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Thesis 

·This theais ~eals ,rith the problem of·the lack: ot·authority in 

Ref or■ Judaism, and the • Tar1ous efforts which ,rere made to solve 

' 

r-:t;be problem prior to 1938. More specifically, it • examines the 

· ~iff er,ent attempts which have been made to formulate a creed, and 

to · establish an authoritative hierarchical structure, TiZ, a Synod, 

in American Reform Judaism, . . ' ' 

The investigation of these attempts 

that American Reform· Juda.ism has been unable to formulate·:··: .. , ' ' ' "' ... ·, •'• 

any kind of authoritative doctrinal declaration or pronouncement, 

The theais begins by introducing the subject ,rith the question, 

Judaism have dogmas?lt It briefly discusses Schechter I s and 

Mendelaiohn'• answers. It then proceeds to ahow how German Reform 
" ,. 

I should se.y tailed to deal, with i ta inability to construct;-· 

·an ;iauthori tati ve baa is 
. ' . . . . . 

for its. reforms, a factor which was 

" 

.., .. 
.. , 

. ' ····;.-- instrumental in leading to ita decline, Then the thesia studies . 

, •• 1 

lmerica~ Reform, from its earliest beginnings in Charleston, up.to 
,. . 

including the Columbui Conference .. (1937). It deYotes much 

diacuaaion to the Reform Rabbinical_ Conferences held • 1n Pittsburgh 

(1885) and Columbu• (1931), for it especially at these Coil-

/, 

ferencea that American Reform made attempts to define its theological 

-. i 

.. : ·: . . . 
. '.' "' . ~. 

., 

p'osition, Yet, neither of these platform• were authoritative state-

ments., becauae Reform lacked, as· it ~ti 11 does -today, any instrument 

._:·of. authority by which to enforce 
~.'-4' 

its definition of Reform Judaism. 

.Margolis•· .Creed (1903) is discussed iD some detail for it 
. . ,, 

,: .:1;' 
. ·;•~···· . ': j. • • . 

,.·. ,:represents 
- .. , . . ' .. 

the greatest effort in American Reform to establish an 
'' 

' . 
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creed· for Refol'lll Jews. 
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much discussion is spent 
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-the struggle to establish a Synod (1902 -
end of any real 

aource of authority in Reform, 

., 
", 

" 

1906), 

,, 

·\ ·~ i
: -r 

' ' 
I, 

attempt to establish 

Chapter Eight discusses Reform'a ·views on Zionism, Reform's 

on the • 1asue 

. . 
" 

of Zionism changed drastically between 1897 

due mainly to the tremendous influence which the Eastern_ 

iDDigration had upon the eaaential nature of Reform, The 

Zioniam exemplifies Retorm's weak ideological foundation. 

only forty years from bei~ "religion-

centered" to being "people-centered 11 • .. 
i 

The thesis shows that Reform baa never had a source of 

how any att•mpt to give a clear-cut authoritatiYe statement of 
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IN'IBODUCTION 

The emancipation of the Jews in the latter part of the eighteenth 

century pl~ced Judaism in a dire dilell1Dl8,. T~e acts of emo.ncipo.tion, 

which were by-products of the French Revolution, found Judaism 

completel7 unprepared for its newly acquired liberty. Judaism had to 

quickly adj~st to the new surroundings in such a way that it could 

atill preserve itself against complete assimilation, 

In its origin, Reform showed great promise of being the perfect 

solution for the problems that.were facing the newly emancipated 

Jew, However, out of the inheren~ nature of Reform, especially in 

the unique manner in which it has manifested itself in .America, 

certain basic theological and philosophical problems arose. 

At the root of practically every ideological problem which has 

faced American Reform Judaism since its inception o.s an organized 

movement is the one basic fact that Reform Judai&11 baa lacked a 
' 

source of ~uthority. The Traditional Jewish source of authority 

broke down under the weight of the »oancipation, and was buried in 

America! Thus, because there is no longer a source of authority on 

which it can be based, American Reform has continually been without 

· any kind of authoritative statement, pronouncement, or declaration 

as to what constitutes its essential theological beliefs and 

commitments, 

This laat statement would have undoubtedly thrown most nine

teenth century American Reform Jewish theologians into a state of 

consternation. They would have said that Reform'• greatest virtue 
-

liee in its absolute freedom, in its ability to face unhindered 

2 

any problem that the modern Jew has to face. 

As Reform de•eloped in the twentieth century there arose a 

growing segment of members within its rank& who felt that if llefonn 

Judaism continued without authoritative guidance, it would end in 
' 

the dissolution of the movement. They claimed that Reform had 

become too flexible, that ther• was. such a thing as too much freedOIII. 

leading to anarchy. They felt that Reform had permitted each indi

vidual to become his own souree of authority. Ea.ch rabbi was 

allowed to do whatever vas meaningful in his own eyes. 

From the very beginning, .American Reform Judaism has been con

fronted with a philosophical dilemma caused by having destroyed the 

very foundation of Traditional Judaism, The old question, "Can 

there be deeds ri thout a creed?" has been a real and burning issue., 

in American Reform, Does Reform indeed have a creed? If there is 

one, from where does it derive its authority? If there is not one, 

then who can say what constitutes the essential beliefs and commit

ments of American Reform Judaism? 

Many American Reform rabbis and laymen have, through the 

approximately one hundred and twenty-five year old history of their 

religious movement, anxiously requested and sought an authoritative 

creedal statement for Reform Judaism, They have felt that there waa 

such confusion, contradiction and uncertainty in the movement that 

such a statement was desperately needed. Their opponents have 

argued that a Reform Jewish creed would be a contradiction in terms, 

that a dogmatic creedal statement would turn Reform into an orthodoxy. 

Thia rabbinical thesis, "Attempts at Creedal Formulations in 

American Reform Judaism" shall deal rith the basic problem of 

• 



authority allwled to here in the introduction. It shalls 

a) discuss the nature of the problem of a creed for Reform 

Judai• 

b) dieeuaa the relationship between Reform Jewish history 

tra 1800 - 1937, and Reform Judaism's attitude towards formulating 

authoritative statements 

c) diacuas Reform Jewish attempts to e~tablish a Synod as a 

source of authorit1 

d) state the nature of Reform Jewish creeds and statements of 

principles that are to be found within its literature_ 

3 

The thesia will deal with German Reform in general terms, but 

yi 11 be ma.inly eoncerned Yi th the American ltef orll moTement, from its 

earliest beginnings, up to and including the Columbus Conference in 

1931, 

.. 
. . 

CHAPTllt ONE 

The Proble■ of Dopa 

Pre-Mendelssoha ---- -- -- .... - • 
Solomon Schechter, says in his essay "The Dogmas of Judai••', . 

"It is true that every great religion is a concentratii.oa of many 

ideas and ideals, which make this religion able to adapt itself to 
' 

. 

vario•• ■ode■ of thi~ldng and living. But, there muet al••Y• b~ • 
' 

point round which all these ideas co~centrate themselves, 

1 

Thi• centre . 

i• Dogma," 

Scbeehttrtracea the history of Jewish dopa trom Biblical 

times ti 11 Mendelssohn. Be shoys that certain religious concepts 

haTe been prevalent in Judaism tr• its very beginning which ha~• 
, 

giTen a certain inner unity to its development. The two basic 

belief• of Judai• haTe been: 

a) Belief in God, and 

b) Belief that the God of Israel will one day be the God of 

the world 

These two beliefs have been at the heart of the Jewish religion, 

and when not overtly expreased, were taken for granted. 

Even though the Bible does not order one to believe in anything, 

the Bible is·filled with "implicit11 beliefs. For the faithful 

Biblical Jew believed that there was a God who demanded certain 

i t to be fulfilled He believed in a God who rewarded or requ remen s • , , 

punished on the basis of whether His demands were carried out or not • 

These beliefs and others were illlplicit in the great e11phaaia on deeda 

and aeta which constituted much of Biblical Judaism, 

In Rabbinic Judaism there were n1111eroua attempts to delineate 

. I . 

•• I '• 



the basic dopa.a of Judaia. Mai■onides :was the fir1t great Jewish 

thinker to fba ■ulate a creedal statement, hut he was not the only oae 

·ybo 1tated in a a11ccinct for• what· he belie'Yed to be basic Jewish 

dogmaa, Among the other• were Albo, Creaca• and Nachmanidea, 

.Arbarbanel took the interesting poaition that it wa• impoasible to 

draw up a ll•~ of basic Jeriah dopa1, because every word in the 

Torah Mat be con•idered aa a dopa by· i taelf. To him, the Torah 

consisted of at least ais-hundred and th~rteen dog11u,s1 

Schechter' a objecti Ye ia outlining the hi story of Jeri sh 

Dopas prior to Mendelasoha is that, "We usually_ urge that in Judaism 

religion ■eaaa lite1 hut we forget that a life rithout guiding 
! 

.. principlea and thoughts is a life not worth living. At least it ,ra1 

80 considered by the greatest Jerish thinkers, and hence their efforts 

to foraulate the creed of Judaism. 112 

Not eTery ■oder• Jeriah theologian would agree with Schechter•• 

eTaluation of Jeri1h Tradition, that it either implicitly or ex-

. plicit:ly contained a n•ber of dopas. Schechter himself ate.tea (in 
. . . 

1898) that a •ajorit1 or theologian• accept the notion that Judai• 
. 3 

haa had oal7 one d~pa-the "dopa of dopaleasneas" • The peraon 
' 1 • ., 

he bolds most responsible for this distortion of Jewish dogma, and 

the person geaerall7 giTeD the most credit for being the champion of 

the "dog■a of dog■alesanesa" is one who often has beea mistakenly 

ealled the "Father. of German Reform Judaia"-Moaea Mendelasolm. 

MendelasohD ........ -----
Moses Melldelaaohn 1, often ■eatioaed as being the person most 

responsible for the existence of the modern problem of a creed in 

Jud.al•• Ht ••• oae of the Yer1 first Jew• to lea•• the ghetto 

and t,o fiat· ae4eptance in the non-Jewish ,rorld. llis close friend• 

1hip ritlt Le••iag, the noted dre■atiat, waa well kno1a throughout 

Germany. A.a a noted a~thor and pllilosopher he found admittance 
' 

into aocial circles which had heretofore been closed to Jews. 

Although he was a Jew, he was usually considered as being "different,•• 

from most Jews. 

Having left the Ghetto and h~ving tasted the "sweet frui ta" 

of the non.....Jeriah world, Mendelssohn desired that e.11 Jew• might be 

given the same opportunity as he. Yet, he realized that most Jews 

did riot know the German language, making it virtually impossible 

to coDID.uni ca te Yi th the non-Jew. So he set before himself the 

difficult task of translating the Jewish Bible from Hebrew to German. 

This monumental task was accomplished by him in 1183. By this one 

act, he introduced Germ~n culture and language, and ideas 'of the 

Enlightenment into the isolated Je,risl1 "·orld. Thus, he helped pave 

the way for the :&nancipation of German Jewry. 

His desire that Jews might find acceptance in the world ot the 
L 

Enlightenment led him to stress that the J•wish religion completely 

escluded dogmatic beliefs. Living at a time when Deistic philosophy 

was very popular among the intellectuals, Mendelssohn knew that tor 

the Deist dogmatism in any form was considered an evil. Thus, he 

sought to show that Judaism was a religion based purely on reason, 

which did not demand that one accept certain dogmas in order to be 

a follower of Judaiam. In his Jerusalem he made the following famous 

statements "Hence Judaism has no a,mbolical books, no articles of 

faith. No one is asked to con~irm by oath either symbols or 
' 



article■ of faith; indeed we ha1'e no conception of what ia called 

oaths of confessions,- and must regard them, in the spirit of genuine 

Judaism, as untenable ."4 Mendelssohn advanced the idea that Judaism 

had-never required Jews to believe in any dogmas, but that it . 

demanded deeds o~ the basis of a revealed legialation, These laws 

were the exclusive possession ot the Jews, Not creeds or dopas, 

but deeds were comma.nded by the Torah-this t.or · Men4elailohn ns the 
I , 

e11ence of Judaiam.15 It was a conception of Juclai1m wbieh he felt 

worthy of being held in the Enlightenment, 

Mendelssohn' a position raised the question, "Does Judaism have 

dogmas?" If Judaism does have dogmas, 'What are they? The adt,rer 

. to the question, "Does Judaism have a creed?" depends on the answer 

to the question, "Does Judaism have dogmas?" For it is impossible 

to have a creed •ithout dogmas which must be believed, If it were 

decided that Judaiam had dogmas, and also had a creed, it would be 

important to ask "From where does the creed derive its authority?" 

These questions have been of central importance in Reform Judaism 

since its inception as a movement in Germany. They are questions 

which have raised much discussion and controYersy throughout the 

entire history of the Reform movement. They are the basic philo

aopbical questions ot the movement. 

The statement baa often been made that Judaism is a religion 

'I 

of "deed, not creed". Those who he.Te sought to show that Judai• 

lacks dogma, that it is entirely a religion of deeds often invoke 

this 1tateaent. They have maintained that this is what distinguishes 

Judaism from Christianity, Christianity being a religion of "creed, 

not deed", 

,. 
', 

I
i 

' 
• 

t 
f 

' 

On the other hand, their opponents have stated that .. without 

religious convictions, beliefs or creed there can be no religious 

6 deeds." Deeds 11ust be based on certain convictions. There must 

be a raison d'etre ~or a deed, Even if a :creed ,ras not explicitly 

stated, it was implied in the halachic structure. 

