Progressive Judaism break down and 

blur even · further. Two examples will illustrate the diffi-

culty . (1) In 1971 the salary of Richard Hirsch, chairman 

of the Israel Committee but soon to become WUPJ executive 

director on t he eve of Lhe move to Israel. was being (and 

71 would cont1nue co be ) paid out of the UAHC budget. Ooes 

Hirsch then be I ong to a history of the \.IUPJ or a h tstory 

of the UAHC? (2) lt would appear that ' in t he earliest stages 

71. NYO, MEC. Sept. 9, 1971. 
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of the plans massively to expand the HUC-~IR J~rusalem campus 

into a world headquarters for Progressive Judaism, the world 

Union was excluded from the Jerusalem Building Committee. 72 

Since the WUPJ had not assumed any capital responsibilities 

for the projec t and would only have status as a tenant of 

the completed facilities. the project was considered a joi nt 

venture of the UAHC a nd HUC-J IR a lone. Did the WUPJ think 

lt could be an equal partner withou t sharing an equal r espon-

slbility? Had t he WUPJ itself simply begun to think of 

1 tse l f as an rtrm of the UAHC? Or was 1t simply tha t so 

many World Union leaders c1lso wore hats in the UAHC that a 

blurring of distinctions had become inevitable? All t hat 

is certai n is Lhat if charges were ri.fe Lhat the WlJPJ had 

become an appanage of t he UAHC, 8hen the confusion was cer-

tainly understandable . Bear i ng in mind all of the fore-

going , what follows is a concise history of the World Union's 

Israel program to 1973. 

The anchor of the Israel program was. and to some extent 

remains , the Leo Baeck School in Haifa. The World Union 

had enjoyed an extended rehtionshi p with the i nsti tutlon 

since its beginnings as the Hillel Schoo l in the 1930's 

under the leadership of Meir (Max) g1k. The WUPJ's relation­

ship entered i t s second phase in 1959 when the world body 

began providing the first in an annual series of one hundred 

scholarships to loca l students wishing to attend LBS.
73 

In 

72. NYO, MGB, Feb. I. 1972. 

"'3. NVO, MNAB, ~lay 26. 1959. 
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that same year the WUPJ assumed a share of the responsibility 

for a $75,000 building program which would continue to ex­

pand throughout the next decade.74 Between 1950-61 , with 

Elk looking toward retirement and seeking to persuade the 

WUPJ to take the charter for the school, the World Union 

executive i n itiated serious discussions on how best to sup­

port LBS and how best to obtain the necessary monies . 75 At 

Elk's prodding, it began inquiring in earnest about the 

purchase of founder shares which would officialize t he World 

Union's status at LBS and give it responsibility and author-

ity for running . the schooi.76 Also with El k 's encourage-

ment, the WUPJ began searching for a rabbi to serve as hi~ 
( 

heir-apparent: a man with a dynamic personality, pe dagogic 

talent, and the necessary knowledge of Hebrew and Tanach. 

Recently ordained clt HUC-JlR. Rabbi Robert Samuels had been 

recommended to them. 77 

The remainder of the story of the Leo Baeck School is 

one of e xpanding i nvo lvement with and support by the World 

Union. In 1961, as the WUPJ was still tryi ng to raise a 

balance of $55,000 for LBS, Samuels made aliyah and joined 

78 
both the faculty of LBS and the payroll of the WUPJ. At 

the end of 1962, with the assumption of greater responsibll-

74. lbid. 

~s. AJA, WUPJ, Box 7, File 2, MGB, July 12. 1960. 

76. AJA, WUPJ, Box 8, File 1. See 1960 correst)OOdeoce between Elk and 
Hugo Gryn. Also Box s, File 8. MEC. Oct. ~1960. 

77. AJA, \\'t;PJ, Box 8, File 1. letter from Elk to Gryn dated Nov. 6, l961. 

78. AJA, WUPJ, Box S, flle 8. MEC, Oct. 25, 1961 and Dec. 7, 1961. 
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ity for LBS, the World Un ion found itself trying to raise 

$300, 000 for further expansion . Fundraising and legalities 

would continue to burden the WUPJ through 1964 and beyond, 

as plans were l aid to acquire for LBS t wo j unior high schools 

(one Sephardic, o ne Ashkenazic) whic h would feed into a 

singl e integrated high schoo i .79 Leo Baeck School conti nued 

to expand a nd the fsrael Commi ttee continued to raise monies 

to s u ppor t i.ts growth. In 1971 the WUPJ Govern ing Body 

ratified a decision by the Executive Commi ttee to take tit l e 

to t he LBS and e xercise full control of its program and 
, 

finances. 80 By way of a housewarming gift, the WUPJ found 

LBS i n a grave financ ial crisis in mid-1972 and found itself 

trying o nce a gain to raise funds to cover a $5~000 defic i t. 8 ~ 

Samue l s became headmaster upon • Elk's r etirement in 1974. 
) 

Whil e t here was some division as to what the Ref o rm Move-

me nt needed more in order to establish s uccessfu lly a per­

manent and an Israeli presence in Israel---a school t o edu­

cate a generation of Progressive Jews o r stately synagogues-­

the World Union seems to have decided both were equally 

necessary . Thus it provided somet hing for everyone. Toward 

this end t he Israel Committee in t he late 1950's began to 

search for an American rabbi who would move to Israel for 

several year s to serve as a WUPJ r epresentative. I n the 

s ummer of 1960 Amer ica n-born Rabbi Jerome Unger moved to 

79. ~YO, ~NAB, Ma)' 27, 1964. 

80. NVO. MGB, July 11, l9i l. • 

81. NYO, MEC, ~ - 25, 1972. 
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' I ,,,. 

Israel with his Sabra wl fe to assume the post . He joined 

an existing Israeli . ally of t he Progress ives, Shalom ben 

Chorin, who with his son Tovi a (later to be ordained in 

1964 a t HUC-JIR in Cincinnati) wa s running a Reform Chug 

in Jerusalem. These t wo were joined i n 1961 by Andre Zaoui 

(on sabbatical leave from Paris) a nd Bob Samuels. By 1962 

the World Union had three Progressive rabbis in Israel. 

a ll of whom were on the WUPJ payrol 1 , and was s pe nding more 

t ha n $21,000 p~r annum (excluding subs idies from the Scheuer 

Foundat ion) to main ta~ n t h is portion of its Israel program. 82 

The moveme n ~ continued to expa nd . ln 1962 the Jerusa lem 

Chug acquired a building for its own Har El synagogue through 

the benefaction of a n Amer ican donor , Robert Wishnick. 83 

In 1963 Americ an oleh Ra bbi Melvin Zager (Moshe Zemer ) 1 e ­

placed Ung e r i n J erusale m and i n 1964 formed a second c hug 

in K'far Shmaryahu near Herz l iya .84 That same year the 

WUPJ made a loan to a s mal L group formed i n Ramat Gan and 

a lso succeeded i n raising $100.000 for its Jerusalem program 

and synagogue facilities . 85 Upon returning from Isr ael. 

Zaoui averre d that Jerusalem could support five additi o na l 

s ynagogue s and. more over, that synagogues and a youth move­

ment should have priority over schools . 86 And , indeed , 

82. AJA, WUPJ, Box S, File 8, MEC, Dec. 7, 1961. 

83. CCAR Yearbook, 72, p.135. 

84. CCAR Yearbook, 73, p.98. 

85. CCAR Yearbook, 74, p.114. 

86. NYO, MGB, Jan. 8, 1964. 
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wlth World Union backinq the synagogue movement flouris hed . 

Groups formed in Nazareth a nd Nahari ya in 1965 . 87 Four 

years later Israel could boast seven Progressive congrega­

tions s upporte d by the WUPJ a nd five full-time rabbis on 

88 
the payro ll . Ame rican money had built the "bi nyan." Only 

time would tel 1 whether it wo uld contain the i nyan and the 

minyan. More importantly f o r many, only time would tell 

whether t he fact of many p r ogrammatic structures cou ld serve 

i.lS persuasive arti l lery in t he poli t i cal battle which t he 

Progressive Mc,vement would initiate at the historic 1968 

In ternationai Conf e r e nce in Jerusalem. I n his last year 

as WUPJ presiden t, Jacob Shankman could on Ly remark, with 

a certain despair at: t he existing status guo in Israel, 

"Our progress conti nues to be Ltnspectacular but steady ... a9 

41 

Ih 1971 t he World UnJon Governing Body approved a resolu-

tion proposing the ultim<\te t r ansfer o f World Ur:ti•o n head-

quarters to Israel. 90 Oernard Bamberger, t hen WUPJ pres i -

de nt , reca lled that the decision had been made because of 

t he availability of land in Jerusr1 l e m a nd the anticipated 

aliyah of Ric hard Hirsch .9 1 The Executive e nunciated other 

r easons as WP. I 1 . Interestingly, a ll were praqmatic rathe r 

87. CCr\R \'earboOk, iS, pp.110-lJ. 

88. Dimensions 111 Judaism. Fall. 1969, vol.4, p.S. 

89. CCAR Yearbook, 80, p.62. 

90. !\-YO, MGB, Jul> 11. 19.,1. 
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than ideological : 

l) Of the seven rabbis serving the WUPJ outside the 
U.S., six are located in Israel. Headquarters in Israel 
would allow for more efficient administration, better 
financial control. and more effective supervision of 
staff and program. 
2) New direction, support, and status would be given 
to the Progressive Movement in Israel, where the largest 
number of potential new adherents is to be found. 
J) Proximitr to the non-American constituencies would 
facil itate better coordination and programrning.(92) 

Underlying the deci sion , however, was in fact a certain 

ideological motive. Bamber9er added later that the move 

also reflected the conviction that an i n ternational body 

s hould have its center in the place t hat for all Jews sym­

bolizes the unicy a nd t he s pir itual striving of the Jewish 

people. 93 If the Geneva biennial i n 1972 evidenced a cer tain 

joy with the formal announcement of the expected move , then 

other quarters also heralded the transfer wi t h s i. milar ac­

co lades and o ptimi sm. commented one observer: 

Now that Reform has taken the giant step, what can 
Jewry look forward to? Will the Israeli Refom1 congrega­
tions take t·he lead in pressing for the adoption of 
civil marriage in Israel? Recently. a bill was introduced 
in the Knesset callina for civil marriage; it was voted 
down by all but three members. Obviously, this is 
not the moment to rock the boat. But the boat is 
going to have to be rocked sooner or later; will Reform 
show the way? Will Reform press for official recognition 
or non-Orthodox forms of Judaism, and non- Orthodox 
rabbis? We are confident that Reform will assume 
the initiative on both fronts.(94) 

1f "mid-life" often embodies a coming to grips with r eal i­

ties, a search fot· renewed purpC1se, and a n accepcance of 

92 . !WO, WUPJ Memorandum. JW\e l , 1971. 