8 

One of the biggest difficulties in the discussion of creeds and 

dogmas has been one of semantics. There has been a constant use of 

the term "creed" in its Christological sense by those who ma.intain 
• 

the. t Judaism never has had a creed. The term bas been used to mean 

a set of beliefs, •hose binding character has been derived from the 

decision of an authoritative body and vhich must be believed in order 

to gain life in the hereafter. Those who affinn the other side have 

generally used the term "creed" to d,signate the basic beliefs of 

Judaism, beliefs that one must adhere to in order to be a faithful 

Jew, The necessary distinction has often not been made between 

these two different meanings of the term "creed". Much .of the 

emotion generated over this issue has been co.used by this semantic 

' problem. For, if the questic;>n had been posed, 11Does Judaism have 

any basic beliefs?", the answer given by most would undoubtedly 

have been in the affirmatiYe, 

Attempts to establish a creed, an authoritative list of 

definitive principles for Reform Jews have arisen sporadically 

through the years. These attempts have not met with much success. 

' Undoubtedly, the major ideological factor which has preTented · 

attempts at formulating a creed from achieYing any kind of ride suc

cess has been the tear that a creed or any kind of authoritative 
' 

doctrinal statement would be a contradiction of the essential Reform 



position. That is to say, there baa been the fear th•t a creed 

would stultify Reform, would fixate it, and transform Reform into 
. ' 

9 

another Orthodoxy. The establismnent of a creed •ould meai that an 

authoritative body would be needed to enforce it, a body whicl1 would 

undoubtedly endeavor to prevent any deviation from the creed it would 

be empowered to enforce. 

On the other hand, there have been those who hav.e maintained 

that Reform already baa basic.dogmas with which it operates. They 

have urged that these dogmas be mo.de more explicit so that all wl10 

. seek o. clear and succinct statement of what constitutes Reform will 

be able to obtain such a statement, They have sought to establish 

an authoritative body, a Synod, which would clearly specify these 

dogmas of Reform. They felt this ~ould prevent Reform from develop-

ing into a movement of anarchy. 

These attempts to define Reform Judaism are the consequences 

of Reform's almost revolutionary tendencies in the nineteenth 

century. In many respects, Reform broke ,ri th much of what was con

sidered to be essential to Traditional Judaism. Iet, in spite of · 

its denial of basic Traditional concepts, Reform has maintained that 

it is within "the mainstream of Judaism", nay, even raore, that it 

represents "the eaaence of Judai 111" • 

For Reform to exist, it was necessary to deny the authority of 

the Tra.di tional rabbinate. Instead, the essence of early Reform 

Judai• was considered to be Biblical Judaism, especially the 

indiTidual prophets, where Truth cw through Divine inspiratioa. 

The early Reformers claimed that the rabbinical texts, the Talmud, 

and the codes, bury ri thin them the pure truths of prophetic 

' • 
i 

J 
' 

10 

teaching, Einhorn conceived the task of the Jeriah reformers as 

being twofold, "First to unchain by the breath of the living spirit 

the forais that had become rigid and to mo.ke them fluid, and secondly, 

to sift these forms accorcliJig to their a~tiqui ty and essential-i ty, 
• 

and in accordance ,ri th' suel1 sitting to red.uce their great n~ber, 

beneath whose burden Judaism, without a doubt, is sighing and 

paating."7 

The Reform movement obatensibly represented in overt form the 

explicit manifestation of what had previously been the implicit, 

inherent essence of Judaism. When Orthodox Judaism attacked the 

Reform~rs as "revolutionary'' and "heretical", Reform found it 

necessary to justify itself, to show that it and not Orthodoxy was 

tttrue Judaisan". Thus, the need f'or Reform rabbinical conferences, ... 
. 

the demand by many Refonn laymen and rabbis for authoritative state-

ments and the innwaerable sermons and lectures by Reform rabbis 

stating what they believed to be basic principle• of Reform Judaim. 

This was to be found in Germany, where Reform began, and eTen more 

so in .America where Reform blossomed forth. 

Mendelssohn's quote was the beginning of what has proven to be 

a difficult and arduous task for Post-»nancipa.tion Reform Jew,y

defining what it means by a "Reform.Jew". The problem has been to 

define Reform Judaism without defining it into an Orthodoxy. The 
' 

nature of this struggle, from the !aancipation till the Columbus 

Platfol"II ia 1937, constitutes the essence of this thesis. 
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bfua Learsi baa written, "A1hkenazi■ and Sephardi■ alike ac

cepted the. authority of the Talmud; it became an object of passionate 

study and endleas elucidation, and the suanary of its vast legis

lat,ioa knoYD a• Slualchan Aruch, which appeared in Palestine in the 

sixteenth century, beceae ·the guide to the pious in all things that 

touched their earthlJ life from the cradle to the grave, The only 

serious challenge to the Talaud had arisen in the eighth century and 

8 led to the formation of the sect ~on as Karai tes". 

The Shulchan Aruch remained aa the unshaken autocratic authority 

in Je,ri sh life vin Europe for two centuries. The ultimate source of 

authority tor the halaehot included in Karo's work was Divine Revela

tion. It was believed that God bad revealed His entire truth at 

Sinai, By means or an extraordinary legal process, the Jewish people 

continually interpreted what they regarded as being the·word of God, 

adjusting it to meet their needa throughout their history. 

"As long as Jewry constituted a world apart, the Talmud and the 

Shulehan Aruch ruled i ta life. Under the force of social pressure 

and public opinion, Je,rs readily subjected themselves to the strict 

and often heroic discipline of rabbinic tradition. Its binding 

character, as we have seen, was derived from the belief that it is 

implicit in the Sinaitic revelation ••• The rabbis ••• defined the written 

law and applied it to· tm changing exigencies of Jewish life. 

Rabbinic law, therefore, claimed the loyalty and obedience of all 

Jeri sh people" ,9 When the Shulchan Aruch was codified in the six-

-
12 

teenth century, it soon came to be consid'ered as a record of 

Divine ordinance binding through Divine Authority upon every Jew. 

This last paragraph adequately describes the place of Rabbinic 
• 

law in Judaism 1Jrior to the nineteenth century. llowever, after the 

Emancipation there gradually arose a group of laymen and rabbis who 

were anxious to change some of these laws. They desired to see the 

nevly emancipated Jews received into the ,vestern World, and they 

found many of the restrictions and prohibitions of the rabbis 
' 

cumbersome and disadvantageous for the achieving of this end. 

As was later to happen in the United States, German Reform 

began as laymen's movement. lYhen the ghetto walls began tumbling, 

German Jewry was :_ 1ud~enly .. confronted with the opportunity of com

p lete ly assimilating into the German nation. After centuries of 

persecution and isolation, the inner urge to assimilate was too 

great for many Je'Ws, and thousand_s of them forsook their Judaism, . 

Yet, there were many Jews who desired to remain Jews and at the aam.e 

time be German citizens. But many of these laymen found many 

aspects of their Jewish religious life "behind the ti■ea", and they 

desired to have Judaism "up to date". 

The first generation of German reformers were mainly interested 

in changing externals, rituals. They sought such reforms as having 

an organ in the synagogue, prayers in the vernacular, singing hymns 

in German and decorum in the conducting of services. They wanted 

services that would more closely resemble those of their non-Jewish 

neighbors. Theological problems, for the most part, did not concern 
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ihe11. Theologico.lly, they remained essentially "Traditional"· ,Jews. 

The emphasis in German Reform in the 1830's and 1840's changed 

from a desire for ritual reforms by laymen to a seeking of a 

• 
theoretical basis for the reforms by those rabbis interested in 

Reform. The "Science of Judaism" (1819 - 1824) had made its inf~u

ence felt amongst these rabbis. The rabbis sought an authoritative 

basis for their ritual and theological changes. They avidly studied 

the Tradition for their authority to reform. 

The Einancipat~on had raised new problems within Judaism. These 

scholars declared that just as Judaism in the past had adjusted to 

new circumstances in order to survive, so now Judalsm had to re

adjust once again. History became the authority for Reform. 

They taught, for example, that just as the Judaism of the 

Biblical period was different from the Judaism of the Hellenistic 

period, and the Judaism of the Hellenistic period was different from 

the Judaism of lledieval Judaism, so German Reform was different from 

Ghetto Juda.ism. "Basic Judaismtt had evolved through the centuries, 
.. 

changing and adapting itself according to the times and conditions. 

The "eternal truths" of Juda.ism remained, but ideas and rituals 

which Judaism had acquired through its history and which served as a 

protecting shell for the "eternal truths" could be changed, added or 

eliminated. 

The leader of these "moderate" Reform rabbis was Abraham 

Geiger. "It mainly was Abraham Geiger, who, with his profound 
• 

historical research into the entire Jewish past, biblical and 

I 
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rabbinical, offered the scientific impulse and basis to systematic 

reform, observing as he did, that Judaism throughout the ages formed 

a continuous process of evolution and growth, both theoretical and 

t . l .,10 prac 1ca ••• 

.!!&!bys_ E.r'!J.!.r~o~k_(!Sill 

In 1841, The Hamburg Reform Temple (founded in 1818) published 

a revised prayerbook. In it the traditional belief in a personal 

Messiah was replaced by the idea of a Messianic Age, and prayers for 

the deliverance of all Jews from exile were omitted. Also eliminated 

were references to bodily resurrection.11 

The immediate Orthodox reaction was a. bitter, virulent one. 

It accused the reformers of abandoning historic Judaism. It 

especially denounced the reformers for their attitude towards 

important Jerish doctrines. Rabbi Isaac Bernays, an Orthodox rabbi, 

issued a public ban forbidding the use of the prayerbook to all Jews. 

Officials of the Hamburg Temple went before the Hamburg Senate, and 

had this ban rescinded. The controversy attracted much attention 
. 

12 throughout Europe • 

In 1843, an extremely radic,1 organization, called the Frankfort 

Society of the Friends of Reform, was founded. This group, composed 

entirely of laymen, desired to completely eliminate the authority of 

rabbinical Judaism, It sought to return to a constantly changing 

"Mosaic Judaism". The two major teachings or this group weret 

1. It recognized "the possibility or unlimited de-velopmtat 
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in Judaia11", and 

2. "the collection of controversies and prescriptions conmonly 

designated by the na■e Talmud possess for us no authority either. 

from the dogmatic or the practical standpoint. 1112 

It was in some respects a. modern "Karai te O movement , which vas given 

great impetus by the large. number of Jews who ,rished to eliminate 

all signs of Je,rish distinctiveness established by the rabbis. This 

extreme position ,ra.s denounced by Reform and Orthodox Jews a.like, 

Reform leaders from the.more conservative Geiger to the extremely 

liberal Hol4heim reacted against the Society. Holdheim recognized 

the danger of tl1e Society's· declaration. Geiger considered it con

fused in thought.14 They saw i·n it-,the dissolution of Judaism. 

Yet, this radical group served. the purpose of stimulating the 

Reformers into seeking the concretization of their ideology. It 

' 
forced them to recognize the dangers of o.n· "unbridled liberalism". 

I 

It necessitated a "drawing of the line" between "Reform Jude.ism", 

"Orthodox Judaism" and "Radical Afosaism". The German conferences 

(1844 - 1846) dealt nth this problem, 

DaYid Einhorn, who ,ras very active in the German Reform move

ment, spoke out against the Society as follo,rs: "The entire history 

of Juda.ism, yea, the Talmud itself, gives evidence of Judaism's 

capability of development. But such a development could and can 
' 

take place upon the iDIDovable founda~ions of Mosaism--which are 

monotheism and belief in divine ,revelation ••• (The Reform Society) 

wants to put anarehy in the place of law. Instead or pointing out 

what is mutable and transitory and what is immutable and permanent, 

either in the doctrine or the law of Mosaism, it declares the same 

' ' 
' 

-

to be in a process of perpetual and unlimited motion, 1rhich is 

tant8.lllount to saying that it has no divine character at all, that 

l . i s . . ~.15 it is human in origin and may cu mnate n p1noz1sm. 

!h.!. !nf l!_e.!,C,! .2,r_ G!_r!!_a! E_h!_l.2,sghy -
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The philosophical currents of the times swept Reform along rith 

them. Hegel and Kant's influence -was strongly felt by tl1e German 

Reformers. The philosophical climate of the nineteenth century was 

permeated by the thinking of these two great German philosophers. 

Hegel's ideas, especially, made a strong impact. His conception of 

God as the Absolute Spirit, Who has progressively revealed liimself 

in history, and Who was causing human conditions to constantly be-
, 
come better and better, met with eager acceptance by many Reformers. 

Naturally, they did not accept the Christian emphasis in Hegel's 

thought. Yet, they saw in Hegel's notion of the 11 Geist" the 

philosophical justification for Reform. God had progressively 

revealed Himself in Biblical and Rabbinic times, and now in the 

-Enligh,tenment period, His fullest revelation was occurring. By 

using the dialectical method properly through reason, one could 

diacover the way in which the Absolute Spirit bad operated in 

history, An age of freedom and brotherhood was about to begin. 