93. The Reconstructionist, Mar.' 17, 19~2, vol.38, pp.4-5. 

94. Ibid. 
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one's proper place in· the scheme of things, then the World 
• 

·Union had scaied the last rampart with i~s move to Jerusalem, 

With the organization's golden j ubi-lee just around .the cor­

ner, its new home at the spiritual center of the Jewish 
r -

people represented an auspic'ious new stage in its history . 

• I 

'· 



CHAPTER FIVE 

OVER THE THRESHOLD OF A NEW HOME 

The First 'it!ars in Jerusalem 
1973 - 1976 

With the Wor Ld Union's move to Jerusale m, t he o rganiza-

tion ent~red a new era in its growth . Most of that growth, 

this thesis. 

headquarters 

of course, -extends wel 1 ~eyond t he scope of 

Yee even after a few sho t years in its new 

----a few trends had already b~come evident . The WUPJ would 

continue t rying to forge a movement in South America . 1 t. 

would g ive continued attention to work in Brazi L and Argen­

tina ;ind even enter tain a proposal from Chile's Sephardi c 

rabbi Mauricio Pi tchon lo affiliate his community with the 

WUPJ. l A similar proposal, from a Dr . Nehoray in Teheran 

to develop a Progress'ive movemeftt in Iran , would also be 

forthcoming though it would e nd in a similar deferral. 2 In 

Europe, the WUPJ's European Board would e mbark in t he summer 

of 19'/4 on a three-year development program involving the 

appointment of a development officer on a part-time basis . 

Nevertheless, the European community would continue to suffer 

from internal weakness and neglect by the World Union. Brit­

ain would show t he only substantial growth while a certain 

amount of fric t.ion , uncooperativeness, and poor communica­

tion bet\./een Par Is and the WUPJ would characterize the Move-

ment. in France. As the European Board described its situ-

ation in 19?4: 

1. NYO, ~1EC, Sept. 11, l 97J. 

2. Ibid. 

.. 
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lt (the European Board) is less homogenous thap other 
Regional Organisations; e.g.. its constituents speak 
half ·a dozen different languages. It is unevenly divided 
between relatively large communities in Britain and 
relatively small ones on the Continent. And it has 
not been treated by the World t:nion as a top-priority 
development area, like Israel and Lat in America. so 
that it has had to rely entireh· on its own resow-ces. 

In Britain Progressive Judaism is relativelr strong .. .. The 
Leo Baeck College must be regarded as Progressive 
Judaism's greatest achievement in post-war Europe .... On 
the Continent the situation remains generally bleak. 
largely because its decimated communities still surrer 
from the aftermath of the Holocaust .... 

\.\ha t of ~he future? Urgent as it is. the task of spread­
ing Progressive Judaism in Europe is fraU&ht with immense 
difficulties ... .lt is therefore an illusion to expect any 
spectacular progress without the kind of expenditure 
of funds and leadership-manpower which the World 
Union has invested In Israel and Latin Amer ica .... {31 

At the 1974 lnternational Confe re nce, the World Union would 

express a desire t o give more attention to Europe a nd to 
• 

have a Progressive s hal iach for the region . 4 President 

Davi d Wi~e. whose longstanding involvement with and dedica­

tion to the World Unio n has been described as a yeoman's 

task, 5 would ackno wledge that after 50 ~·ears "much work 

remains i n Europe and South America . 116 rn t rut.h , ho wever. 

this was no~ where t h e WUPJ's first priority lay. Its pri -

mary emphasis lay in its rsrael program and its efforts 

there would only accelerate with the move to Jerusalem. 

The World Union staged two mo r e i n ternational conferences 

during this period: the Eighteenth in London (July 3 -8 . 

3. NYO, Report of the European Board to the 18th International Conference. 

4. CCAR \'earbook, 1$5, p.95. 

5. Jane Evans interview. 

6. NVO. MGB. July 10, l 97S. 
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1974) and the Nineteenth in Jerusalem (Nov. • 16 - 21~ 1976). 

In its own way , each was landmark a nd each further ev idenced 

t he intention to move ahead full speed i n ~he Israel program. 

The 1974 Conference, with a t he me apropos of the recent 

move, "Israel : Land, People. Faith'', was clear l y the more 

sign ificant o f t..he two. Certain l y it elicited the greater 

public response with Lhe Jewish Telegraphic Agency's an­

nounceme n t that 

the Go11eming Body of the World lmion ror Progres.sive 
Judaism has unanimously approved the proPosal to af -
filiate 11;ith the World Zionist Organisation, and has 
authorised t his Execut ive to s tart negotiations to this 
effect. 
A spokesman for the WUPJ's Governing Body . .. said the 
decision was the result of years of deliberations •... 
Leon Dulzin's speech Sunday evening helped to bring 
about t he final decision. "This will gi\'e the WUPJ 
a chanct! to fight from ~'ithin on the 'Who is a Jew' 
is.sue. as well as for equal treitment for !>rogressive 
Judaism.'' the spokesman told the JTA.(7) 

In that speech Dulzin, treasurer of the WZO and the Jewish 

Ayency, had described the excitement and cha 11 enge of t.he 

g r owth of the State of Israel, of her exposure to critical 

exami nation, and of the importance for Jewish life in Israel 

of a revival of the spiritual and t;u lturdl inspi ration in-

herent in Judaism. He went: on to say. i n ter al ia, t ha t 
I 

it is scarcely necessarY (o emphasize that both in 
the Diaspora and in Israel, Jews of all religious com­
plexions have made their contribution to the Zionist 
cause and to Israel: Or thodox, Refonn, Conservative 
and ~cular .... 
To str~ss the centrality of Israel in Jewish life today 
is not . of course. to deny the \itality or importance 
of other Je11..1sh communities. Every s ingle Jewish com­
munity, including Israel. is part or the overriding whole 
·-·the Je11. l<;h People.... ' 

7. Je~ish Telegraphic Agency, July 9, 1974. 
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What we worry about is t he quest ion: What kihd of 
society are we evolving in Israel? What is the quality 
of life in Israel? . How do we generate the force in 
Israel, and how do we tap it, to maintain Jewish unity 
and creativity throughout the world? We ar,e !)OW coming 
back to Herzl's famous admonition, that the retW11 
to t he homeland must be preceded by our return to 
Judaism .... These are indeed Messianic times ... . The Land 
and the People have now miraculously been reunited.[8) 

Indeed. t he Confe r ence's decision t o affiliat e with both 

the WZO a nd the Worl d Jewi sh Congress ( WJC) ha d bee n pend i ng 

fo r sever al years. Or i gina lly pro pos ed by Rabbi Arthur 

Super of Joha nnes burg a nd moo ted at: the 1972 Geneva ~ on fe r­

enoe , t he Wor l d Unio n' s s ubsequent decision had been t he 

r e su l t of a ser ies of serious discussions i n iti a ted in Ma r c h . 

1973. These had . 1 n turn , fo I lowe d close on t he he e ls of 

a r ecommendation by the Israe li Progr e s sive Ra bbi na t e ( MARAM) 

not t o pet i t ion t he I s r ae l 1 
.. 

Supreme Court i n a test case 

fo r permis sion for Moshe Zemer to perform marr i a ges i n Is-

9 rae l . The following year Super would write to Dick Hirsch : 

8. NYO, Nonna Levitt, "Highlights" of the 18th International Conference. The 
quote to which Oulzin probably v.·as refe rring 1A:as from Herzl 's address to the first 
Zionist Congress: ''Zionism is a return to the Jewish fold even before it becomes 
a retWll to the Jewish land.'' 

9. Letter from Zemer to Hirsch dated f ~b. 22. 19-3 with attached "Conclusions 
and Recommendations on the Legal Opinion of Attome) Arie Merinsky.'' ,\'lerinsky's 
report said, in part, "The prospects of success in the High Court of Justice depend 
in no small measure on the composition of the Court. At the same time, the Su­
preme Cow-t decisions in latter years indicate a clear trend to prevent, as far 
as possible, anonu~lous cases in the area of m&1Tiage and divorce and a striving 
towards the . maximwn degree of uniformity. The cumulative effect of the case 
law and of the above trend represents a hurdle to Rabbi Zemer ..... ~ alreadY men­
tioned, one cannot, having reaard to the exis ting cw.e law, unequivocally s tate 
the path which the c.,urt will choose to follow in the Petition of Rabbi Zemer. 
We incline to the view that it will be dismissed. Yet there certain1.v is room for 
making the approach to the registering authority as directed by the Assistant to 
the Minister of Reli&iuus Affairs---even if onJy to 'obtain a detailed statement 
or the reasons for any refusal that may be given. It is our humble opinion that 
a final appraisal or the prospects of succeeding in a Petition to the High Court 
of Justice can be made only after receipt and study of such detailed and reasoned 
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We are starting late. but we must begin now to build 
positions 11.·ilhin the WZO and the Jewish .-\gency in 
order to have a ~lid footing from which we can go 
on. It may be that the time may come when we may 
have to seek political muscle inside Israel's internal 
political structure (in order to build a pluralistic rather 
than monolithically Orthodox Judaism in lsrael.) ... By 
affiliating we can demonstrate the Diaspora has a strong 
and decisive segment. Progressive Jewry, which must 
be reckoned with.( 101 

IL wou l d in fact seem that if MARAM 's recommendation had 

provid ed a catalyst to early discusslons ~nd Dulzin 's speech 

had i nsu r e d the necessary votes for t he Governing Body's 

ratification. then the World Union's r ecognit ion that pol1t­

i c al c lout was the best way to combat the political realities 

which oppose d the WUPJ's i'lmb ltions in Israel had been t h e 

decisive facto r in the drive to ~ffiliate with the WZO . 