Samuel Hirsch, a leading Reform Jewish philosopher of the day, 

attempted a synthesis of modern philoao~hy and Judaism. His 

Philosophy of Religion closely followed Hegel, but he tried to show 

that Judaism was the absolute religioa, a position which Hegel had 

denied to it. Hirseh believed that the arrival of the Messianic 

Age was about to occur. Then came the "reaction" in Europe against 
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the optimism.of the Enlighte•ent, and Hirsch and other Reformers 

emigrated to America. He came to America in 1866, and had o. great 

impact upon Kohler and :&nil G. Hirsch (bis son). 

17 

Hegel's theory of history ns ideally suited for German Reform, 

a1 ,raa Kant's great emphasis· on the importance or Reason. Kant'• 

critical inqui~y into the functioning of the milld had justified the 

Enlighte•ent'• affirmation of Reason as being the key to unlocking 

the secrets of the universe, to understanding nature and the tool to 

use in constructing a Golden Age. Kant himself. said "Reason could 

show men how to control their enviro•ent and themselves. 

enaent is·me.n's emergence from his self-incurred minority. 

Enlight

Minority 

is the incapaei ty for using one' a understanding ,,i thout the guidance 

of another. And this minority is self-incurred when:it is caused by 

the lack, not of understanding, but of determination and· courage to 

ayail yourself of your own understanding-that is the motto of the 

16 
Enlighteaent1" 

Undoubtedly the major idea of the Enlightemnent was the 

doctrine of"progreas. The old ideas, institutions and way• of 

doing things were suspect. New ideaa, new thoughta were sought. 

There was considered to be no limit to what might be accomplished. 

When the »nancipation occurred, it we.a into this bright, 

optimistic, for"l'&rd-looking enYiromnent that the Jews of Western 

Europe suddenly round themsel"Yel, Lea-Ying the dark, aquallid 

ghettoes, which had preTented the rays of the Enlightenment from 

p~netrating through, they were overwhelmed by the concepts of 

univeraal freedom, brotherhood, and progreas •hich dominated the 

intellectual world of their do.y. And when the second generation 

l 
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Ref or11ers _began .searching for ·an· ideological. baais t they did not , 
. . 
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ho.Te to look far·. Deism, Hegelia.nism, Kantiania■, all beckoned, .. 
. t . ' 

and each philosophy found adhere11t·s· within the rank1 of the Refonaers. . ' 

Gerlll8n Rabbinical Contereneea · - -... ----- ,_, --- - -- -•-· ., • . . ' ' i ; ' . ' ·, • • 

' .. 
' ' . 

Reform Rabbinical· Confere·nces· were held. in' the years 1844, 1845, · · 

a~ 1846, the first being in 13_runswick·, the second at Frankfort and · 
. , ' ' 

• ' ., ' 1 

' .. ' . the third at Brealau. These Conterenc·es were ealled to consid:er the . ' I ' r ·1 

• ,. • • • • • ' ' ' ' • • • i ' • • '. 

' . . 

' . 
problems created by the :&nancipation, and to establish authoritatiye 

reforms in Jewish belief and ritual. They sought to give plan and .· · 
' ' 

I 

unity. to the moTement • . ·. . 
; ' , 

.. ·The major·' ideo,logieal _reform accomplished, at these Co~erence1 
. " ' . . . . . ,., . . . . \ ' 

was the reinterpretation·. of the· Messianic concept.··. In· Israel'• . • · . 

wandering• amon~st the nations, Traditional Judaism had seen the 
. . 

hand or G.od punishing the· Jewa:.:for the sins which their ancestor• 

had coanitted in. the ~ays or. the Second Temple.· The Jews. looked 

. ' 
fonard to the day of God's f_orgiTeness and their tri~hant -return 

to Palestine. 

. · Following the French ReToluti_on, the sense of patriotism became 
. ' 

;Tery strong among many Jews. The af'fe.ct of this is· aeen, "in the 
' 

. ' ( ' 

' 

. . . ,, ' . . . . 
' .. 

' . ·. . ' ' .. 
', 

: ' ' 
. . . I .•. 

' . . ' 

abandonaent of the idea -,f. the nation&~ _e:xiatence of the Jew and the. · · ' , 
" . 

' I • • ' • 

tlo,rering of the thought. that· the Jews are ·citizens. ot t~e land of ·· 

their birth or adoption •. They are a religious· COIIIDunity, not a 

nation. Hence the rejection of a peraonal Messiah and the sub-

t, t t 1 t f 1,_ . . ni »l 'l • itution therefore of he pos u a e o a a~1s1a cage •. 
, I ·. ' 

The Reformer• interpreted the exi·le as having been tor the purpoae 

. . . 

of spre~ding God 'a measage to the· _whole world. Judaism was in its e1senee, a 
r 

. 

·,.', 
.. 

. . _, - . \ . . . . ' ·:. ' . -· - . . . ' . . 
. . 

. '. t .. 
. . 
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univeraal religion, a religion which ,ra,1.:.aot uniquely the poaaeaaion 

or the Jewa. Judaism did not see~ to separate ,Jew frc,m aoa-Je,r, but 
' . 

sought a world of brotherhood and ullity. 

The tutu.re looked bright. Many thought that poaaibly Ge1"11111,Jl'1 

would be the ai te where Messianic ti■es would begin. They were no 

longer the "wandering Jewett. For the first ti• in ceaturie• they 

were pel"llitted to eatabliah roots and to becoae citizens of, the nation 

in which they liYtd. 

Theae Conferences also made change·a in Jewish practice and 

holiday obaenance. As a matter of fact, this was their area of 

greatest involvement. A number of Orthodox ordinances regarding 

mourning, marriage and the staius of WOilen were changed. The extra 

· 18 
days of holidays, except Ro•h Ha1bonab, were eliminated. Organ• 

1 . 1 th 1 19 
were perlli t,ted ia the aynagogue and a so prayers in e Ternacu ar. 

However, .Germn RefoJ'II ,raa not uited in its efforts at these 
' 

Conferences. Like most "reforming" ■ovements, all sides of opinion 

were represented, from a Zechariah Frankel, who considered Reform 
I 

too radical, to a Geiger, who waa a moderate reformer, to a Samuel 

·Hold.hei■ who deaired ■ore radical changes. AD example of 'the 

differing view• is to be founcl on the _issue of Sabbath obsernnce. 
, 

Holdhei■ waa very atrongly in ta.Tor of tranaferriag· the Sabbath from 

Saturday to Sunday, because he felt it•• impractical to obaene the 

Saturday Sabbath. He regarded the. Sabbath aa a symbol. Th111, it waa 

the idea ~f obaerving one-day a ~•ek for the Sabbath which the symbol 

represented that was important and not the particular day it was 

obaerTecl. On the other hand, Geiger flatly eoatradicted Holdhei■ by 

saying that the Bible does not consider the Sabbath a 1ymbol. 
20 

Aa 

I 
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a re1ult of the wide variety of Tiewa, ,trong agreement could not be 

reaehed at these Conferences. A united European Reform move■eat 

could not be created, and thua it did not haye the strength to c• 
• 

bat the pressure a brought against it b:, an entrenched Ortbodos:y. 

It was the failure of European Reform to establish a united 

authoritatiTe structure in.face of strong Orthodox reaction which 

ulti11&tely led to ita decline. Th~ inability to give an authoriiatiYe 

ba1is to reforms waa later to proTe an outatanding problem for 

American Refol"II. 

Later Conferences in 1869 and 1811 came at a time when the 

Orthodox power was at i ta greatest heights o.nd anti-liberal goTern

menta ruled Europe. Consequently, these "Synods" at Leipsig and 

Augsburg proved inconsequential, and European Reform entered into a 

state of atrophy. Reform assumed a secondary position in Europe. 

In 1848, unsucceasf'ul political revolutions rocked much of 

Western Eur.ope. Especially in Germany, the struggle was bitter and 

intense. Just as bitter was the reaction which set in after the 

abortive revolutions. Because of the difficult political and 

religious situation a large scale Ge1•man emigratioa occurred • 
• 

many Jews, among them some of the outstanding liberal Jerish leaders, 

left for America, bringing their Reform views rith them. 



CHAPTER THREE 

American Reform Judaism 

The official beginning of .American Reform can be said to have 

taken place in Charleston, South Carolina. In 1824, a group of 

forty-seven congregants, led by Isaac Harby, petitioned the Board of 

Trustees of their congregation asking for certain reforms in the 

ritual of the religious services. They sought to have an organ and 

some prayers in the vernacular included. Their petition ..-as not 

even discussed by the Trustees, who refused to recognize their re

quests. In disgust, twelve congregants resigned from the synagogue 

and began their own congregation. They called themselves the 

"Reformed Society of Israelites". \Vhen they were on their_ on they 

established a number of changes, They compiled their ow prayerbook 

and. announced in their introduction that "they o.ct only for tl1em

selves,. fo1· their children, and for all those who think the period 

has arrived· wheni the ··Jew should break in pieces the scepter of 
. 

Rabbinical pcnrer, and assert his attribute as a free agent, obedient . 

only to the laws of God, and responsible tor his thoughts and actions 

to the merciful Creator along.21 In draring up their own prayerbook 

they omitted all references to a return to Palestine, the restoration 

of the sacrificiai·cult, the resurrection of the dead, and belief in 

a coming personal· Messiah. 22 They also drew up a creed of belief 

based on the Maimonidean Creed, omitting the articles declaring be

lief in bodily resurrection and the coming of the llessiah. These 

German Reform conceptions found favor in their eyes. This group, in 

a few short years, had as many as two hundred members. But, because 

'. 

! 

-

of a lack of rabbinical leadership and group unity, the group 

collapsed after eight years of existence, and most of the members 

rejoined their old congregation, Congregation Beth Elohim. 

22 

Nevertheless, even though their movement at first ended in 

defeat, tl1ey subsequently triumphed. The road to Reform began in 

1836 when the congregation hired Gustavus Poznansld as its new rabbi. 

Poznanski had been a rabbi in Germany, and had been tremendously 

influenced by the Hamburg Reform movement. However, when he first 

came to Charleston, he adhered closely to the Traditional minhag ot 

the synagogue • 

In 1840, a fire destroyed Beth Elohim. \Vhile the new bui~ding 

was under construction, a group of laymen once again requested 

certain ritual changes, similar to tl1ose made six~een years earlier. 

Poznanski gave 1hem his support, and the reforms were approved by a 

vote of forty-seven to ro·rty b_y tl1e congregation. As a result of the 

vote, the dissendent members left the congregation. In his new 

synagogue dedication sermon (March 9, 1841), Poznanski gave expression 

to his Gerll\a.n Jleform views. "This syn&gogue is our temple, this city 

our Jerusalem, this happy land our Palestine, 1123 And Beth Elohim 

thus became the first RefortH congregation in America, 

Slowly the movement for Reform began spreading amongst middle

class laymen. In 1842, the Har Sinai Society was formed in Balti

more. Temple Dnanu-El in New York was founded in 1845, The fourth 

congregation began in 1850 in Albany and was founded by Isaac Mayer 

• 
Wise, who had come to the United States in 1846. By l8Tl, Reform 

Temples were in many American coamnities. 

The initiative to create Reform Temples in America during this 
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time was taken predominantly by laymen who sought to make changes in 

the religious services that were conducted in the German syna.gogues. 

The concern rith Jewish theological questions and with theological 

. support for the ~itual reforms were problems that later confronted 

the rabbis, but which for the most part did not bother these laymen. 

' ' 

_ge~,!D _l,!_llligra. ,!i.!?,n _ 

From 1845 ... 1885 a great ~Te of German-Jewish immigration 
' 

entered America. During these '-years many of the great Ger11an 
I 

Reformers such as Wise, Einhorn, Hirsch and Kohler came to America. 

They tel t that America offered them the fr~eedom and opportunity to 

fulfill their ideas and dreams of a universal, modern, Reform 

Judaism. As we noticed before, Germe.ny had frustrated their desires, 

but fortunately the gates of America beckoned. 

.America did aot diaappoint them. It proved to be a land or 
' . ' 

religious freedom, a land where liberal thinkers were welcome_d and 

. not denounced, a land bri•iag wi tb opportunity. Jews were given f'ul l 

rights a1 Allerican citizens, and permitted to integrate into the 

general American milieu. 

During the1e years, Refona'a numbers grew rapidly. It was an 

aggre■sive, positive, optimiatie, modern Judai• which appealed to 

■any German immigrants w:ho were seekiag to become Americana in eTery 

respect, including tbeir religious liTea. The fundamentalist and 
I 

dogmatic Orthodox approach was left behind iD Europe. America 

seemed to be the perfect aolutioa for all the problems of being a 

Ltb·eral Jew. 
' 

Friedlander deacribes this period of' Refol"II Jewish history. 
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• 

"The ( Geraan) rabbis round an Ameriean Jeri~h co1w.:11ni ty adapting itself 

to the liberal influences of its environment, eager tor a ritual and 

a theology that would partake of this liberalism, that woul~ speak to 

their apeeial needs. German Reform, rith its rationalism aad opti

mistic outlook, repreaented by rabbis ,t great intellect and vision, 

put its roota deeply into this fertile soil, But in their application, 

the ideas of German Refo~ changed-had to change in the context of 

America ••• It was America, rather than Germany, that was seen aa the 

height of political deYelopment, as a threshhold to the Aleasiaaie 

age. European ideas, i• their native lands, nre constrained by 

all the weight of tradi tioa and formalisti~ framework. In Aaneriea, 

this inhibiting factor was removed and thus the ideas expanded freely 

24 
and received a development that yas uniquely American." 

America ,raa extremely cond.uaiYe to the spreading of Reform • 

.America was a new nation, "conceiYed in liberty, and dedicated to 

the proposition that all men are created equal", a nation which waa 

freely admitting the hOJDeless ·and downtrodden from across the seas. 

How different from the reactionary governments of Western :&trope~ 

In Europe, the govermaents had giYen their coerciYe support to th~ 

Orthodox _lea·dership in their struggles ri th the "heretical" Ref or11~r•. 

In America the situation was quite the reTerae. Religious freedoa ., 
was guaranteed by the law. Religious dogmatism•• looked upon ~• a 

lingering relic of a bygone age. Liberalis■ ~• the "apirit of the 

tiae1 11 • .AdYenture, 1 i berty, freedom, independence-these were tel'lla 

used ia eTeJ'1-d&y speech, concepts which were taken for granted.· 

I 11111igrant Je,rs fleeing autocratie, liberty-hating lands found America 

a Yirtual "baTen or liberty", a land welcoming differences of 
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opinio11, and of religious conrictiou. · Of course, m&Df Jews chose 

to reuin adherents of the religious orthodoxy which they had foll01r-
• 

eel in Europe. For this was the religion to which they were accustom

ed. But in America, one had the cboiee or beiag or not being an 

Orthodox Jew1 

-
\ 

'· 
' 
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CHAPTER FOUR 

.American Rabbinical Conferences (1855 - 1885) 

£1.!.T!. l_!Di\ £o!_f !_r!n!.e _ (!8§.51 

In the year 1846 Isaac Mayer Wise emigrated to America. lie 

came with great hopes of establishing Reform in a free society. 

Once he landed in AmPrica and became fully_a,rare of the opportun

ities America offered, he came to conaider Ref,1'11 Juda~811 ideally 

aui ted for the Ameri e-• te111per,...~t. He looked upon it as the 

Judaism of the tutur•. It was Wi•e • s dreaa,. practically from the 

moment be arrived, to unite all American Jews into one united 

Judaism, a Judaism ri th one common mimaag a "Minhag America". It 

was towards the fulfillment of this goal that Wi•e deyoted his life. 

Ae early aa 1848, Wise, in colla'boration·•,rith ¥ax Lillienthal, 
J 

attempted to. form a Bet Din in New York. This plan was a complete , 

25 failure. Nevertheless, Wise conti~ued working for the eatabliah-

■ent of an authoritatiTe organizatiea of rabbia and. laymen ,rhich 

could represent American Jewa·y. 

Isaac Leeser, who ,ras the leading spokesman of Orthodoxy,•• 

interested in Wise•• "unity" ideas. He e•en per11itted Wlse to write 
. 

articles tor his new1paper, The Occident. In July, 1855, Wise found-

ed the Israelite, and began agitating for a conference to u.nite 

Judais■• In these articles Wise continued urging the formation or a 

united Israel. He was ••ry much- distreaaed with the great indif-

f ere ace and lack of uni iy aaongst. AJfferi can Jewry. There seemed to 

be Tirtual anarchy of belief and custom. America.a Jews were without 

authorit~tiTe leadership. 

In October 1855, Leeser and some other rabbis and laymen 
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' accepted Wise's call tor a collferen.ee in CleTeland tor the purpoee 
. 

of toraing a "SJllhedroa" ,rhicll·: would autbori tatiTely represent all 

Jewa. The conference met and Wise and Lillieathal, leading Reform 

rabbis, were elected as the chief officers. It•• Wise'• optimistic 

hope to dra,r.up a set of authoritatiYe principles .on which the 

Synhedron could be be.aed.28 -The Orthodox faction dogmatically 

iuiated on basing all . decisions ·:on the• authority of the Talmudic 

legislation. Wiae recognised that if he did not accept, this 

Orthodox dogma, there would be no chance of succeaafally unifying 

the eonterence. 21 · So he compromised with his own Reform views for 

the sake of organizational unity, and he and Leeser drew up. a very 

important do~•-ent containing the f'ollo1ring four plattormas 
, , . 

1) The Bible as deliTered to us by our fathers and as now in 

our poaaession is of i~diate divine origin and the standard of our 

religioa. 

2) The Talmud contains the -•tradi~ional, legal and logical 

exposition of the Biblical laws, which must be·expounded and 

practiced according to the conaoents of the Talmud. 

3) The resolutions. of a synod in accordance with the above 

principles are lega.~ly valid. 

4) Statutes and ordinances contrary to the laws of the land 

are invalid. 

The one positiTe contribution of the Conference was the draft

ing of Wise's Minhag America, Wise hoped it would become the coDllton 

.American-Jewish prayerbook~ The Aiinhag America closely followed· tl1e 

tr~ditiono.l service, making revisions only where the ideas were con

trary to the establishment of a vibrant American Judaism, i.e., the 

return to Pal.:rstine, 

the personal Alessiah. 

' 

28 
, . 

,,_( > • ' " t • I . ' . ' ,: ' .' : :.:: ~<,,, ' 
theirestoration;of_ the sacrificial cult, a~d .·,_· :,:.t::-.: ... : 

. . . ' ·• .... , . . . , . , . ,:r 

He added a few new ideas, such o.s the belief 

in .the iDDllortality: of the soul~ A large number of ,vestern Reform 

congregations ordered hi•s prayerbook. 

Although Wise at first,thought he had achieved his much sought~ ' · 
,'· ' ~ ' ' . . . . '~. '.'' " ·;, - -t 

after goal .of unifying Orthodoxyian:d Reform, he quickly was sho~. t~ · ·,.''·•; 

be mistaken.28 The Orthodox faction~ led by Leeser~ had no sooner- .. · 
. ' .. , ' 

returned to their conununi ties, than they began attacking the Cleve

land Conference,· They did not trust tl1e Reformers and considered. 

their wo.rds as unreliable. But, by far the greatest attacks vere 

those· levelled aga.i~st the Conference by Eastern Reform rabbis-led. 

by David Einhorn. 

!8-!t=W.!,S!, ~t.r_uggle_ 

David Einhorn had come to the .United States early in 1855 and 
' ' 

' 

had become rabbi at Har Sinai Temple in Baltimore. H~ had left ·· 

Europe a bitterly disappointed person, frustrated by Reform ''s 

failure to make · any progress against Germany's entrenche~ orthodoxy. 

Like Wise and the other German reformers· who came tQ this county, he 

was very optimistic that Reform could_ succeed in America. Shortly _ 

after he arrived, the Cleveland Conference took place. lle was 

shocked by the entire proceedings. He felt that the platform 

- 29 - t represented a complete betrayal of Reform. Einhorn ,ras no one 

to compromise his principles! Unleashing a heavy attac~ from his 

paper Sinai, Einhorn castigated Wise in bitter language or denun

ciation. Wise answered these attacks in his paper, the Israelite. 
. 

Other Eastern Reform congregations joined ranks with Einhorn in 

. •. 

·,s ,··:: 1_.;: ·: -
' ! •'' ,, 

' . . 

, I 

"'' ' .. 
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·. attacking the Western Reform rabbis who, in their eyes, were traitors. 

Thus, a split occurred in the ranks ot: Reform that was not to 

be completely healed until thirty years later at the Pittsburgh 

Conference. It was almost disastroaa in its consequences. It turned 
. ' 

· · Reformer against Reformer and threatened to destroy any chances of 

Eastern e.nd Western Reform ever un~ting. At a time when the ranks 

....... · of Reform were swelling rith increasing numbers, Reform, because or 

·· ·. 'disunit:r, was unable to exert its growing f:lt~ength. Any hope that 
. . 

Wise might have had that the CleTeland Conference would ~reate an 
. . . 

authoritative body capable of dealing ,'with problems of Judaism, and 

' 
· ·· ·. ··. of foJ"lllulating a. definiti-ve. statement· 9t Jewish d.octrine, was crushed 

·· · · .. · by the violent attacks . of Einh.~r• ant) hi a . ~stern associates. ,,1 se 

, .. was bitterly diaappOiated by ~he reactiOn.30 '· 

The Ea.at-West atruggl_e.,. triggered off.:~y the Cleveland Conference 
' . \ . ,. . . . . 

'. 

'', .- ' 

,raa a bitter teud. Through th;e · years ·wi·se · took th~ 'East to task for 

what he called "N.egatiTe or Radica\ -~f:orm." "Reform mat be doing 
._ . 

' 0 'P 

. . . .... : . . . 
' 

s•ething for the coDIDon cause of Judaism and not onlyrlor•;•:the 

·minority. Reform cannot be disconnected from the historical develop-
. ' . 

ment or Judaism". 31 · ~·~- f~~t.9~s. were extremely important in creating 
. .., . 

this unfortunate schis■ within the ranks ot the Reformers. One 
I e ' • • • 

" ,, . ' ' 

· · •.·· :, · ·.· factor waa the' tremendous ·influx of.· German 'immigrants wh'ich was 
. ' : ' . 

• ·• ! '. ' 

' . 

' ' 
. causing Reform Jewish temples to take_ on a greater German tinge. 

. . . . . 

· ltHence, there soon e■erged the conflict between the German type of 
' 

Reform. Judaism, a■ influenced by Einhorn, and the developing 

American Retor11 Judaism. It is precisely on thia isaue of American 

-veraus German· Reform Judaism that Wise and Einhorn parted company. 

· The latter insiated up.on the sectarian pattern already in vogue in 

l. 

I . 
I ,. 
' 
I 
I 

' . 
' I 
I· 
' 
' 

. . 
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Germany, while the former stressed unity in American Judaism,· .. 32 
• • 

· The aecond major factor was the essential differences i~ th·e 
. . 

nature of Reform and Ortho.d_oxy in the F.aa.t, and Reform and Orthodoxy 

in the West. :Eastern Orthodo~ was ver, much like the OrthodoX7 

~ ., ,• 

' •I '\ •: , • • • 

,· . ·:. ,, 
. 1 ', ' ' 

' . 

Reform left behind in Europe. ·. It was militantly anti-Reform. It·.;>· ... ·•.: ·,'/(<,- . 
. ' ~ ,' ·,· ., . . . ' .. 

looked upon Reform.as an. enemy ritlt'i'n its camp. Eastern ~fu:11.era,'. ·.,_·.:·=:·_· .. · ,.·,. 
. . 

who were outnWBbered, considered ·th~ battle against Orthodoxy. aa a • ... 
. . ' . . . ' " -

continuation of the European 1:truggle• •. i T~e idea of uniting on a 
. . • ·: l .' ' . . 

' • •\ •• •"\ I • : 

connon platform, where Reform principles would ·be watered down was, .· 
' 

thoroughly repugnant to them. -~ey would have regarded it aa a· 

major defeat. "Engaged as· they were in· controve,;-sy, they felt the · ... 

' . . 
:-. '. t. ' '. . . . ' ,i 

. ·1·-' ,' ', . .. 
. ' . ' ' . 

.' , .. ' 
. ' ',, 

' .. 

' . 

'•' . 

' ' . ' . . 

.. . 
. ,--" ': ;.'.·,:;:;·· '· \\: -: .. 

' I·, ; , . . t ., 

~- '. . • ' . f ,: ' 

need of c1-ystal-clear .state~nts that would outline t~eir poaitio11;,, ·. :,; ::.··:,.:;.·. 
•· • !• . ~ ' ' . . . • ' ' . ' . . • • ' .. ' -'. ', 

. ' 

rather than conciliatory •asures that would obscure the basic 
;' ·. .: .. · · .. 33 ·. 

differences between Reform and Orthodoxy. tt . ' ·· . . . . 

,vestern Reform on the other hand, was not confronted rith the 

great challenge fr~m Orthodoxy •. There was: ~o strong .~rganized 

Orthodox faction tQ. keep Reform constan~ly on· .the def~nsi ve, con- . ·: . 

stantly justifying itself. It could afford· to be lenient, to be · - · 
. \ . . 

conciliatory. "In the virgin c~untry of the Midwest, closer to the 

frontier, -..here the Orthodox had. not obtained a strong foothold, ~ise . 

ba_d a freer hand in molding ••• a less extreme philosophy of Jeri sh· 

· life •1134 

These t-..o factors combined to produce a tremendous power 

. -' . ' . ' .. .' .. 
. . . 
' ... ' . '. 

' '. I•• 

' . 

' '. ' . . '' ' 
' 

. I L' ,' ' 

' 

struggle,. a struggle · to determine who would o.uthori tati vely. _~peak · .. , :: , • 

for American Reform, 

! • 
. . . . . . 

: . ' . ' . 

. 
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' ' . ' 

:. • . ' .• ~ : , ' ' r 
•,, ,•' ' ',· ' .. . .,. 