The discussions wh1 ~h preceded the \.IUPJ's decision t.o • 
affi Liate with the WZO s ubstanti ate this view. To judge 

by the transcript of a late 1972 meeting. the t wo o rqan iza-

tions had a reciprocal interest in each other. \.IZO a nd 

Jewi sh Age ncy Chairman Louis Pincus (whose death would l ate r 

cause some delays i n the \.IUPJ · s affiliation 11 ) explained 

that, fo r its part. the WZO ha d a ph i 1 osophy of t rying to 

reply." Based on Merinsky's opinion, ~IARAM voted S-4 not to submit an Appeal 
to t~ High Court or Justice at that time. Zemer's letter explained that "the ma­
jority favored that rhel'e would be cancelling legislation of the kind which resulted 
in the Amendment or the law of Return after the decision in the Shalit case .... 
furthennore ... that the situation would be aggravated in having a neptive decision 
aaainst us, whereas of the present nothina is stated about the r i&hts or Progressive 
Rabbis in the law book!> .... Fur thermore •.. that more time should be spent in building 
the Movement rather than in waainA a battle for rights." _Jhere was also general 
feellna that the Consen ·ath:e Movement could not be reltell upon to cooperate. 

10. NYO, letter froin Super to Hirsch dated June 13, 19'74. 

11. NYO, MOB. No\'. 14, 1973. 
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to we ld Jews togethe r . To t ha t e nd t h e wzo had recently 

undergone a restruc;tur-i. ng to establ ish a basis foe including 

communa l leaders as well as pol i.tica1 _ (Zion ist) leaders 

in its ranks. As a result, such non-political o rgani zations 

as WIZO, Maccabee, and the World Federatio n of Sephardic 

Jews had now found a place within t he WZO. Pinc us went 

on to say that wi th the Reform Movement's reputation f o r 

sensit iv ity to socic1 I pro~~s, the WUPJ would be a most 
,ti# 

welcome addition to the WZO; that he felt t ha t i n j oining 

forces the t wo organ izations could do so many thi ngs faster, 

to th~ e normous benefit of t he Jewish people as a whole. 12 

For its part, t he \.JUPJ seems to have been more over tly 

political in its mo t jvations. Alexa nder Schi ndl e r elaborated 

• that World Un ion affi l idtion was not necessary to proving 

Reform's devotion to t he pr~nc1ple of Jewish unity; it was . 

however, to securing a more equl table distribution of the 

resources at the command of the World Z ionist: Feder ation . 
13 

Trustees Earl Morris and Jacob Shankman quest ioned whether 

affiliati on would help or hurt the militan t political stand 

which Reform was being f orced to take to achieve e qual rights 

. I 1 14 1n srae. 

The ne xt yaar o r so saw a number o f d iscussions and a 

great deal of corres pondence as to the pro' s and con 's of 

WUPJ affiliation. Matte rs of r e pr~sentation and degree of 

12. NYO, Transcript of meeting of WliPJ Executive Committee with Louis Pincus, 
OCt. 24. 1972. pp.2-S. ' 

13. !!ili!· 
14. Ibid. 
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participation in the WZO had to be ironed out. An issue 

of major concern to . the WUPJ was, however, ideological. 

Problematic clauses in the WZO's platfo,rm, the "Jerusalem 

Program", asserted the centrality of Israel and stated that 

one of the dims of Zionism is "the ingathering of the Jewish 

People in its historic homeland ... through Aliya and from 

all countries . " What k1nd o f commi t ments did the Latter 

impose on the Reform Movement? What im~l ications did ~he 

former have on the doctrine of c hiyuv hagola? After clarifi­

ca tion from Oulzin that 

the Zionist Movement sees as one of its primary objec­
tives the strengthening of Jewish commwtities wherever 
they exist and . the intensification of the partnership 
between the Diaspora :iyid Israel, in assuring Jewish 
continuity and surviv11l_y&1d in strengthening the Jewish 
State (IS) • 

and somewhat more evasive ly that 

of course there are some important e lements in the 
Zionist Movement who view Aliyah as obligatory. But 
the Jerusalem Program restricts itself to underlining 
th'l. importance of Aliyah from all countries and had 
tceaitionaUy looked upon its encouragement as of the 
highest priority in our work (16] 

the Governing Body approved .!.n principle on July 8 , 1974 

the WUPJ's affiliation with the ~- It also approved in 

principle, though with considerably less discussion, affllia-

tion with the WJC. In February, 1975, World Union represen-

t1ves Avram Soetendorp o f the Netherlands and President 

David Wice participated in their first Plenary Assembly 

1S. NYO, letter from Oulzin to ,Hirsch dated April 23, 1974. 

16. Ibid. 

.. 
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17 of the WZO. Subsequently, as a r esult of the WUPJ's deci-

sion. the Conservative Movement also decided to affiliate. 18 

The public r esponse to the World Union 's decision was 

overwhelmingly positi ve. Never a great fr iend of the \./UPJ 

or of Progressive J uda ism, even London's Jewish Chronic l e 

r a ported: 

The ~orld L'nion .. . is a force to be reckoned ILith in 
Jewish life .. . -l IL'hichJ has for years been a sleeping 
giant on the Jewish international scene. Its comparative 
isolation was in part due to the aversion of · classical 
Reform 10 the idea of Jewish nationhood and partly 
because of the effort s of Orthodoxy to exclude the 
movement from nonnative Judaism .... 
A Jew of a generation ago might have said that these 
steps were almost harbingers of the Messianic era!( 19) 

The fo i lowing -week 1 t went on to add : 

Only the most unregenerate fundamentalist will resent 
this (the affiliation]. As far as I'm concerned, if l\a 
million Je'iLS worldv.ide want to be involved in Jewish 
life to this extent, the outlook for Jewish continuity 
is c-ather less bleak than the mourners would have us 
believe.... · 
[However) they could make a big mistake if they no1L1 

increase their militancy in seeking official recognition 
in Israel. Patently it is unfair if their rabbis are 
not recognised by the State .... 
Better by far that they make their presence felt by 
establishing schools and settlements, encouraging im­
migration and exerting their pressures discreet!>· in 
political circles.Respect will earn its own recognition.(20] 

The two years which passed before the next biennial only 

serve to reinfor ce what has di.ready been asserted ; namely, 

that the World union 's move to Jerusalem marks a r e l e ntless 

l"'. :wo, ~GB. Jul) 10. 19..,S. 

18. NYO. MOB. 'XO\' . It>, 19~6. 

19. The Jewish Chronicle, Jub 12. 1'1-4, no. 5490, p.20. 

20. Ibid., July 19. 19~4, no. 5491. p.22. 
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accelerat ion in its Israel program. As t he wo rsen ing polit­

ical situation i n Ar9entina- - -with i ts omnipres en t v i olenc e 

and threats of total chaos---temporari ly i mpede d a n y ne w 

developments in the South Amer ican program, the wo rsening 

po litic~! situation for Progressive J udaism in I srael seemed 

to requi r e t ha t t he Reform Movement throw i.tself headl ong 

inLo its unde rtakings there . Thus it was that t he WUPJ 

began to i mmerse it.self in s uc h mat t ers as t he ncqui sition 

of politica l rights i n Israel , the establishment of qu Lde-

1 ines for personne l pr;:,ctices (especia ll y for r·abbis in 

the World Union 's e mploy i n Israel) , t h e formation of new 

congre gations i n Israel. and fundraisinq r'or t he Leo Baeck 

Schoo l a nd for the pro posed e xpans ion/erecti on of a Wol.""l d 

Education Center fo r Pr ogressi~e Judaism 
21 

i n Jerusale m. 

21. Discussion of the proposed World Education Center first appears in the 
WUPJ's records in November. 197J . HUC-JIR president '\lfred Gottschalk verifies 
that the plans first took shape in l 9i 1. At that t ime the land Adjacent to the 
present Kin& David Street site of the HUC-JIR Jerusalem Campus became available. 
L:pon learning that the property 11.•a.c; to be developed for commercial {>W"POS8S, Gott­
schalk approached the late Golda Meir, then Prime Minister. with a proposal to 
ltlase the land to Hl,jC-J!R to develop ror educational purposes. Thus were the 
plans hatched for a Joint project of the HL!C-JlR, UAHC. and WUPJ. Oesi&ned by 
the Israeli architect Moshe Safdie, the grandiose complex of buildinp, when com­
plete, will cost more than $27 million. As originally conceived, the complex would 
be comprised of three components: (l) a synagogue; (2 ) an e)(()anded HUC-JIR campus 
(to Include the archaeology school. dormitories. archives, libran·, offices, and class­
rooms); and (3) the international headquarters of the \\'UPJ and the Israel headquarters 
of the UAflC and CC-'\R (to include an auditorium, museum. conference-seminar rooms. 
and offices). According to Israeli statute, the plans \L'Ould have to be realized 
in some de&ree ~·ithin eight )"ears. ·n,e World Education Center has been plagued 
with problems. mostly fWldraising, almost from its inception. In the minutes of 
the WUPJ Governina Body, Nov. 3, 1975, Richard Hirsch reported that fundraising 
efforts were not meet ing expectations. In February, 1981, UAftC president Alexander 
Schindler announced his organization's intention to pull out of the project. This 
has left HUC·JIR witll primary responsibility for its campus expansions. An impecu­
nious WUPJ now carries tbe primary responsibilit> for the donnitory. The week 
or Nov. 3-10, 1986, marked the ronnal opening ceremonies and dedications or the 
Skirball Center for Biblical and Atchaeoloaical Research, the SkirbaU M~. the 
Mlldred and Bennett l'rupin Family Torah Center, and the Beit Shmuel Youth Center: 
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If f urther evidence we r e needed o f . the WVPJ 's priorities, 

its financial statemen t told all. l n 1974 the World Union· s · 

budget approximated $17S,OOO o f which $140,000 derived f r om 

American s ources . That same year t he WUPJ was s pe nding 

just over $130 ,000 on its I sraet projects. 22 
, 

It Lhus comes as no great s urpri se chat the Ni neteenth 

Cr.ternat ional Conference, with its the me of "The Wo r·ld i n 

which the World Union Lives." was Israel-oriented . What 

does come as someth i ng o f a surprise was the forward- l ooking 

tone of t he conf erence. The Nineteenth Confe r e nce marked 

t he fiftietn b irthday of the World Un ion. Golden ann iver-

saries ge nerally have a pro pens ity fot· l ooking back and 

celebrating . Pr evious jubilee conferences o f t he WUPJ cer-

tain ly had been no exception to this rule. Nevertheless, 

if the fortieth a nniversary confe r e nce of 1966 had been 

entitled "Retrospect and Prospect'', the 1976 Conference 

might simply have been ca l led "Prospect" . Rather t han dwell-

Ing o n the events of the Worl d Union's first half-century, 

the organi?.ation seemed i nc lined to consider the half-century 

yet to c ome. 