" ' 

' . ' ' . 
' '' 

. .•. ' 

J?hi la.,.elnhia · c~iifereiice 11869) -- -"- .; - ---- - ... - - ~ ' " 

' 

: . . '' 
Because of the Civil War and its aftermath, and because of the 

• ' 'J• ·;• 

I•• : -', ' 'i .. ,,,; .. • • ' • 

· -. : · ·-': ·-_: -/ - fierce East-West feud, 
i.'' .. ·. ·:. ,, : .' .· ' ' 

another rabbinical- conference was not/held for . . . , 
. ' 

, ·, I .. 

' : ·< '· . ' . ~ .. 
· ----,.,,'· - fourte·en years. T~en, in 1_869, David Einhorn issued a call to_ 

. ' 

' ' : . : : : '.'. 

Reform rabbis to meet at Samuel Hirsch~s home· i'n Philadelphia.. 
. ' ' .. . ': ' ' ' : .. 

This 

. , • '·_. - invitation, unlike the Cleveland invi,:tation, was sent to Reform rabbis 
. ' . . .. 

, ., I 

' ' · ... 
. _·only• :. ·T~irteen rabbis. attended. this first .American H.ef orm Jewish . ' ,. . " ' 

' , ', " ·. . . . . . " . ' . '· 

. 

··• _: ;(,:-:\·. -.. , :·/·conference• _ Among them were . S0'1e- of, the leading reformers of the 
'··. ,:·.·:.)-:-:.?: ·•,.~ :: ' _'. ' ''· t ' • • • 

-_:·· .. <·~~!t\' ':- .:- . :.t:i.~e·s--Ei.nhorn, S. Hirsch, I .Af, Wise,· K. ICohler, and B. -Fel11enthal, 
- ' . . '~\~ . . ' 

' ' 

' - -_: -: ,'This· conference represented the turning-point in the struggle 
. ' . . . r 

· '_ ·: .·: . ·between &stern and Weatern Reform. The increasing numbers of 
. ' .• ' - . 

. • ·, i - . • . 

. -.· . .. -:.ae--.n·iaaigranta-along with the grorih in nu.her of German Reform 
. . ' .. ' . ', .. ··. :_:, -,- '. . 

, . 

: ', ' 
' . ': ... 

'. ; 

i : ,f • . 
; ~. ' . ·• . 

' '' 1· 
¥ ,, •• ' 

' • : ' . ..,,· ,' i . 

. - · - rabbis gave the East a decided advantage in t~e conflict. Einhorn 

.- - and hi• Eastern aaaociatea COlllpletely eontrolle_d the proceedings 
' ' . 

' ' ' . ' ' . 
' . 

from beginning to end. It was Ei~orn who came· well prepared to the 

' ' 

meeting ~ith a list of Reform Jewish principles which served as the 

' ' 

' 

. ,, 
. ' ' 

· - basis for discussion. In t~e- end, all these principles were 

adopted -aa representing the essence of Reform, and the_r~ was very 
, ....... ,. . . 

· ·. Ii ttle ebange in Einhorn·•~ _origJ-.1 ,rording _ or then,. 
' . 

Wise had come vith the hope_ of reco1:1~iliDg the 'two factions, 
. 

. ·_ · He· needed a united Retorm. ■oveme_nt. in order to work for the eatab-

. , meat of his favorite dreem -the creation of a united American 

Judaism. He should have aavedhimaelf. the,~rip, for it was wasted 
' 

effort, Bia views tell oD deaf ears. •iwiae had c•e in the interest 

- of unity, swallowing his• pride in hope of bringing the Refol'III 
·. . ' 

: rabbinate closer towards this goal. -But ~• arrived late, into a 

eonference that ,ras dominated by Einhorn, to find himself snubbed and 

' 

I • II 
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ignored, his Tie,rpoiDt' lliaund~.r~tood, his act of conciliation, COD--' 

' ' 3& 
sidered a weakn~sa". 

.. The purpose or the_ conferen.ce was to formulate Reform Jeriah. 

doctrine, Seven principles were drawn up, discussed and adopted. . . 

They emphas:i.zeds . 1) lfeasianic Age1 2) Miasion of IaraelJ 

. . ', ' . ' .. ; ·,' t 
. ' ~ 

,• '·,. ' 

' . 

3) Abolishing reference• to aa.crificial cult; 4) Eliminating die- : , 
t 

. ,. 

tinction1 between priests, Levi.tea and Israelite•, 5) Israel aa the 

chosen people1 6) Spiritual i•ort~lity, '1) Cultivation of Hebrew,-
. . , . ·,· . 

. The rabbis specified the major theological 1-asue1 of Reform, 

by 

a) declaring that the Messie.nic hope was universalistic and ' ' ·. · rw. 
not national,· and that the dispersion or Israel n.1/the purpose. of 

.. r·· ,• 

.. 
fulfilling a divinely ordained commission as a priest-people, ,and by · -

b) eliminating-the doctrine of resurrection and replacing it 

,ri th· 'the concept of spiritual i•ortali ty • 
' . ' 

The impact of the German Reform movement was clearly to be aeen 

at this important gathering. Tb~ essential theological statements 

that were adopted were basically the same as those wh_ich were -_ 

accepted by the German reformer·s. Just as in Ge_rmany, the concern. · 

was to get rid of the no.tionaliatic aspects of Judai_sm and to stress 
. ' .. 

the universalistic aspecta. American Jews.were to be considered 

' 
.An1erican citizens whose _religion was Jud~ism. All distinguishing · 

characteristics .which set Jews off as o.-·group were _to be eliminat:ed. 
. I - ,! l . ·. . : . . -. • . ' , . ; , : . 

•, . , .. 

;;1 ' ' '' 
' ' 

- -. ' 

. . 
' . , : ' .. 

' ' 

Thus, in 1869, "Germa.n Reform":, as chanqiioned by.the F.astern Reformers::-;;,:·,, 
' ' . 

became the accepted ideology. of'Ameri~an.Reform. 

Arter the Philadelphia Conference in, 18ij9, Wise ma.de futile 
', 

. ' 

attempts in 1870 and 1871 to have another East-West conference, 
' ' 

r ,_. . , 



' . . ,., ,, " 

33 

. ' 
i ·• :, 

' ' 

- :.,_.but.the Ea·stern.tBef·o·rmers did. ~-~t '.attend. It was not again until 
. ' { 

> .... · 1885, in Pittsburgh, that such an event ns to take place. 

., 

'· 

. . , . . . 

The second half of the. Nineteenth Century witnessed an intel-

' ' ' ,, ' 

.. lectua.l . revolution in America. The discoveries of a number of 

: .. •. outstanding -scientists proved ·th~ great usefulness of the Scientific 
' . 

Method _in searching for truth, 
' . The objective eye of the Scientific 

' 

'' . ' . . 

· Method was turned upon al 1 areas of society-. · · ~o i nsti tuti on was 
\ . 

' ' 

sacrosanc~, no aspect of life was untouched by its gaze. This was 

the Age of Science and Reason, · Not· even the Jewish lloly Scriptures, 

· ,r~ich· recorded the Tra.di tional Jewish belief in supernatural revel

ation ·-..ere l~ft unt~uclted. Higher Biblical criticism co.me into its 
, I ' ' 

·· . .- -own.· It·proclaimed that the-Pentateuch was not tb·e Word .. of God·, the 

r·ecord of a,.1unique revelation, given at one time, once and for all. 
' ' ' 

... These critics claimed that i·t was written by many men over a period 
'' '. ·- . . 

. ' 

' ' . 

_. ·of many centuries. They denied the ·miraculous and supernatural 

' . 
·elements of the Torah· and ascribed to them natural causes. 

.. 'The conclusiont of these Bible scholars threatened the entire 

· Divinely Authoritative structure of Traditional Judaism. They 

challenged the very basis·· upo~· which the structure was built. If 

there waa no sup.erne.turo.l revelation at Sinai, then ultimately upon 
' . . 

what basis did the Written and Oral Laws acquire their authority? 
' . .., , . 

' ' 

This Scientific Age and Higher'· Biblical Cri·ticism had a . ., .. 

tr~mendous impact upon: t~~s;e. rabbls •in.America whQ wer_e looking for 

a justification to r~ject a large number of Traditional_ concepts and 

customs. They felt that .these ,concepts. and customs hindered many . . . " . . , 
' 

! 

t 
I 
J 
I 

' I • 
1 
J 

1 
l • 
" 
.I 
I . 

i 
l 
l 
' ,, 
: 
" ' 
'. 
I 
) 

'' · ! 

,, 
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' 

' .'I 

'', 

'' 
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'' 

Je,ra from completely adjusting to the Amerie••.\•li••• Thu■, they·. :-. 

accepted to a large extent •111 of the important conclusion• of the. 

acientiata and Biblical critics. Thia was to be seea at the 

Philadelphia Conference, but 1.even wch ■ore ao later at the 

Pitteburgh Conference! 

!e.!•I !n! !d!•.r. . ' ' 
' ' 

• 

. · John. Deny's philosophy also had .a treaeadous influence on··-

.'■erican Reforil Juda.is■• Together_ with William Je■tl' Dewey was 

· considered one of the foremost apokeame·n_ or that moat .American of 

phllisophiea-Prapati·sm. Many of his ideas, especially ~i• ethical 
' . 

' ' ' 

Tiewa won nvmeroua adherents amoaget the Reform rabbinate in the late -

nineteenth and early twentieth cen~aries. 

Hia ethical Tie•• represented a rather sharp break with those 

of traditional philosophy. Man became the 1ource of value,.· There 

ns ao obj~etiTe atandard by· which _ethical judpen~• could.- be· 
I, 

eTalua.ted. He attacked the attempts of traditio~al philosophers to . 

expound ethics in terms of absolute principles. He-opposed the idea· 

. ' ' 

that aan can make ethical judgments ape.rt fro■ his environment. Hia 
. . ' 

• I ., 

. . ' . . 

sociological "liberal" approach ,was eapecially ,rell receiTed by• many ,, · 
. . - I . . . 

\ 

liberal religio~s lead~r•, who ,rere atteJDpting to liberalize their 

tre.di ti o,-a • re li gi ous concepts • 
" 

De1re:r depicted 'Man, as a ;problem-so.l!ing cr~ature, who is coo-

stantly •king· adjustments to the -changi~g condi tioos which confront 
. ,· ~ ! ' .. \, ,;, 

! 

him. The proper way for Man to solve his problems i•. through ret'le_ct- ' 

ive thinking, whie~ Dewey equate• rith acien~ific inquiry. 
.. ·.• ' . 

lfan learns fro■ his past experi~neea •. A's a Being who haa been -

' . ' ' 

·. 

, ' 

' ' 
. ': ' . 
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' . 
,I .. ,. ; . 

.. · .. r·e.lated· in constant· interaction rith, his ~n,vironment, be is able 
.' ,; .. 

to· discover what are the •beat ways of conducting his life, o.nd also 
.. ' . . . 

.. . enable him to predic~ the possible consequences of future actions • 
' ' 

. - Since lvfan i's regarded as a part of nature, he is subject to the 

· .· · laws of nature, . And just as nature is to be · studied by means of 

' • .' L 
' . 

' . . e111pirical exailinati.on, · ao humau affairs are. to be studied acientiti-
,, 

'' . ' . ' 

·callJ.• .The truth· or:. anything must be di~c.overed empirically. 
' . . 

Thus, 
:•; . I 

. ' 
. ' . ,, ' . 

,. 

'' . 

: . : D~we,- regarded the ·philosopher of ethics as a. scientist investigating 
' . . -• . . ' '' 

. .' . ' ' .. 

' ., . . 

· .. the b:,pothesis of morality.· ,1he · experimental method is· to be used 
',• ' ,. 

- • ' ' I 

'"' 

. ' 

,. 

. ' ' ... 
. ' .. ' 

' ~ . 
' . . . . -, . ' . ' 

' ' . 

. ,• . 

. . ' 

· · : The basic criteria of Dewey's philosophical system was the 
" . . ... : ,\' ..... \· , :i· 't'l, . 

' ' . . . " . . 
' ' ' ' • ' ' I , ,'. ·, ', • .. • •;· •~; , • ; • • 

.betterment· of aocie~y~ Any.~ct, that:·be·tter~d social conditions was 
. ' . ' . . 

' ·; ' . ; 
.. '!, 

· good:,· and c~-1veraely any act that hin~era the advancement of the 
:t ,·:. .. " . . ,· ' j 1 

. . aoeial condi ti o~s. ofi,.. th~·-· buma•n; race . was 'bad. · Man could improve. the ... " :',·• ; . " ' . . . 

. ' 

' .. 

_..,, . 

' ' .• ~ 

. . . ' 
' ' 

· ·. ·. 'Dewey's great faith iii human int~lligence and human progress 

was similar t~ that faith wh:L°ch motiTated many Reform rabbis in an 
. ' 

,·.• 
' - , . . .' ... .,_· · .. ~.'· ·.. ·,•: 

"Age. of. Reason and ·S,cience11 , 
I. 

.• .. 

Also, in .the late Nineteentlt Century, the ideas of Felix 
. . ' 

.. .Adler's Ethical. Culture 1.Joveme~t bad ·wide appeal among religious 
'. . . ', . \' ( 

-. liberals,· Adl~r .. believed that tl1e two ethical r~ligions of Judaism 

and .Christianity had failed to deliver ·their messages, mo.inly be-
' ' 

· · ca.use' their answers had not been one·1 which could be accepted 

universallyt Judaism, because it claimed to be the chosen.people, 

. in an age of universalism, and Christianity, because.it claimed man 

is born in sin. 

.. ,- · .Ne·vertheless, Adler did regard two ethical propositions of 

'' ' 

r 

• ,I 
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... 

I ' , 

Judaism o.s being·outatandi.ng1 ... the ·· ··· .'. ···· · · ··, ·: .· · .. , 
sacredneas .or th~ human being'··· · . :.· ·.:./.·•> :·:· .· · 

~ . . . ; . . .: . 
and its teachings concerning the help and aid imperative upon each :: :·:;~._:!\i•·( :.:• 

' . . . ' ' ' ; . ' . ; ,. \ .: . ' . 

individual to giTe to his society, . · ·. i .•· · ;5.'.: .. '.:/ . .,::.-:_, 
,, • • • I ' • ' 

, ' .. ' .. •, , • • • ' I. ', ~. , 

'
·. . ,, . . . r ,. . ' , . ., . 

' Adler be,lieved · that the emergence of a world ruled by ·ethi~al ._: < ,: ', · ·' ' · 
' ' . . . : '·. .. .. ' 

' . . ' . 

principles was. hampered by contemporary soci.ety, La,rs, limi.t~ti~*•, . : · · i::, :>·· :.'.i. 

and regulations Yhich limit an individual •a· freedom, limit. also hi& •. · ·~:,··. • · . 

potential as ·a human being. Theae ideas. were preached froit a . :,.:· ·_:: · · 
•• ·.'·' ::\ .... ,;·: .. · ,' •',. ,r 

number of Ref.orm pulpits, as Ethical .Culture made its impact felt· • . ~./:::,i,:).:)·.:::·.y: . 
. ' • ' ' . • \ •• i 

A very interesting descrip.tion of the Jbi loaophical-Scienti•i~~ 1 
• ·i.: ,: .'.·;" .: . · ./· 

• • .' . ! . ' . . . " ' 

impact on Reform of 1885 1·s th1·• one by G •. Deutsch•. · .. ··• .. '.';·•.·: ..... ·.·· 
• . . "The scientific · · :- ':. , · '. 

I 

spirit was manifest in all the affairs· of life. · The writings of .. , <·. 
' . . ' . 

• ' • ' ' , l . ' ) • . 

Lycell, Buchner, ~oleachott, Darrin, Tynd,All and Spencer · · h·i. h. ·h<.':·.•··.:. · :y_,:,' ·:··. · · ·· 
. , . , Y C a . . . .. . .. . , , 

. ' . . . '.' , 

. played havo.c with the church, :were .playi~g. no less ·havoc with. the · 
' ' 
' ' ' 

Synagogue • Indifference to . all things Jeri Sh p~~Vll.i Ie·d evel'J'where, : O . • .'-\ / . 

In some Reform pulpits, the .~herished traditions of Israel· were·· 
·\ '' 

• • I ,' ! ' 

openly flouted e.nd a d~ngerowi Un·i versal_i's'1 · waa being pre~ched~, ~· · 

The latest utterance of the ·la.st-printed ac.ientific .book was ·the 

religious pabulum of many. Reform congregations, 1136. 
. 

. , ' 

_. 

' ' 

. . 

' ,, 

.. '.: .'. . ·.' . \ : ' ' : '., ' 

" '. -' ; ,) ·>'. ·, ',~ ·_ ', · .. 

1, 1 • 

" 
' 

•' , .. , . . .. 
. ' 

. . ' . ' . 
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· •·. In early ··1885, Alexander Kohut, a Hungarian Conservative rabbi,-. - . ·, ' . '. 

' • • # 

arrived in New York. He became rabbi · at Congregation Aha vat H~aed. 
' . . ' .' ' ' . . ' 

Kohut ,raa ahoc~ed by the religious conditions he found in A•rica. 

· Barnett A. Eliza• tell• ••, in hia 11A· ·lfe1Poir of Alexander Kohut" t 
I . : . : ~ . ; . : . ~ , , . .• . . . ,; . . ·; . : 

~•Judaism waa: .in a parloia .:stat~.-· The acientifie apirit of the day_ . 
' ' ' . 

. was manifest in all the -aff'.,ir_a· of ·' .. lite ••• Indifference to all thing• 
' . . ' .. : : . _. -, , . :,I . . ... ·• ct ' ~ ' . • . . . , 

' ',,-.' . Jewish· preTailed :everywhere.·.·_ Ethi·c~l- Cuit~re' Christian Science' 

I·,. 

' '' . ' . 

. ' . . . 
. 

,,_ . . . . . . : . ' 

Spirituali•• and the-Tarioua·occult movements were winning an ever 
' . . : ' 

. · · · :· · · _. , · · · · ·. · · . 3 T 
iilcreasing number of adherents from· :wi,thin the· ranks of Judaism." 

. . ' . 

. The largest and most ,intluenti~-~ P,1l1P,i~s !ere. ~nder. the control of-, · -
1 ' - •. , '. _;~ • • ·, ' • . . • : • ' '· ;.• • ' ' -· • • ' 

., the Reformer&.! . ile i~diately dete~in~d- t~ ·.opp~se Reform with .all 
' . ' . 

_ · .. his strength~ ·. · Consequen~~Y.·, · he ·began. la~1.1ching vi tupera ti ve attacks 
' ' .. . ' ·• I,,' ' . . . -:· ., . ' .. . ., ' . ·' ·, 

.from bis pulpit aga.in~t Ref·o.~;• ·:. In. a: 1eries of sermons he sought to 
. . . 

show that Reform was outside the Jewish tradition, that- it had mis-
... . ' t . 

' .. · ' 
construed and deliberately.c:tist,or:1,ed the Je,riah tradition for its 

. ',, 'Ji 

· own ends and tho. t it was not "~ef orm'' but: aurre~der. 38 Practi ca_l ly 
. , ' - . , 

oyernight, ·hhut became·. the ·ch.ampion· of Orthodoxy in opposing 
. ' . . . ' ' • 

.. Reform, in co.atigating Reform's giving 'in to what he believed to be 
• I, , , , . 

the ·desire to assimilate. 
. . . 

The gauntlet thrown by Kohut ,ras quickly picked up by Kaufmann 

Kohler, a leading Reform· rabbi of' New York. Kohler, the perfect 

repreaento.tive of late nineteenth century_ American Reform Jew1·y, 

·imbued •ith ttthe apirii of the times", the champion of reason and 

- progrea1, arose to the occasion. He reacted ~y delivering a Hriea 

. I 

i 

' 
' j 

• 

' . 

38 

. ' . 

of five sermonic lectures defending· the principle"•. of. ~ef orm :in· 
' . 

Judaism, 

• • i 

Kohut had s,id that &·Reform ,rhichseeks progress.without.the 
. . ' ·,. ' 

. ' \ '. ' 
• 1 • ,:i • ,:_• ·: c·.:. -

llosaic-Rabbin~cal tradition was a deformity. This was Kohut•s ma.in•·. · ·.:·:-' '· 

point, .. Kohler respo_nded by,.accusing Orthodoxy of never looklng to 
. . 

~he future, but of always looking to the past, to the days ,rhen 

Israel was a na~ion. ·. Reform Judaism, on the other h~nd, l~ok~d. 
.. 

,, ,. ' · f. ,1 
I , .', • ' 

' .' '~'; :',-·. " . 

"forward with a hope of o. far brighter future, beholding in the•,.:· .. ,.:::._·:··_:·: 
. ., . . ,. - ' . : . . •, ' ' . \ ' ' . . ' . ' ' . ' . . -· . ' , ' . . . '. .. ' ' 

. • : ' . '" I • ' 

~lessiah the ideal· of mankind' ·to ·be -realized b:y th~ Jewish ·people •. 
' . ' • I , • ' 

thr·ough· a.l_l the .• , .agencies 'of civilization and progress~tt39 
. ' . ; ': . " ~ ;' , \ ' ' 

l{ohler regarded: ~h~. 1i~s~~ as three(old. First, must belief 
. . 

. . 

in divine revelation remain? · "Shall the intelligent ••• class of 
. .. 

Jews henceforth go to a free Chri~tian church, there to hear the 
~ . ·- . . ·,, ; 

. . ,' ' 

truth hitherto preached·from·every Jewish reform pulpit all over 
' i.: . . ,. . ' . \- ; . . , ' ·: '~. . 

the landJ that reason is the light_ of God in the soul of mo.n; 
• ' ' ~ i 

·•· . ! 

that there is no contradiction bet,reen God's revelation in nature .. , . . . 

and God's revelation in th~ io.w· of.man's· conduct, tl1nt divine 

revelation is not a matter of the past, no absolute and complete 
. ' . ;• . 

system, but a constant unfoldi~- of truth and knowledge •• ,No. 

.The Jew, having in the· ·very ni~ght of medieval darkness been ·. 

' . 

trained by his _l.iaimonidesea and Geraonideses to tl1ink, shall not go· .. 
' . ' ' 

' . . 

. ,, . . 

- •._: -~ ·:: '-,(\;,. ·' .' . 

. '. .' \ ' , .. . .. . ' . 
•, .' ,, . . •. . 1 . '. I' 

,· 

' . . . . 
' .. ·~. ·,' . .-:· '.,. . ' ' 

' ,. . ., ~---
. ' ' ' 

.. . ,·'. ... 

·' .. .. . ' . . . . . 
. . ' " ' 

' . 
' ' '' 

• I ! ,' 

' j t -: ·• ' _..-•; .. 

back and stop thinking in the broad daylight of intellectual .culture."· 
. I 

Second, must.all rites and ceremonies of. Mosaic-lta.bbinical Juda.ism 

be observed? No. He felt the meaningleas practices must be 

abandoned, and modern mea~ingful one• for11111lated. Third, must the 

restoration of the Jewish atate, with its temple, priesthood and 

sacrifices be.looked forward to? No, "Or may we believe that, as 

' ' ... . ' . 

• I 



. .. 

. , . ' . ' . . . . 
• J • I ' •·' 

' . I 39 
' . . , 

•·'the llo1aie ~- baa been ·1ubstituted _by Rabbi~_is■, _ so will Rabbiniaa 
'.' . .. ,. . . .. . 

. ' ' ' · · . . . . 40 
. :_ · be replaced by a higher and purer abq,e of religion.'* · It ,ras an 

, , , .: .. ·.. . .. aggre1sive, confident Kobler who thundered forth against hi·• Orthoo,ox 
. : " ' . ' ' . . ', . . . . ) . 

foe. ,Reform ,raa no,r in the driver'• seat, ~nd he did not have the 
. . . ' 

~ . -~ 

. •: slightest reservatio-.:·.~n" claiming Ref:onn ·.,raa "the. American Judaism", . 
. '' '.' ,, •' . ' . . ,. . : ' y . . ', ' . ' '. : . 

~, '•,;•~ •. \ j ; ·• 

I. • ! . I , • . • , • •-~ . ~ i(. · _ : • 

· ·; · · and that Orthodoxy represented the• unhealthy, .,ackward, · ghetto 
. . . 

. ' . .Judaism of pre-Eana.ncipation Jewry. 
. ·.-,: ::::, .\.~:;'; ·.:•~\./·::· ... : _:,-·' 

The Kohler -.Kohut co~trovera1 stirred up a ·great deal of. 

. '' . 
' • • f. . ' ' . . 

. •' .... . ,' 

. . . 
r , •• 
. . 

. . 
~ . ' . . : . . 

interest, for this brought to a head the general proble111 of hen, 

·: Refo~ ns · justifying itself,· Yi·s a vis Traditional Judaism, · It n~ 
. .. . ', ., . . ' . 

. . . 

. · f'o'.fl~wed: .Yi-th intense interest by many congregations ,rho were seeking 
. . . ' . 

. . 

" ' ' ' . 

·, a'. clearly expressed presen'tation of Reform Judai81l, 

. 

'The Conference 
' ... -.... - - -- - -

. ' 

After his controversy with Kohut, Kohler felt this was an 
. ' . . 

. • • · 1 • •• •· • iappropi:iMe t,ime t~ . call for another rabbinical conference. The. · 
' . ... ' . ' . ·, ·. ' 

. ' . 
. . 

·_ · issues raise4 in the controversy were baaic ones, and the need for a 

clear definite statement of the _baaic principles of Reform Judaiam 

waa atrongly deaire.d •. 
I - ' •, 

. ' .: . ,. ' ' . 

· Kohler c0111D11nicat~d rith. laaae lfayer Wi~e and ~amuel Hirsch and 
. . ' 
' ... 

' ' ' 

· ·· · . received favorable reaponae1. from them on the feasib~lity or· con-

. . 

. 'j ' 

. . . . . 

. · .Teaing another conference. Then he sent the following letter to the 

Reform rabbi• in Americas 

"Having consulted with aeTeral friends· and colleague•, among · 

· · · whom I ·will mention as aeniora the ReTerend Doctor• Samuel Hirsch 

of 'Philadelphia, and Isaac lfayer Wise of Cincinnati, and having 

receiyed encouraging responses, I herewith take the liberty of 

. t 
t' ' •• 

. J 
1:, . . 