The 1976 Conference i n fact seems Lo have been rather 

low-keyed . An a lleged halachlc ruling by Sephardi Chief 

Rabbi Ovadia V0sef forbidding a Jerusalem pr inter from print-

Hostel. Construction continues on the s. Zalman and AYala Abramov Library. Ground 
has not yet been broken for the $)'n3IO&ue. Gottschalk has described the project 
as a "cliffhanger" in ~'hich the ending is not known from year to year. The project 
has proven to be a real bane for the World Union. Beset with flnancial problems 
In fwwling its Israel program (its rabbis being woefull> underpaid), the World Education 
Center has only added to its financial won-ies. 

22. NYO, MGB, July lO, 1975. 
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i ng the new Reform Mahzor sparked a minor c~ntroversy. CCAR 

v i ce-president Joe Glaser denounced the Chief Ra bbi na t e 

a s ttoppressive and totalitarian" a nd sa id tha t "th is archaic 

vest ige o f t he Ottoman Empire a nd the British Mandate" must 

be a bolished .23 Suppressing a proposed resolution by Glaser 

call i ng for a bolition of the Chi ef Rabbinate. the Governing 

Body instead passed a resolution of vigoro us protest. The 

conference was also dist i nguished by 'wash i ngton D. C. rabbi 

Joshua Ha berman' s a ddress. "Ali yah: Role o f t he Diaspora .. . 

Beg inning with t he observation that 

this is, I believe, the first lime that the World l 1nion, 
or any national body of Progressive Judaism ... has set 
aside a regular part of its convent ion program for 
a discussion of Aliyah, based lln the Positive premise 
that Alh·ah is in some way a diasPora responsibility(24J 

Haberman went on to conclude tha~ 

the time has come for diaspora Jewry to take full 
control of l\liya within each country---to organize 
it and run it and finance it .... ln other words, let Aliya 
be the full responsibility of the diaspora---and absorption 
the full responsibility of Israel , a division of labor 
between full and equal partners.l2SJ 

I t wo uld a ppear that the greate r emphasis aL the Confe r­

e nce was placed on the c urre n t a nd planned projects o f t he 

World Union's Israel program . I n a r:-elatively few short 

years the WUPJ had aided 1n the building up o f ten congrega-

&ions throughout the country . 26 Jointly wi t h the HUC-JI R, 

23. Jerusalem Por.t, Nov. 22, 19i 6, vot.XLVI. p.2. ~ MGB, Nov. 21, 19i6. 

24. NYO, Joshua o. Haberman, "Aliyah: Role of the Diaspora," p. l. 

25. Ibid. 

26. CCAR Yearbook, 86. p.103. However, the ~ew York Post, Dec. 8, 1976, p. 16 
reports 13 · conareaations, perhaps including HUC-JenJSilem. LBS-H.ai!a, and Yahel. 
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it had begun to train native Israeli rabqis . Plans and 

fundraising for a World Education Center were well underway. 

Some have reported that, i ndeed , the warmest moments of 

the 1976 Conference attended the dedicatio n of Israel' s 

fi r s t Reform kibbutz, Vahel . Si tuated i n the Arava, it 

would be joined in 1983 by a s i s t e r settlement, Kibbutz 

Lotan . And perhaps it was only right that the kibbutzim 

s houl d have be en founded in the desert. Quite apart from 

their greater consp icuousness there (and, hence, greater 

publicity value ), was it, not, after all, the Negev in which 

David ben Gur ion had seen Isr ael's future? And was i t not 

in I s rael tha t the World Union saw a signi ficant share of 

Progressive Judaism's future? With its eyes a nd i n terest 

f ocused on the Wor ld Education Oen ter i n Jerusalem. Kibbutz 

Vahel in t he South. and the Leo Baeck School i n t he North, 

the 'world Un ion's golden anniversary conference had indeed 

set its sights on t he fifty years which lay a he ad . 



...... 

CHAPTER SIX 

CONCLUSI ONS 

On a Golden Anniversary 
l926 - 1976 

On the eve of its sixth decade, the World Un ion for Pro­

gressive J udaism could not only boast a constituency of 

s ome lla million Jews in ~ome twenty coun t r iAs o n six con­

Linents. but could also lay c laim to a half-century of work 

in f u rthering the i nterests of that consti t uency. And who 

dared say, bu t that perhaps another nalf-century of c hal -

lenges lay a head. l ndeed . wha t can one say. what c an one 

conclude. about an o rganization t-he work of which is by 

no means yet concluded? Perha ps all t hat one may venture 

to s ugqest wiEn any measure of certai ncy is that ~n e qu itable 

and fai r eval uation of the World • Union's past res i sts cat­

e go r ical description . One looks back ov~r the o rga ni zation's 

f irs t fifty years a nd gropes fo r t he right word or phrase . 

'' Illustrious"? Al tho ugh kind, it also tends toward ovP.r-

statement . "A, fail ure" ? This would be not o n ly dispa r a ging. 

but a patent falsehood as wel L in view of the real i.ties. 

What. then, c1r e t he cea l l ties? Has the World Un 1 o n for 

Progressive Juda ism in t ruth bee n t he parent body of an 

i nternational r eligious movement? Or has it been simply, 

but nonetheless s,1dly , a poor cous i n to i t s wealthy American 

consti t uents? lf we can f o r a moment imagine that the t wo 

represent the extreme e nds of a continuum. then it seems 

to me t hat the \.IUPJ falls fa r c loser to the latter than 
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to the former. Th is is neither to say, of c ourse, that 

there is a nything ign9minious in occupying suc h a position 

(for , as we shall see, ¥ have been ultimately i nevit-

able), t he WUPJ ever really occupied 

a p 1 ace very c - che opposite end of the cont l nu um 

(tho ugh it does seem to have once la in rather closer t ha n 

it now does) . The assert ion that t he World Union possesses 

something less than t he status of a pnre n t body is in no 

way intended as a criticism of Lts work or a nega tio n of 

its worth; demonstrab t y, but for t he WUPJ the international 

Re form Movemen t would be fa r poorer today . Rather, it is 

o n l y to raise t he qu~st1on of why t h is sh()uld be so . What 

cir cumstances have mil i tated agai nst its evo lv i ng into some­

thing more a nd how have these sf.taped its o u t l ook, limited 

its e ndeavors, a nd affected its performance? 

As noted in Chapter ' One o f this t hesis, Lily Montagu 

once remarked that the World Unio n was o rgan ized in t he 

spirit of adventure. With only a vaque idea of what it 

should or· could become , a nd only an intuition that some­

~hing must be done to s tem the tide of s piritual i mpoverish­

ment graduall y overtak i ng the Jewish world , t he World Un ion's 

founders hoped that their organization might .,. i n some wa y 

encourage and support the spread of Progressive Judaism . 

At the heart of their sentiments lay t he fundamen tal con­

vlction thac ReM>rm Judaf sm rapresente d both the religion 

of t he future a nd the potential pa nacea to tbe spir1 tual 
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ills besetting the Jewish wor l d . 

If Montagu 's asses~ment of the original conception under ­

ly i ng the World Un ion seems to us c ha rmingly narve, that 

probably reflects mo r e of Montagu 's Lhinking than it does 

that of the ma ny a nd varied persona li ties who attended that 

first i n ternationa l conference in London i n 1926 . Without 

question, Montagu represented some of the highest, noblest; 

and most subl ime aspirations of the WUPJ. Her pet phrase, 

"saving Jews for Judaism," her sermons, and her correspon­

dence all evidence a dedication to both Jewish spiritual 

salvation and to LibP.ral Judaism as( the best 

c h ieving that end. Equally without ' question, 

means to a­

other Wor ld 

Union leaders- - -from Montef iore. Ba eck, and Mo r genstern 

to the l eaders of a later per i1'd - --shared her commitment 

and her vision for the World Union. How e l se explain the 

longstanding a nd not infreque nt ly burdensome i nvolveme nt 

with the WUPJ of many o f Reform J udaism' s t we ntieth-centur y 

luminaries? It i s, after al 1. the convicti o ns born of the . 
spirit whic h e xercise t he strongest hold on people, though 

in asserting as much I a dmit to imputing my own value system 

to a n "objective" historica l j udgment . 

Sure l y, though . other a gendas also i mpel l ed t he founding 

and enhanced the dur-abil i ty of the World Union bes ides the 

v ision of a World Union as a purely s piritua l beacon to 

the world . Whether at chat first internationa l conference 

or evolving gradually over a per iod of years., additional 

expectations attached to the World Union ; e xpectations in-
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fluenced more by personal , po litica l , practica l , or paroch ial 

considerations t han by the sub Lime. Earl ier c hapters have 

pointa d out instances in which rabbis ~er ving World Unio n 

pulpits were accused of doing so as a means o f persona 1 

a dvance ment (as i n the early years of t he Australian move­

ment ) or as a veh ic l e for eventual-residence in North Amer ica 

(as i n the case of certain NFTS scholarship recipients ) . 

Similarl y, certain wi Jy individuals, however dedicated . 

seem to have found in t he World Un ion a source of powe~ 

brokerage a nd pr ofessional aggra ndizement. It also appears 

t hat t he World Unio n became a po litica lly convenient and 

appropr iate, perhaps even necessary, means of competing 

o n an internationa l level with Orthodox, Conservative, and 

( in earlier times) Zion ist for ces•such as the Agudat Yisrae l, . 
World Counc il of Synagogues, and Mizr ach i. St i 11 othe r s 

may have vi~wed a n international organ ization s uch as the 

WUPJ as a practical means or' poo ling forces a nd resources 

i n an economically efficient and e xpedi tious way, such 

as wou ld s tre ngthen a nd s pread Reform Judaism worldwide. 

Such a vision of t he WUPJ as a mechanism for c reating an 

economy of scale within the Reform Jewish world. if it ever 

existed at a ll, was never i n actuality reali zed. The fact 

that, for most of its life . the World Un ion depended on 

1 ts American const ituents for , on the average a nd by con­

servative estimate, s ome seventy-five pe r cent o f its sup­

port, mooted any s uch motive early on. Smaller communities 

stood to gain considerably from s uc h a " pooling," but the 
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~nerican movement stood to gain little (tho ugh · the pr.actical 

oenefi ts o'f increased f'rner ican .. prestige a nd inf l uenoE: are 

r o L to be gainsaid). The World Union's dependency on and 

d >mination by the American community (which we sh~ll also 

r ,turn to later) does, however , raise the specter of a more 

pa ·ochial purpose underpinning the World Un ion . An i nter-

na l i onal organization of Progressive J ews could provide 

the "1eans for c hal lenqing any popular notions of Reform 

Juda i .;m as a purely American phenomenon. Though I cannot 

fi nd more than circumstantial evidence to support this view, 

it m,.s r. be considered a distinct probabi li ty . Particularly 

after f-\e demise of the German cc>mmunity, the need to give 

Reform Judaism ~ mo r e c osmopol itan dimension became a l l 

the mr r press 1ng . If Liberalism .. were to be regarded both 

as a to "'!e to be reckoned with and as something more t han 

a n Ameri ··an sect or, even worse , an aberration within nor­

mative Judaism, a World Union fo r Progressive J udaism was 

e ssentia 1. 

For che greater part of i ts history, t he World Uni.on 

has rema in~d essent i.all y true to the seminal idea I ism <ind 

convictions enunciated by Montagu whic h spawned t he o rgan-

i~ation's birt~. Or perhaps one should rather say that 

it has r P- 'lla ined true to them as they were translated into 

the wUPJ' ~ constitutional preamble. Various chapters have 

striven t o point out that the World Union saw for itself 

primarily a twofold purpose . It desired to encourage both 

(a) the deve lopment and (b) the spread of Progressive Judaism 
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and Progressive Jewish thought. A fundamen '1a l be l i e f by 

the leadership has always r e mained at the heart of these 

two goals : a belief that Progressive Judaism, if not exactly 

t he religion of the future as was o nce thought , does have 

a fu t ure; and d further belief t ha t Progressive Judaism 

(here u si ng t he term generically to de note the ent i r e range 

of modern , non- Orthodox e xpressions ) has a need to f i l t 

and a role co p lay t n e n:-iching the Jewis h s p irit, especia lly 

l n those places where s e c ularism or Orthodoxy represent 

t he only a l ternaLives. 

Toward the goal o f encouraging the deve l opment of Pro­

gressive Judaism, t he WUPJ has or·ganized internationa l con­

ferences o n a regular basis, every t wo o r three years , e xcept 

when world politica l instabi lity has rendered s uc h col l oqui a 

impossible . Those conferences have consisten tly provided 

a forum for writers. thinkers , a nd pol icymakers of i n ter­

national repute within the Jewish {and even non-Jewish) 

world . 

couraged 

Those same conferences have also consistently en-

r esoJ utions by which Progressive Jews have taken 

stands on a range o f social and political issues . Rven 

as the biennia ls have promoted from Lhe dais the development 

of Progressive Jewish thought , t h~y have also stimulated 

on the f loor r.houqht 13nd discussion a mong conferees and 

simultaneoush,· l)ornered moral s upport for the various s maller 

communities. And it seems to me that one should nei that· 

dismiss, discount , nor underestimate t he importance of either 

of these-- - disoussion o r moral suppo rt---partioularly as 
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they imp 1 nge on the sma l.l er and more l sol a ted communities 

which comprise the World Union . 1 n l' the periods between 

its internationa1'.conferences, moreover, the WUPJ has further ,_ -
contributed to t he development and understanding of Pro-

. 
gressive Judaism. Both in its capacity as a non-governmental 

representative to various United Nations agencies and i n 

its broad program of subsidizing publications and providing 

texts, religious materials, and books t,o communities where 

these are unavailable o r unobtainable, 

has been inestimab l e. · .. 
its contribution 

Toward the goal of encouraging the spread of Progressive 

J udaism, the World Union has served an equally i nvaluable 

purpose. With assurance it might be said that . but for 

the World Union . thera would have been no Progressive move-

ments in Holland, Australasia , or southern Africa . Though 

the Li beral presence and presentment in South America is 

small and not so well networked as might be desired; t hough 

the Conse rvative Movement may have more successfully a nd 

dggressively filled t he void there; nevertheless, the \.IUPJ 

has made some signi ficant contributions on that continent 

as well . Likewise, the Progressive Movement's progress 

in Israel has been slow and difficult ; it has been spot t y 
I 

in most parts of post-war Europe. Sti l L it is doubtful 

whether Progressive Judaism would have reached any of these 

many and far-flung communities at all had it been left t ~ 

"grow up 11 ke Topsy . " 1 n the cour6e of its first fl fty 

years. the World Union has also struggled to provide rab-
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b i n ical leadership to its no n-American congregations; first , 

through special arrangements with the Hebrew Union College's 

Julian Morgenstern prior to World War 1 l; l ater, with the 

founding of Paris' International Institute for Jewish Studies 

a.nd the establishment of NFTS scholarships to HUC-JIR and 

Leo Baeck Col l eqe. The WUPJ • s efforts to locate, place, 

or train rabbis . as well r1s ir.s assistr1nce t'6 both prospec­

tive rabbis and young, strugg l ing congregations have been 

fraught with dlffic ulties to be sure. At various times 

in lts past, some among Lh~ World Un ion executive have ques­

tioned whether t~e ~e turn has Justif l ed the investment . 

Whether history shares that calcul ated v i ew would, of course, 

depend on t he hist(lrian: thi s wri ter feels it has. A rel i q-

ious organization may wish to c o nduct:' .. its affairs in as 

businesslike a manner as possible, certainly . Vet it seems 

to me inconsistent with tt\e nature of such organizations 

to j udge their g r owth and advanc e dS would an accountant . 

Religious progress resists a tab l e of dab.its and Gredits, 

·-' investments and returns. That Reform Judaism has . over 

the decades , become internationalized at all 
C' 

is in large 

measure owing to the achievements of the World Union . 

All things considered. the World Union has , over a rel­

atively s hort span of years, travel l ed a remarkabl e distance 

to~ard fulfill 1~g its o rig i na l twofold purpose of aiding 

in the development a nd spread of Progressive Judaism. That 

it has not always fared , so well as 'o ne would have hoped 

seems clear enough . The reasons for this are, however, , 
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not a ll so ev ident. Many Wor ld Union l eaders. most notably 

Jacob ShankJnan i n t he 1960's, have often decrie d the material 

impediments to more visible and more permanent s uccess. , 

Lack of mone y and manpower have usually been t he t wo fore­

most reasons as,;r i bed to the organization's problems . No 

doubt this is true . For the f i.rst 35 years of its life 

the WUPJ 1 i ved o n a pauper's budget. Even after t he move 

to New York, it stil l lived very c l ose to the s ubs istence 

level at times ano was occasiona l ly reduced to beggary before 

it could obtai n w 1.. funds it needed. Even then it usua 11 y 

depended o n the A 1F-, lcan constitue ncy, t.!Speciall y t he lar-

gesse of the UAHC u:id NFTS, fur its revenues. Chapters 3 

a nd 4 have already pq.si.ted reasons for the WUPJ's continua l 

role as mendicant; amo ng them, the WUPJ 's low pr tori ty and 

profile a mong donors, its lack o f grassroots s uppo r t. a nd 

its failure to capture t he imagination . I t s hould also 

be re~oShized, howe e r. that if the American JewLsh com­

munity {upon whic h t ! e WUPJ largely depended), was not very 
/ 

internationally-minded. then t he World Union 's no n- American 

constituents were t.herns~ lves neither very ge nerous nor very 

hesitant about letting Americ a carry most of the burden. 

The move away from Europe seems to have only e xace rbated 

the problem as the WUPJ came i ncreas ingly to appear as a 

division of the UAHC . 

Along with the lack o f money, the cir c umstances of his-
, 

tory and the l ack of manpower have shared center stage as 

a source of consternation and organizational weakness . The 
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WUPJ's formative years were turbulent ones i n • human history. 

The GI"eat Depression and the political si tuation i n Europe 

during the 1930's eclipsed much of the Wotld Union's initia l 

enthusiasm and momentum. The Second World Wal" wreaked havoc 

and the Holocaust has forever changed the face o f world 

Jewry . Precious time had to be devoted to reconstruction 

and repair ' in the L950 's. Prom a stric tly organizational 

viewpoint (tha t is, considerations of both money and man­

power) . the State of Israel has often stood as a wort hy 

competing interest . A pauci ty of rabbis and, more impor-

tantl y , of dedicated pioneed ng rabbis, has more than oc­

casionally hampered the growth of the overseas movement. 

Ev~n when such rabbis could be found, the polit i cal i nstabil-
.. 

ity of South /\merica generally, and Argentina partic ularly, 

o ften muted the chances for growth. And even when s uc h 

potentially fertile ground as Argentina or France was stable, 

the World Union has frequently confronted a mentality of 

indifference or uncooperativeness which s tubbornly resisted 

any inroads which Progressive Judaism could have hoped to 

make . 

Many of these difficulties have lain beyond the World 

Union's control. But to paint. the orgcmization only as 

a victim of external forces is to ignore and deflect at­

tention from the t nterndl problems which have often aff licted 

the World Union . I n its early years, the WUPJ often s uffered . 
• 

from misunderstandings a nd failures of communication ranging 

from the mundane (such as lost or crossed letters) to the 
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more serious (such as the Glueck-Eisendrath affair of the 

1950's). Throughout i ts life it has often suffered from 

inexperience (as with some of its publications program) 

and a failure to give sufficient back-up support (an allega­

tion frequently heard from 1 ts overseas rabbis, especially 

those who served in South America). From the outset it 

also suffered structural limitations whic h have .circumscribed 

its function . As earl i ~ r stated in the Preface, from the 

beginning paradox and anomaly were ev i dent i n its growt h . 

While assuming f o r itself originally the task of combatt ing 

re l igious ind i fferenc e by r evitalizing J udaism along pro­

gressive lines . it c ould neither legislate nor govern. much 

less command . r t could not e ven direct o r guide by assembly 

vote or plenary resolution. Ra.ther, constituent autonomy 

has always been considered axiomatic. Thus, what at first 

b l ush might pass for dmateurishness or failure of nerve. 

should i n fact be construed as inherent s tructural p_roblems. 