~-. 
. :) 
.. ';' ., .. 

. ' 

' 
' 

' 

.; 
• 
I 
/ 

! • 

·' ' 
' 

.. 
' 

' ; 
i . 

' ' 
; 

! 

' • 
I 

l 
• 
( 
! 
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'. 

. 

inviting all such Am~riean ,•Jtabbia. as ad~o,,~te Reform and Progrea~{-/\, ·.·· ·; · ... ·: 
• • . • r • • ~ , .. 

\ . ' ! 

and are in f&Tor of united action in all matters pertaining to the · 

welfare of American Judaiam,. to meet in conterence ••• for the purpose._·:: .. ·: .... 
• ' I ., • .I • ' 

of discussing the present state. ;of .American Judais■, ita pending 

iaaues and its requirements, and of uniting upon such plane and 

· . 41 
practical measures as are demanded by the hour ..... 

Nineteen rabbis attended the eonterence yhich was held in 

Pitteburgb on NoYe■ber sixteenth·and.1eTenteenth, 1881>, l'nd eig~te,n. 

others con,nunieated their d'isappointment a~ being unable to attend • 

Like Einhorn, at the Philadelphia Conference, Kohler brought a care-

fully prepared list of principles he· wished to have t~~. conference 
' ' ' . 

adopt. . He began the, proceedings with a lengthy addre1s in which he ·. · . 

described in great detail the religio111 situation in America •. He• .. 
- . . 

spoke of the widespread confusions in Reform ideology, of the yearn- . 
. ' . 

ings of the laymen for a definite declaration of Reform principles 

' 

and of the. necessity of answering the Orthodox opposition in 

42 
vigorous terms. Alao, in thi4 speech he specified the ten 

principles which he.felt represented the eaaence of Reform Judaia■~ 

These ten statements of Kohler aerTed as the nucleus for the di•-. 

cuasion of the Pittsburgh Platform which was later passed by this· 

conference. 

Prior to the adoption of the Platform the conference discussed 
' 

the problem of the Sabbath, One of the greatest problems (if not 

the greatest) facing Judaism in 1885, was the problem of .the 

Sabbath. Since "the Emancipation .the Sabbath had 'steadily lost in · . . ~· 

importance and signif•icance. The. Industrial Revolution 1rhlch gripped 

· Europe in the early nineteenth century and which spread to America 

.l 

-.. 

. 
' ' . 

'• 
' 

' .. '· 

' ' . 
' .. ,. . . . _. ' . . , ' 

. . ' 



I- • , 
. • I: • • 
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' . I. 
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' . 

in the middle of 'the century :played ha.voe ri th the Sabbath observ-
. . . . 

ance ot ·the Jew. If' the Jev wished to competec: economically with the 

non..Jey, it was necessary ·to engage in economic endearor_s o~ the 

Sabbath. As a result, synagogue attendance drastically was reduced, 
' ' 

· , : · , . :·<.·-.:.:.:.·and the whole ::.regime~ of Sabbath obaenance virtually forsaken. The 
. . • . ' / • • ' ' ' : •, . ' , , . . 0 . ·; : •' • • • • ' ' ' : • ' I •, 

', .. 
'J ; '' . : ' .• 

I 

' ' ' 
i : ' 

' ' 

Sabbath problem .had-been discussedi,at great .length at -~he Brealau 

Conference in 1846, at which time a proposal to transfer the 

Sabbath to Sun~ay was rejected. 
' ' 

·: •. · .: . In 1874, the Sinai Congregation in Chicago began holding a 

· Sunday service, in addition,·t,o its Sabbath service. The Sunday serv-
. ' ' 

ice was an innediate succe~s.. it aroused a grea.t deal of controver-

:_ ay, and ns vehemently denounced ·by Orthodox rabbis, but nevertheless, 

a number of. other congregations also began holding senices on 

: Sunday. For all intents and purposes in these· congregations, the 

Sabb~th. was_· sritched to Sunday •. Though ·it,· made sense, from a prag-
, ' . ' ' . . 

: . ' ,'. 
, , :matic view to many other Reform rabbis, the emotional hold of the 

. : . . 
-· ,-·. \ I - .. 

. \. ' 
' ' 

. ' 

\ ·, . 

. . 

. . . . . - . . 
; ' ' . ''. . 
... '.•• '.· .· · .. 

"' . . . ; . 
; ; ,-. 

' 

• • .,. I 

Saturday Sabbath prevented them from holding services on Sunday~. 
. 

.A.t the Pi ttaburgh Conference the Sabbath problem was discussed 

' 

and the following motion was passed: 
' ' 

. ·"Whereas, We recognize the importance of maintaining the 

the unity of Judaism the world over; and 

-· .. · · Whereas, On the other hand,' it,. ean. not, be denied that there 
• . . . • . . l . i ' • , , 

' ., 

ia a Tast number of workingmen and others who·, from. some cause or 
' . ,. } . 

' 

be it 
. . ' . 

Resolled; That th~~.· is notiing in the •i>irit ~f Judai~, or 
• 

• 

,, ' 

I 

its laya, to prevent the introduction of Sunday aervi ces in 

localities where the neceaai ty for such services ·appears, or is 

felt. ,;43 

42 

' . 

. ., ,•,, ., . 
' ' . ; 

. -, .. 

. ',' ' 
,, ·. ,:· · .... . 

After the discussion on t,he Sabbath the process of' formulating . ·.: . :: · .. . 
. ' . 

and adopting. the basic prJnciples of Reform began~ There was much.· . ' ; . .. . . . ' 

• ,:.\ '.·.:'·; •• -' i 

discussion over different· proposed principles. • After agreeing as ' 
; . . 

,• 

to what statements should be, included rithin the final declaration ·· · · •.· 

•· -, 

' ' '' ' ' ' ' ' ' . ' ·'.: .y,_{\:;.\'. ··:;·· .. 
of principles, tlie ·entire matter of formulati~g a platform was·. :' ·.: ::::::::::•_:>:< "~/:.~:-:~·_:::, ... ·: ··. · · 

. . .· . . ' •, ',. .·.·';··;. ·•.•. -:.-: · .. ,. ·••:·.\·., .. , ' 

'·. ' .. ':, 1,··: . :· '. ··: ' 

referred to a comittee of five. This committee consisted: of '' . 

'," ' 
' ' Rabbis Kohler, Bnil G. Hirsch, Sonneschein, Krauskopf, and Philip-': • ·. · ,; 

son.44 This commi·ttee discussed and formulated the 1 principles •. ' ' ... :.: · .. • .. · . . : ·. ' 
I' . I •,. - : 

' ' . ' .. ' 

Their platform was then adopted unanimously by the nineteen· rabbis .. ~.:.:',<·:·. ,:· · 
. '; ' ' . . ' 

This very .important conference accepted a platform containing ,· :·: .· :' .. 
' . ' . '. ' . ' . '\· ' . 

eight statements. These eight .'·statements were not ~onaidered to be . ' •:•::. ::;:.;:_ .. ·• 

a creed' but 11piding princi_ple~II' ,Princ'iples which were flexible' ' ' ' .. ·, ' : ·. 
' ' 

.principles which could it necessary change .over a period of time. 
' ' , ' : /' 

, ,, r' ' 

For, there was no auth~ritati~e structure vhich could enforce 
,i ' I '• 

' , ' 
,·· ,. . ... . 

' ' . . '. •' ; ' . . . . •, .. 

adherence to these principles. Only "moral" &'1thority exiat~d. · 

The Pittsburg~ Conference ~ame at ·a ,time when America waa ·. 

"booming" culturally, as well aa industrially. Not only was it an .. '! ,, ,',1 ' •• 

' \ ', 

11age of science and reason•i, but ... it was an age of b11■ani tarianism,. 

of brotherhood, and of tremendous interest in social issues. Leri a . 

Morgan, the American anthropologist, sounded like many Reform rabbis, ._·. 
' 

preachers, and intellectuals of the day, when in 1877, he said, 

"Democracy in government, brotherhood in society, equality in righta ·. 

a.nd privileges, and universal education, foreshadow the next higher 

place of society to which experience., intelligence and kno,rledge are 

... ,, .... ,, t . 

' ' ·, 

· .. . . . .... . 

. . : . 
' . ' . ·.· . 

/. ' 
~ ~ f ' -
• '• ~ ;l' -' 

' . ' ,•' , .. '. 
',· 

' ,, . 

' 

. ' .. . 
' . . ' 
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. ' . . · · . 46 
· · ateadi ly -tending~" . · · 

Since the Civil \Var, the American economy was rapidly expandjng 

·aa. the American Industrial ReTolution began to make its· impact felt. 

fierything waa getting "bigger and bettertt in .Ame.rica. Optimism . 

·penaded the· air:, tilling the lungs of all .Americans as well aa the 

hundred• of thousands of European Jewish i•igrant_s .who came to 

America from 1850 to 18~. Thia spirit also permeated the Conference, 

tor . these rabbis saw in the "golden times" the heralding of the 
. . ' 

Messianic Age •. A~ a result, a strong American nationalistic spirit 
' . 

seized these rabbi.a and· manifested i_tself in their strong emphasis 

on ·defining the .Aerican Jew a.a an HJmerican citizen of the Jewish -

_religion." 

. ' 

The Plat.form devised at the Conference sought to take fully 

· into account the optimistic feelings and intellectual currents of 
. ' . . •. . 

. ' • l ' • - : , ' • .-: • • ·, , • ,- • , ' ' , • ' • ' . . • ,, ,, ' ; ,• ' 

the times. ·It tried to •construct a Juda.ism .worthy of aiding in the 
. ,,' ._.· .. ' .. '.··; .• · ... · ,·. .·' '_·_ ',' _.: '·: '. '.,·' ' ' 

hastening of the Go·lden Aget a Jude,,ism which would permit the Jew to 

. ' 

· · ... --- . · · wholeheartedly participate in American life as an equal with his 
, ' ''f I," . ,:if. . . 

" i 

non-Jewish neighbor·••· 

Eight principles -,ere--unanimoualy adopted, dealing with Gc:,d, 
. . . . 

Messianic Age, ·Mission of I~r,.~~-,.$e.1urre_ction-and Innortality, 
' . . ' ' -, i· I 1 , 

. · . . . ' ' :· ·_' ,', ,I · · ,, . · · ' i 

Religious Practic"s, Ha\a,cha., Judai~m .and Sc.ience' and Social 
. . •' . . ' . 

Justice.- '·• ' 

-It began 11i th· the following preambles ti In view ot the ride. 
' ' ' 

·. . . .· ·,. . / . ' 
' • 'i, ( ·, . ' .• ; • 

divergence of opinion:and of the. 'conflicting ideas prevailing in 
. . 

' ' 

. . ' 

: J~daism tode.y, ,re t as repreaelit_ati_Te o.t ·Reform Judaism in Americe., 

" 

' · •) · · · in continuation of the_ work begun at Philadelphia in 1869, unite 

. ;l 

: . ' . " . .. ' ' . ' ' 
. . ' . -. , . . 

·· upon the following principles." I~ essence, the platform was as 

. I . 

• 

-

/'-
• j • • 

tollowas - •. ' .. • ' ' I 

,44 

' ' . . ' 

I . 

. ' . . ' . 

' • '. • . ,· 1 '. 

·. . . ,· ' .. ' . . . . 
' . ' . , . I.... , 

' ' 

l) God - The Jeri sh 
. ·. . . - ·:. . ( r:.: \ ;.:,._. .' ;: . 

-- ' 

"God.:.concept" ~s the highest yet· con- • · ... •:. · .. ' · 
' . ' .. , . 

ceiTed by man. (A ra·tional "God-concept", not a belief in the . 
. ' ' ,, . ' 

Traditional God who has revealed Himself.) 
. . 

' ' 

. ·_. :,•;"',' ~· ', '..__. 
' ' . . . . 

·,. '•., -~; .. -'·;'·,~- .\ .. -_.,· ~:- /:.,:.·.· 
• , •' I'••• ·. . '' . 

2) Science - There is no. conflict between Judaism and the 

di sQoveries of · modern science. 
. ' . 

3) Ceremonies - Reform Judaism .. keeps only those ceremonies 
., 

: .'. . '. . ' l .. 
- ' . .· ' 

which will elevate and sanctify lives, but rejects all such as 
' . ' ' 

are not adapted.to the-views and ha.bits or modern civiliza.tion·,~··, 
,· . ' ' 

. ~ . ' . 
' .. ' ' 

,' 
'I . . ' i-._. 

\ . ' ~ •, ) ' .. 

4) Ha.lacha. - All laws which .. regulate- diet,_. pri~stly purity and · .\:···. :>'/./: _-) 
. . . ' .. , ' ' _. . . ' ··.'.1:_' '. ' •. ' ... · .. ' . . . .· 

dress are abolished. (They _would prevent the Jew from bei-ng_ o)'.le~ 
._,1 I . 

• ' ., I . 

hundred · percent America~ ' ' ' . -' ·, '. ' 

:6) Afessiani c Age - Modern era indicates 1-fessiani c Age is near. 

Judaism is a rel·~gion, 

Reform position) 
'' ·.···,',• ,'.-:::i(}·. 