If a small budget has limited the o rgani zation ' s success, 

then the WUPJ has also been a prisoner of its own ambitions. 

guilty of poor management and overextension. The Paris 

Institute in the 1950's and the ever-expandi ng lsrael Program 

are two prime E:>xamples of biting off more than it could 

safely chew. I f manpower has been a persisten t problem 

in filling ovt:rs~as pulpit-s, then problems of leadership 

within the Wo r ld Union have posed no less a problem. While 

mosc of those invo l ved in che World Union have unquestionably 

been dedicated and committed Jews, not all have been the 
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most capable administrators o r astute policymakers. Leo 

Baeck, for all the intellectual stature he may have imparted 

to the WUPJ, was besieged wi th pro ble ms in Germany for his 

first two years of office, interred in Theresienstadt for 

one-third of his term, a nd too old during his last years 

to be as effectual as o ne might have wished. Li ly Montaqu, 

for all her kind-heartedness and depth of spirit, was self­

admi ttedly not ~n executive. Moreover , with the World Union 

for many years her own pet project, t his Victorian matron 

may have been too caugh t up personally to make t he wisest 

or most tletached decisi'tfs on Its behalf . 

Jews for Juda.ism, inf her wel 1-meaning missionary fervor 

Anxious to save 

she may have jnvolved Lhe World Union in too many projects 

too 
/' 

soon. Eisendrath. though p/esident for only a year , 

thti WUPJ 
I 
was for ma ny years before that an active Leader in 

and a shrewd powerbroker in n t s own right. /\ vis ion.=try 

and a builder, he was probably c1 lso gui I ty t whether inten­

tionall y or unintentionally r would not presume to say) 
... 

of making t he o rganization too muc h an arm of the American 

movement. Eisendrath does not stand alone in this, however ; 

a host of other American leaders also share a responsibility 

for not doing more to insi s t upon and preserve the i ndepen­

dent integrity of the organization following the change 

of headquarters f rom London to New York . 

In all fairness, however , o ne must hasten to add what 

l,las already been hinted at previously. The blurri ng of" 

distinctions between the World Union and the institutions 

.. 
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of America's Reform Movement was in all likelihood ul~imately 

inevitable·. As early as the l q26 Conference, Montaqu, Monte­

fiore. and Mattuck recognized the pivotal role of the Amer-

ican constituency if the WUPJ were to succeed . Prior to,-

the war, three major Liberal communities stood as the p i llars 

of the World Union. In influence, if not in numbers, the 

German and English communit ies together slightly more t han 

counterbalanced the American. wi t h the destruction of German 

( Liberal ) Je11ry, the American community rtse from dominance 

to uncontested leader ship within the Reform Jewish world; 

likewise within the WUPJ. Americ a occupied a central posi-

tion and England ran a distant second. Even before the 

war Ame~1cans had shown themselves unswervingly opposed 

co any compromises with or encroact1fnents upon their autonomy. 

After t he war. as Chapter 3 .has pointed out, the Americans 

continued to resist any concessions of authority and o n 

several occasions sought to exercise the ir muscle. Unde-

niably, America has been a dose, generous, and beneficent 

friend to the World Union. Many raobis serving in World 

, Uni.on pulpits have been members of rhu CCAR. The UAHC and 

NFTS have been major contributors, along with · many private 

i ndivi.duals . The UAHC sought to inc lude the WUPJ in its 

Israel Committee. the progenitor of the World Union's own 

subsequent Israel program. For many years. until the estab-

lishment of the Leo Baeok Colle9e, HUC-JIR was the principal 

institution for educating the leading \.Jorld Union rabbis . 

The World Union and the Americans had long cooperated in a 
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kind of genial partnershi p of equals. Yet tbe former was 

almost utterly dependent on the largesse of the latter . 

On another level, then, one at t1mes senses t hat the Amer­

i cans ' attitude was to regard t he WUPJ a nd i. ts support as 

an unavoidabl e duty, a kind o f o rganizational equivalent 

of "the wh i te man ' s burde n . " So long as the headquarters , 

and a fair share of the l eadershi p posit Ions remained in 

England , the WUPJ could enjoy at l east a r e s pectab l e veneer 

of independence. With the move to New York, however, 
1 

the 

ce nter of power and center of responsibility merged and 

became concen trated 1n Americ an hands , with predictable 

consequences._j Hopes for a s tro ng European Board whic h wou l d 

prevent th,rumbrella organiza Uon from be i ng swallowed up 

by its singl
1
e largest constituent hsve prove n vain. Perhaps 

the move to Jerusalem will prove something of an antidote 

and o nce again return a certain measure of separation betwe e n 

t he whole and its parts . In the fi nal analysis . however . 

one suspects t hat pursestrings more than geographic al in­

dependence will prove t he determinant factor. 

That the complexion of tho World Union s hould have c hanged 

over fifty years is to be expected . A normal pattern of 

gro~th would engender it. The problems c ited l n the fore -

going pages have i ns ured it. Beginning as a s mall coterie 

-of leading figures ln the Reform community, the organization 

has emerged as a s izable body .. which purports to represent 
, 

an international constituency of 1 . 3 mil lion Jews. For 

many years a somewhat unsophisticated operation possess,ed 

• 
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of a sense of spiritual mission: the organiz<!tion has con­

tinued, more than Just nominally, to retain that sense of 

mission while becoming far more professionalized in its 

appearance and corporate in its mecha cs. Ini tially an 

o rganization of comparatively and unfocused purpose, 

ntly expanded tts program the WUPJ has 

t o play a more act ivistic, if not always successful, role 

i n Jewish affairs. Once an organization of not inconsider-

able intellectual r e pute , t he WUPJ has gradually de-empha­

si zed the academic a s it has conc~ntrated o n more practic al, 

if not always pra cticable, attainments. Originally con-

ce ived as a partnership of equals, it has inevitably come 

to be dominated by i ts American constituents. None of these 

c hanges. however, a re particular•Y r e markable . But for 

the last two, perhaps, they represen t;. the usual attributes 

o f advancement a nd maturity . 

Indeed, the World Union's most rad ically stunni ng _ t rans­

formation has been from that of an avowedly apo litical , 

non-Zionist organization committed to the principle of c hlyuv 

ha9ola into a member organization of the WZO and WJC, single­

mindedly pursuing a religious and politic al goal of c on­

structing from ground level a Progressive movement in the 

State of Israel. Much of that t;"ransf~rmation has been an 

uncalculated response to the cataclysmfu events of JJtOderri 

Jewish history : an echo of the metamorphosis within Reform 

Jewry itself . Nevertheless, at least some large part o f 

l t has been a deliberate and determined policy reflecting 
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the priori ties and concerns of the World UJ\lon 's leader­

s hip . Beginning in the 1930's as a purel y religious endeavor 

to subsidize congregations for European r efugees , the WUPJ 's 

agenda moved i n t he 1950' s to establish its own os t e nsibly 

indigenous network of Progressive i nstitutions. Prom t he 

late 1960's onward, the program has found i tself increasingly 

a nd irrevocab ly embr oiled in a political struggle for relig-

ious pluralism a nd rabbis' rights. It has a lso come more 

perilously c l ose to bankr uptcy t han ever before and, in 

moments of despair, o ne sometimes wonde r s if good mo ney 

i s not being t hrown after had. The concerns motivating 

t he program seem to be of two sort s . On t he one hand t here 

is a religious concern fo r both ( a) the spiritunl heal t h 

of a largely secular Israeli public and ( b) t he wo rrisome ly 

disintegrating mutual i denti ficati o n of I sraelis and Diaspora 

Jewry as t he religious bond g rows i ncreas ingly tenuous. 

On the other hand, there is a purely politic al conc~rn for 

the t hreatene d or, more accurately, non-existent princ iple 

o f religious pluralism and tolerance in Jewish Israel ; also 

a n unspoken quest t o vindicate and legitimate Progressive 

Judaism in the Diaspora by e stabl ishlng a base and a basis 
~ 

for i t in wha t i s popularly perceived as world Jewry 's s piri-

tua l center. l'hese would seem to be the concerns whic h 

i mpel the WUPJ ' s Israel program. The cost h~s been stag-

qering, both in t.erms of resources and in terms of sacri­

ficing tha once lnter natiGnal scope of the World Union's 
, 

concerns for an a lmost exclusively Israel-oriented agenda . 
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This, then , is t he World Union : s first fifty years. I s 

the organization. after all is said and done, mere ly a poor 

cous in to t he American movement? Aft er some considerable 

reflection, I wou l d answer a qualified ' yes'; q ualified, 

because t h is does not mean that it does not also func t ion 

to some extent. albeit with !imi t ations , as a parent body 

for t he internationa 1 Reform Movement . Bu t then · parent 

body' may be a somewhat mis lead i ng term i nasmuch as t he 

World Union has never pretended to be e ither the father 

or t he mother of the Refo1·m Movement . Perhaps ' umbrella' 

or 'roof' organ ization is the more accurate term. And if 

the World Un ion has neve r f ul !y s ucceeded in displac ing 

its American constitue nt as the cen tral o rgan, principa l 

mouthpiece, a nd Chief ~ecutive a nd Arbiter of Reform J uda-

ism, possibly tha t was never its goal . Qu ite possibly it 

mwer intended to be more t han d fraternity of c o mmuni ties 

bound together by certai n mutua l aims a nd a commo n need 

to s hare: a ''United Nat ions" of geographically and ideo-

logical Ly discrete and independen t uni t s. It was f ormer 

president David Wice, whom we have already quoted in an 

earlier chapter, who first offered the analogy in 1953: 

The State of Pennsylvania ... has more natural resources, 
a larger annual budget and a larger population than 
thirty nations in the .United Nations combined, yet 
the lnited States saw fit to support in great measure 
and to work through the l!nited Nations ln the worlp 
picture. bec~use the United States was a country, where­
as the Lnited Nations was the instrument created (or 
common action •... (T)hat was the IA.'a)' they in America 
must look at the World I.inion; they must Sett the whole 
Liberal movement as a world. interpretation of Judaism. 
On]}' as they had an oraanisation outside the United 
States, as they had the United Nations, could they 
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work together towards a world movement.[ l I 

O~e hopes t hat t he World Union f o r Progressive Judais m 

wi 11 continue i.n its e fforts to bind toge t her t he world• s -Re form Jewish communit i es into a bona fide world movement . 

To do so, however , the WUPJ wi 11 have to work towards three 

goals. It w il I have to nch i eve some measure of fl nanc i a 1 

security and fisca l responsibility if it is to avert future 

disaster a nd en joy an independence commens urate wi th its 

geograph ical autonomy. Further, i t wi ll have to str i ve 

once again to internationali ze its agenda if it is ever to 

recapture the character which o nce distinguished it from a 

host of other Jewi sh organizations a nd provided its ra ison 

d'etre . Finally, it will have to continue to remain t rue to 

the idealism of its youth even as it reaps the benefits 

of a more professional ized middle-age . Historians are neither 

oracles nor soothesayers. Thus it would oe bo th foo lha rdy 

to attempt a prediction of t he years ahead a nd all the mo r e 

unfair to do so f r o m the vantage point of sixty years rather 

than the fifty catalogued in this thesis. Vainly o ne would 

have to clutch about for an appropriate term t o c haracterize 

the World Union's future. "Promising" would seem a t ri fle 

optimistic i n view of past vicissitudes; "ambit ious ''. while 

accurate, only describes the World Union 's dreams. Stil L 

it has been s~ t d that dreams a re an index to a person • s 

(and perhaps even an organization's) greatness . And, as 

the poet Heine once remarked, "Sir, do not mock our dreams . " 

1. WUPJ 1953 CR, pp.26-27. 
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APPENDIX A 

Presidents a nd Exec~tlve Directors of the World Un ion 

PRESIDENTS 

1926-1 938 Or . Claude G. Mon tefiore 

1938-1 953 Rabbi Dr . Leo Baeck 

1954-1959 The Hon. Lily H. l'lontagu 

!959-19b4 Rabb i Dr. Solomon B. Freehof 

1964-1970 Rabbi Dr. J acob K. Shankman 

1970-1972 Rabbi Dr . Bernard J . Bamberger 

1972-1973 Rabbi Dr. Maurice N. Eisendrath 

1973- 1980 Rabbi Dr. David fl . Wice 

1980- Mr. Gerard Daniel 
• 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTORS 

1960~2 Rabbi Hugo Gryn 

1962-1972 

1972-

Rabbi William A. Rosenthall 

Rabbi Dr. Richard G. Hirsch 



-· 

..... 

1930-1949 

1930-1934 

1930-1937 

1930-1949 

1930-1951 

1930-1934 

1934-1937 

1937-1939 

1937-1938 

1937-1961 

1946-1955 

1946-1949 

1949-1973 

1949-1951 

1951-1953 

1951-1 959 

1951-1953 

1953-1955 

1953-1955 

1955-1957 

1955-1957 

1957-1957 

1957-1959 

1957-1968 

1957-1961 

1959-1964 

1959-1972 

1961-1964 

1961-1972 

1964-1968 
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APPENDIX B 

Vice-Presidents of the World Union 

Mrs. J. Walter Freiberg (USA) 

Rabbi David Lefkowitz (USA) 

Mr. Ludwig Vogelstein (USA) 

Rabbi Cdesar Seligman (Germany ) 

Mr. Heinrich Stern (Germany) 

Rabbi lsrael Mattuck (England) 

Rabbi S.H. Goldenson (USA) 

Rabbi Max Currick (USA) 

Mr. A. Leo Well (USA) 

Mr. B.L.Q. Henriques (England) 

Rabbi Julian Morgenstern (USA) 

Rabbi Abba Hillel Silver (USA) 

Rabbi Maurice Eisendrath (USA) 

Rabbi A. J . Marcus (USA) 
.. 

Rabbi Philip S . Bernstein (USA) 

Rabbi M. C. Weiler (South Africa} 

Mr. Davld Spink (Australia) 

Rabbi Joseph Fink (USA) 

Mr. J.E. Nathan (USA) 

Rabbi Barnett Brickner (USA) 

Mr . J. Taft (Australia) 

Rabbi Israel Bettan (USA) 

Rabbi Nelson Glueck (USA) 

Mr . Cecil A. Luber (Austral i a ) 

Rabbi Bernard Bamberger (USA) 

Mr . J. Heilbron (South Africa) 

Rabbi W. Van der Zyl (England) 

Rabbi Albert Minda (uSA) 

Rabbi Leslie T. Edgar (England) 

Mr. Isadore Greenberg (South Africa) 



l✓ 
r • 

1964-1966 

1966-1968 

1968-1976 

1968-1969 

1968-1972 
1q68- 1976 

1969-1972 

1972-

1972 -1974 

1973-1974 

1972-

1972-

1972- 1980 

1974-1976 

1974-

1976-

1976-

1980-
1983- 1986 

1986-

1986-

1986-
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Rabbi Leon I. Feuer (USA) 

Rabbi Jacob J. Weinstein (USA) 

Rabb i Hermann Sanger (Austra lia)~ 

Rabbi Levi A. Olan (USA) 

Rabbi Meir Elk (Isr ael ) 

Mr . Victor Brasch (South Afri ca) 

Ra bbi Roland Gi ttelsohn (USA) 

Rabb i Alfred Got t schalk ( USA ) 

Rabbi David Polish (USA) 

Judge Emi l N. Baar ( USA ) 

Rabbi Albert H. Friedlander (England ) 

Dr. Mauri ts Coudeket (Netherlands) 

Rabb i Ezra Sp icehandler (Israel) 

Rabbi Robert r. Kahn ( USA) 

Rabb i Alexander Schindler ( USA) 
_) 

Robbi John Levi (Australia) 

Mr . Jack Silverman (Sou~ Afr ica) 

Mr. David Rie g ler (Isr ael) 

Rabbl Gunther Plaut (Canada) 

R~bbi J ack Stern (USA ) 

Mrs . Ruth Daniel (USA) 

Mr . Ricardo Barbouth ( Argent ina) 

Honorary Life Vice- Presidents 

Judge Emil N. Baar (USA) 

Rabbi Leslie 1. Edgar (Eng land ) 

M. Marcel Gre~lshamme r ( France) 

Rabbi Werner v~n der Zyl (Majorca) 

Rabbi Moses Cyrus We i ler (Israel) 

Mrs. Norma U. Lev itt (USA) 

Rabbi David H. Wice (USA) 
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APPENDIX C 

World Union International Conferences 

NO. VEAR PLACE TifEME 

July 10-12. 1926 London Organizing Conference 

/\ug. 18-20, 1928 Berlin The Message of Liberal Judaism 

:? July 19-22. IQJO London Progressive Judaism and Some 
Aspecrs' of ~odem Thought 

J July 6-10, 1934 London Judaism and Human Destiny 

4 July 2-6, 1937 \msterdam Organised Religion and 
Modem Life 

s July 25-J0, 1946 London The Task of Progressive Judaism 
in the Post-War ~orld 

6 July 14-19, 1949 London The Mission of Juda1sm---
• Its Present Day Application 

i July 12-18, 1951 London fhe Present Contribution of 
Judaism to Civilization 

8 Julr 2-9. 1953 London Our Religious Approach to 
World Problems 

9 June JO-July 6, 1955 Paris Progressive Judaism: 
Its Teachings and 
Immediate Tasks '.\ 

10 July 4-10, 19S7 Amsterdam Religious Experience in Judaism 

11 July 9-1S, 1959 London Religious :\uthority in 
Progressive Judaism 

12 July 6-l J, 1961 London Aspects of Progressive Judaism 
and Human Responsibility 

13 July 8-14, 1964 Paris Bridges 
.... , 

14 July 4-ll, 1966 .; London Retrospect and Prospect 

15 Jul>,' 3-6, 1968 Jerusalem 'ia the Di-ra, and ogressive Judaism 

16 Jul), 1-6, 19-:-0 Amsterdam Crisis in Belief 



... , 
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l7 June 28-July 6. 1972 Geneva Reyond Survival---Hope 

18 July 3-8. 19i4 London Israel: Land, People. Faith 

19 November 16-21. 1976 Jerusalem 'The World in which the 
World I.inion Lives 

.!O July 6-10. 1978 Amsterdam "I Still Belie\'e''---
The Mission of Progressive 

Judaism in a post-Holocaust Age 

21 February 21-26, 1980 Jerusalem "The Summit'' 

22 June 2:-July 6, 1983 Jerusalem Diversit y Within uni ty: 
World Progressive Judaism 

2J April 8-13, 1986 Toronto Reform Judaism and 
Established Orthodoxy: 

fhe Realities and Challenges 
of Coexistence 

I 
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APPENDIX D 

Comparative Tables of ~UPJ Affiliates 

TABLE 1: 1966 
(From 1966 WUPJ Directory of Progressive Jewish Congregations) 

Argent i na 

Congregaci6n Emanu-EI {Buenos Aires) 
*Asociaci6n Religiosa y Cultural lsraelita Lamroth Hakol {Florida) 

Aus tralia 

Australia and New Zealand Union for Progressive Judaism 
South Australian Liberal Congregation (Adelaide) 
Temple Beth Israel (Melbourne) 
Temple Beth Israel (Melbourne, Eastern Suburbs Congregation) 
Temple Beth Israel (Melbourne, Southern Liberal Congregation) 

"'Bewnaris & District Temple Group (Melbourne) 
Temple Emanuel (Sydney) 
North Shore Temple Emanuel (Sydney) 
Temple David (Perth) 

Belgium 

linion lsralllite Liberale de Belgique (Brussels) 

Brazil 

Congregltao Israelita Paulista (Sao Paulo) 

Canada 

Canadian Council of the UAHC 

~ 

llttemple Beth Israel (Havana, inactive) 

Curacao 

United Netherlands Porcuguese Conaregation (Willemstad) 

France 

Union Lib6rale Israelite (Montaeront-Paris) 
*lnstitut Internationale d' Etudes H6braiques '(Paris) 

Union Lib6rale Isra6lite (Rue Copemic-Paris) 

toROPPED SOMETIME 8E'IWEEN 1966-1986 

... 



Germany 

JUdische Gemeinde zu Berlin (Berlin) 

Great Britain 
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European Board of the WUPJ 

0 World Union Youth Section (WUPJ\'S) . r /""'-. 
Conference of Pto&ressive Rabbis & Ministers in Europe / '-.: 
Reform Synqogues of Great Britain (RSGB) 24 congregations 
Union or Liberal and Progressive Synagogues (ULPS) 20 congregations ~ 
Leo Baeck College 

Guatemala 

itccongregaci6n Bet El (Guatemala City) 

India 

*Jewish Religious Union (Bombay) 

Irel and 

Dublin Progressive Synagogue (LUS) 

Israel 

Leo Baeck Second~· School (Haifa) 
Haifa Progressive Congregation (Haifa) 
Synqoaue Har-El (Jerusalem) 
Hebrew Union College (Jerusalem) 

ilq(ehilat Hasharon (Kfar Shm8t')'ahU) 
Circle for Progressive Judaism (Nahariya) 
Herzl Synagogue (Nazareth) 
Kehilat Emet v'Anava (Ramat Gan) 
Tel Aviv Progressive Conareaation (Tel Aviv) 

Italy 

*Unione Italian per l 'Ebraismo Progressivo (Florence) 

Japan 

llcRabbi Hiroshi Okamoto (Tokyo) 

Mexico 

llcRefonn Rabbi Allen Secher (Mexico City) 

Netherlands 

Verbond van Liberaal-Reli&ieuze Joden in Nederland 
Llberaal Joodse Gemeente (Amsterdam) 



Netherlands (cont ' d .) 

Liberaal Joodse Gemeente (Arnhem) . 
Liberaal Joodse Gemeente (The Hague) 

New Zealand 

Temple Shalom (Auckland) 
Temple Sinai (Wellington) 

Panama 

*Kol Shearith Israel (Panama CityJ 

Rhodesia 
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>tceulawayo Progressive Jewish Congregat ion (Bulawa..vo) 
Salisbw-y Progressive Jewish Congregation (Salisbucy) 

South Africa 

Southern African Union for l>rogressive Judaism 
Temple Shalom {Bloemfontein) 
Temple Israel (Cape Town) 
Temple Israel (Cape Town, Wrneberg congregation) 
Temple David lDurban) • 
Temple Hillel (East London). 

>!&Temple Sinai (Genniston) 
Temple Israel {Port Elizabeth) 
Temple Menorah (Pretoria) 
Temple Emeth {Springs) 

>!&Temple Bet El {Johannesburg) 
Temple Emanuel {JohaMesburg) 
Te111Ple Israel (Johannesburg) 
Temple Shalom {Johannesburg) 

Sweden 

Liberal Section, Mosaiska Forsamlingen 

Switzerland 

English Speakina Community---High Holy Days only (Geneva) 
~abbi Dr. Lothar Rothschild (St. Gallen) 

United States 

American Board or the WUP J 
Central Conference of American Rabbis (CCAR) 
Union of American Hebrew Congregations (UAHC) 
National Federation of Temple Sisterhoods (,~rt'S) 
National Federation of Temple Brotherhoods (NFTB) 
Hebrft Union CdUeu:Jewish Institute of Reli&ion.(HUC-JIR) 

~ 
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TABLE 2: 1986 
(From \98S/86 ~·upJ Directories-of Progressive Jewish Congregations) 

Argentina 

Congregaci6n Emanu-EI (Buenos Aires) 

Australia 

-\ustralia and New Zealand Union for Progressive Judaism 
Temple Shalom (Adelaide) 

*Australian Capital Territory Jewish Community (Canberra) 
Temple Beth Jsrael (Melbourne) 
Leo Baeck Centre ·lMelboume, formerly Eastern Suburbs Congregation) 
Bentleigh Progressive Synagogue (Melbourne, formerly Southern Liberal Congregat ion, 
Temple Emanuel (Sydney) 
North Shore Temple Emanuel (Sydney) 

*Temple Shalom (Brisbane) 
llrfemple Shalom (Gold Coast) 

Belg l um 

CommW\aute Israelite Liberate de Belgique (Brussels) 
*Progressief Joodse Gemeenschap (Antwerp) 

Brazi l 

*De Associacao Religiosa lsraelita (Rio de Janeiro) 
Congreg~ tsraelita Paulista (Sao Paulo) 

+conare,acio Shalom (Sao Paulo> 
ll!Sociedade Israelita Brasileira de Cultura e Beneficencia (Porto Alegre) 

Canada 

Canadian Council of the t;AHC 

Chile 

"'<:irculo Jsraelit-a (Santiago) 

Curacao 

l'nited Conare&ation Mikve Israel-Emanuel (Willemstad) 

France 

+communaute LiWrale a Lyon (Lyon) 
~nion Lib6rale Jsra61ite de France (Nice) 
itcMouvenient Juif LiWrale de f rance (Paris) 

. 

Union Llb6rale Israelite de France (Rue Copemic-Paris) 
Union UWrale lsra61ite de France (Visneaux) 

*ADDED SINCE 1966 
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Germany 

~be1Tat der Israeliten Badens West 'Germany (Karlsruhe) 
JUliische Gemeinde Berlin (Berlin) 

Great Brita in 

European Board of the Wt:P J 
\l.'orld Union Youth Section (WUP J\'S) 
Conference of Progressive Rabbis & ~1inist er!> in F.urope 
Reronn Synagogues of Great Bl'itain (RSGB} 37 congregations 
Union of Liberal and Progressive Synagog11es tULPS) 2& congregat ions 
Leo Baeck College 

Ireland 

Dublin Progressive Synagogue lULPS) 

Israel 

*Israel ~ovemenl for Progressive Judaism 
¥Beersheva Congregation (Beersheva) 

Congregation Or Chadash 1 Haifa) 
Har-EJ Synagogue (Jerusalem) 
Hebrew linion College (Jerusalem) 

>l<Kiryat Ono Congregation (l<iryat Ono) • 
Emet v'Shalom (Nahariya) 
Herzl Congregation (!'iazareth) 

•Netanya Congregafion (Netanya) 
itcRamat Aviv Congr.egation (Ramat Aviv) 

Emet v'Anava (Ramat Gan) 
Kedem Synagogue (Tel Aviv) 

lfcVachad Congregation (Holon) 
Ohel Avraham Synagogue (Leo Baeck Centre, Haifa, 

>l<Kiryat Tivon (Haifa) ... -
•Ahavat Yisrael Congregation (Rishon le Zion) \ 
itcEmet v' t\nana Conareaation (Ramat Gan) 
*Ramat Hasharon Congreaation (Ramat Hasharon) 
*xol Haneshama Congregation (Jerusalem, 

llcMitzpe Har Halutz (t;pper Galilee) 
~ibbutz Vahel 
*l<ibbutz Lotan 

Netherlands 

Verbond van Llberaal-Rt!ligieuze Joden in '.';cderland 
Liberaal Joodse Geme,mte 1,\msterdam1 
Liberaal Joodse Gemeence (Arnhem) 
Liberaal Joodse Gemeente I The Hague) 

"'1.iberaal Joodse Oemeente (Rotterdam) 
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New Zealand 

Temple Shalom (Auckland) 
Temple Sinai (Wellington) 
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Zimbabwe ( f ormer l y Rhodesia ) 

Salisbury Progressive Jewish Congregation {Harare) 

Sou t h Afr i ca 
' 

Southam African l.Jnion for Progressive Judaism 
Temple Shalbm (Bloemfontein) 
Temple Israel (Cape Town) 
Temple lsn~el (Cape Town, Wyneberg congregation) 
Temple David (Durban) 
Temple Hillel (East London) 

~emple David (Klerksdorp) 
Temple Israel (Port Elizabeth/ 
Temple Menorah (Pretoria) 
Temple Emeth (Springs) 

~emple David (Johannesburg) 
Temple Emanuel (Johannesburg) 
Temple Israel (Johannellburg) 
Temple Shalom (Johannesburg) 

Sweden 

Liberal Section, Judiska Forsamlingen 

Switzerland 

*lsraelitische Cemeinde Bern {Bern) 
Groupe lsr~lit e Liberal-Geneva {Geneva) 

*JUdische Liberale Gemeinde Or Chadash (Zurich) 

united States 

North American Board or the WI.JP J 
Central Conference or American Rabbis (CCARl 
Union of American Hebrew Congregations (UAHC) 
National Federation of Temple Sisterhoods (NfiS) 
i'iational Federation of Temple Brotherhoods (NFTB) 
Hebrew Union CQ.llege-Je11.•ish Institute of Religion tHt:C-JIR) 
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PRIMARY SOURCES 

Archival ·Sources 

WORLD UNION FOR PROGRESSIVE JUDAISM RECORDS, American Jewish 
Archives, Cincinnati, Ohio, Manuscript Collection #16 
consisting of correspondence, minutes, conference mate­
rial, committee records, financial records, WUPJ pub­
lications , and nearprint. 

WORLD UNION FOR PROGRESSIVE JUDAISM RECORDS, Office of the 
World Union North American Board, UAHC House of Liv i ng 
Judaism, New York, New York, consisti ng of ce_CQ(3s of 
biennial conferences (1964-1976) , minutes of t he Govern­
ing Body (1961-1976), minutes of the Executive Committee 
(196 t-19i6), and minutes of the American Board (1958-65). 

WORLD UN ION f'OR PROGRESSIVE JUDAISM RECORDS, Klau Library, 
Cincinnati. Ohio, consisting of correspondence and re­
ports pertinent to the WUPJ and WUPJYS, newsletters. 
nearprint (1920-1970). mid-ye~r report (1979). a nnua l 
report (1977-78). promotional booklet for the · World 
Education Center, servlo~ of dedicati<¥1 for Kibbutz 
Yahel (1976), addresses, and press releases. 

COROLLARY COLLECTIONS, American-:i°ew1sh Archives, Ciocinnatj, 
Ohio, Manuscript Collections #6 (Ferdinand M. sserman 
Papers) , #34 (CCAR), #50 (George Zepin Papers), #72 
(UAHC Records), and #98 (Barnett R. Brickner Papers l 

HEBREW UNION COLLEGE-JEWISH INSTITUTE OF RELIGION RECORDS, 
American Jewish Archives, · Cincinnati, Ohio, Manuscript 
Collection #5. consisting of correspondence, minutes, 
records, and reports. 

JULIAN MORGENSTERN PAPERS, American Jewish Archives. Cin­
cinnati, Ohio. Manuscript Collection #30, consisting 
of correspondence, addresses, sermons , lectures. and 
manuscripts . 

LILY H. MONTAGU PAPERS---SERMONS AND ADDRESSES, American 
Jewish Archives, Cincinnati, Ohio, Manuscript Collection 
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