, . ',.,, .. . 
• ,·.t. ,'. •, '···.~ ·! • ',' ' 
, • . , , , ~ • r . 

".. . 

' ' 
' ·. ;,.'.' ,': . ,;: ... \:'· ... : .. · .. 

.-6) Alission - Asa progressive religion, Judaism is 
, . t . . , • • t. , l · • , 

dedic~ted .·. · ·. ·,. ~; .· ! .. , 
' . . 

' ' 

to spreading'itis universalistic message. 

tr.) Inunortali ty - Man has an inanortal soul. There is no 

bodily resurrection. 

.8) Social Justice, - Judaism seeks to· participate in social. 
' ' 

' . . ' \ . 

causes which will better the hwna~ condition. 

Results of the Conference --------- - - ·- - . .:_. 

" 
· . These eight principles·· wefe definitely· the products. of an 

11enlig~tened" Judaism •. · They we:r~.·. t~e di~~ct. consequences· of an 
~ . . 
• • 

effort to show that Reform Judaism was a religi,on truly American, 

rational and humanitarian in· outlook.,. ·.The· p.latform attacked much-
. ' 

' .. 

. ' 
' 

_. -• . . \. . -.... '. ' . . . ,· .. , ·\ -. ' 

.. •·. ';, .. : . . ·-,:. ,' 

• I ,,· 

.. ,-, 
; ·•·1' 

' ' 

' . ' 

' . •. . ' ' . 
! . . •• ., • : . •. .. . . ... . : '• ·,. ' 

... 
' 

J. ' '. , .. ' - .. 
. .... · 

' , ,. • I' • . ' ' , .. , ·.' : . . ,' 

" ' 

. ' 

. . ,.-.,t ,• 

, .· .. 

·.· ·•. '.: 
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of the Mosaic-Rabbinical legislati·on·.'e.s being out- of keeping with 
', \ 
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.·· __ · · modern times.· .. 

Jus·t as in Germany, the Reformers sought to· devel_op a type 

· _. · of' Judaism which would best enable the Jew to become a first-class, 

. American citizen, indistinguishable from other non-Jewish citizens • 

... 

. They ,rere interested in doing a.way with. those characteristics of . . 

' . . 

Jewishlife ,rhich marked Jews off in social intercourse. Thus the 

following principle was passeda "We hold ·that all such Mosaic 
. 

and Rabbi-nical la,rs_ as regulate diet, priestly purity and dress 

originated in ages and under the influence of ideas altogether 

-·foreign to our p~esent and ·mental state." (Principle # 4) 

Judaism;like thristiani ty, · was defined purely in religious 

terms. America we.s the homeland of the American Je,r, and all of the 

nationalistic hopes and dreams whi.ch had been so important in help

ing to keep up the spirit of the Jewish people through the centuries 
• 

· were no,r considered as having' been answered. Refo_rm Judaism was 

completely American in spirit, and modern in its thinking. 
' 

Another aspect.of the Pittsburgh Conference that must be 

. mentioned is the high degree to which the Platform represented the 

aucceasful transference of German Reform to America. The Platform'• 

strong emphaais. ~n Judaism as a "progressive" religion, containing 

' 
·eternal verities, its rejection of "udaism'a nationalistic elements, 

its denial of the. authority of Rabbinical legislation,. its denial of 

b_odi•ly ·r~aurrection, and finally. its 'str,~slng of a.n imminent· 

"Aleasianic Age", are all!. ide,s which· origina~ed in Germany under the 
. ,~' 

influence of the Erilightenment and which_were successfully eata.blished 
' . 

in .America. In America, with -the blessings of civil liberty and with 
.. 

' . 

f 

' , 

I . 

I . 

-
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the complete separation of Ch,µ-ch and State, these ideas found-the . . ' 'I,' , 

. . , 

. . . . . ' '' . ' 

fertile soil in which to grow, and in 1886, · they reached their great-- _· , · · 

est heights. 

Kohler was later to says _"Reform Judaiam as has· been said 
. .. ' . . 
' 

by ny of z:eproach, is a Gernia.n importation. · . This 
0is ·tr.ue ~ The 

. ~ . . . ' . ' 

. . 

men unfamiliar with German philos~phy and _philology, and uninfluenced 
• 1, ; ~ 

. ' '· : . ' ' ; ' :,, ~ . ; . .· ' : . ' . 

· by a Leasing, by ,Me·ndelas.ohn. and Schi,ller, :~y .Kant ·a11d Hegel, can 
. . ' ,, . . ' . .. ; . . ' ' .. 

. ' 
l • 

-to thi_s very day haTe no,. real understanding of the de:velopment · 
. ..· · · . ·_.· .' ·•·· . . .. 48 · 

of the leading principle,& of R_,to~ Judaism. 11 . ,; 
' : . 

. ,'.. '• . _' I ( ' . . ' • . 

The Conference brought together· the leading Reform rabbis of 

the East and the West.·.· 1,i· su~ceeded. in· re~o~ciling the outstanding. 
.. . ' . '. ~ . ' . . 

• '. .. l. . 

differences between them~ · Isaac Mayer Wise was elected president · 
. . 

tor the Pittsburgh. Conf'erencie, (a. ahre,rd. political. move by Kohl.er), 

and be gave his wholehearted support to making. the conference a 
., 

success, even though the large majority of the rabbis who attended 
. ' . ,. ~ 

' . ' { 

were. rabbis· of ea~tern congregations. lYise h~d recognized the 

iinpossibility of uniting all of American Jewry and had decided to 

work.fo:i, unity in the.Reform camp •. Alter the conference, Wise 
. . . 

. . 

wrote in his newspaper, attacking Orthodox criticisms ·of the 

conference: 0 Tbere is too much rationai'ity and universality in it. · · 

for the priestly brain to have fouiicl an adequate expression in any 

ecclesiastical body except among the emancipated representatives of 

American Judaism. They have, spoken· and they ha.Te spoken ,rell ~ •• · . . . 
• 

We expec.t li_ke ourselves, the members of the conference will neYer 
. . . \ .' . 

forget the happy days in Pittsburgh, which were a continuous loTe · 

· 47 
feast and _intellectual treat." · One· can say that the unfortunate 

. Ee.st-West struggle begun in 1855 at the Clevel~nd Conference ended 

' •,I' 

',' :•' l ' ," • 

' . 

'. 
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,, · 1 . 

' • • • ': ' • '. ·, ' • ' • ' ' • • - ' • ' < 

· .· _:· · . . · : . : ::' · :~n: 1as5 e.t the Pi tt,1burgh Conterence. · · 
. ' . ',' . . ' . . . ~ ': : ... ' _: .: ' . . . . . ' 

. \ <.:' \i)>;· _: .. : . . ' Kohler called. the Platform a declaration of independence and· 

• 

' . · · · 1 i ke the greater de c l'ara ti on ~ t was regarded as· ~ ,an~mu,na to arms. 48 

. . 

· ... ::-c:'c·:.,:· .. .-: The· Jeri.ab Theological Seminary was opened i~ 1886 ·to. train Coil-
__ · -; __ .. >_/ ... ~• ... :.- .. ,.:'-· ·.•,• . '. . . . 

, · .. ', . ,", . , aerya ti ve 'rabbi S • .Thi 8 was ~he reacti OD of the Conaei-Ta ti ve move-
• • ,. ', : • • • • • ' • • • ♦ ~ .~ ••• ·, • 

. ' 
.' . • . l . ' • . • ' . 

'· . .ment ~. In the Orthodox 'and Conserv11.t,i.ve press' the Conference -· :, 
. . '.. . ., ~.. . '. 

·' . 
. ' . , ' . . 
' '" . ' ' ' ,. . ' 

. ' 

.. 
·' · .· · ·•-<strongly denounced. The .Refo~~ers took these criticisms in stride, 

' : ... ~ '' ' ' . ' ,' ,, 
. ' ! . ' - , .• 

• ',.., •. ·•.· •• •, ( • . • ••: I 'i . . . , , 0

\ '. ,,: •. :•. -~ •• • • • , • ' • _ •' 

. ' ' .'· :' · c~Df'ident of their position,· ·and'<-cert,aini• :that. the future· n.a theirs •. 
. ,. . . .... · ,, - ··:~ . . ·.' . . 

':',:J·:'·:. ,_),· :::·. . d ·the : c,ptimi am of the times. wa.s strongly felt by the. 
1 

Ref or~ lrlovement •. 
. ',. ,. . ; ·: . ,,.., , •. . . . . ' , ' . • . '. • • ) . • . t · I f-. ,' ·~· • ':: , . 

· · - · An inte·resting :critical evaluation ·;of the Platform is the 
I • 

· following by the historian.:1;b9gen1 ·. 11 Its.declarati~n- of principles· 
' . ' ' ., ~. :· -~ '.. : < ' .. ,' . . . . . 

. .: . '. . . ' ,· •;, .. : . ;': ~ 
• '' _.. . • ' ' . • -.1 • . . t;'·' ' . . .. 

.· .. :-._ . .' • · is a peculiar· document which ~an only be understood on the basis · 
. . ' . . . 

' . . ' ' , 
• '. ( • ' ' ' .• I • ,- '•! ' 

, , , I , , ~1. 

· · . , .. ,.· · .·ot contemporary inte.ll~c'.t,ua.l currents. ·· Nothing was. said of faith 
' ' ' . .. ', . . . ' ' '·. . . ' •: ... . . ' 

.. .. . ,.°~;~-.: .·. · .. or· piety J the advantages. <of .,Jud,is.°', ~ver··::. ,~tJ{er .. religions: were 
,., . . 
•I• • \ 

' •', '' ,, . ( 

. ' . ' . ~ . ' . . ' ' 

. : -· . . . ; : ' ·• 

' . 
' . ' . , 

., 
. . • • '. ·., . ~ ' l, 

' . ' 
'" . ' . ' ' 

' 

• I • • ,_, M.,. 

indeed mentioned, but not clariified •. It was not a Confessio 
. ' ' ' . 

. • \ • .'4- \. • . . ., . . ' . • . • 

. -J~d~i ca but ·. a· 'htimag~: to. ~h~ .1a t~ ~~\·~rope an _· s'chool of thought in 
~ • . . •J, • ',: '• ' ' ;' ' . • ., ' • . :'. ._- ' 

·•. ,. • '' ! . • ' . 

science, in history of· religion and particularly of the religious 

evolution of Israel. The layme~ d_id not get mu.ch out of this plat-
. \ . ' . 

. . . I • I" 

. ·: :rorm, they did' not 'i•earn, what: to believe and what t~ d~,but' obly 
'. I •• ' • ' ' , ' • • 

what· not to pelieve·. ~nd not t.o do, Th~~e vas an emphatic denial. of . . . 

' . ·• 

' .. • . ' · · . . ·, · · ·, · : · ··.. , · ·49 
· .. · · .. tlie validity of· ifose.ic legislation." · · · 

. ' .' . : \ 
'' '. . . , : . ~ 

,.. ·~ . '.'·. ~ 
'•,.: ..... ~ ', _ _:. . ' 

. . ' ·i ' ' . . 

' '' '. ,' . ' . ·. . ' . . 
In defense of the Platform; it must be &ckno,rledge~ that 1t 

. '. ,: . 

: ·. : •;': .. } .. / .. ·::, .. r~presented tl1e e~d,;.product or: soc_ial, economic and intellectual 
' . ' . ' . ' . . ' . . . 

. '.. ~.: ' .. - : . . developme_nts '.which -'~~re occurring in _,the lo.te nineteenth. centu~y. 

. : ::::_> _::-,. ::, . :/ The Platform und.oubtedly rep_resent~~ the convictions of' a ~a.rge 
. '' . ' . , . ' . 

.t • _. 

•. -.. 

percentage of American Jewl'y, ,rho having left their European home

lands to seek political and religious f~eedom,. desired to become 

' . ' -

satisfactorily integrQ.ted·into the "American way of life." -This 

Platform offered these iDDDigrants an "American Judaism" which 
-

· permitted them great freedom in belief and ritual, and which ·at 

the same time delineated a number o~ guiding principles which 

placed a limitation· on their freedom. . TJ;iose Jews who sought 
' . 

absolutely binding, dogmatic principles were disappointed by ·the 

results of the conference_. But; i~ 'an age of "reason and freedom11 
' . ' . . . 

' . ' . 

it would have been incongruous for Reform to have formulated a more 
. ' 

dogmatic· •~platform or··beliefs'.' tl1a.n it did. ·. · 
. : . 

Although the Pittsburgh Platform cannot technically be spoken 
.. 

· of as respresenting the official position _rif Reform Judaism (since . ' 

' 

48 

the c.c.A~R., the official organization ·of the Reform movement ,ras. · 
' . . 

not founded until 1889), in actua~ity ~t did serve as such a 
• ·1 • 

' ' ' 

declaration. It helped to guide Reforin thinking for forty years, 

· and was not replaced from its impor~an~ position until the adoption 

of the Columbus Platform in 1937.-

C .C.A,R. ----
The Pittsburgh Conference was adjourned with the understanding 

that the rabbis yould meet again in Cincinnati the followi~ year. 

It ,re.a intended that the Pittaburgh Conference should be the first 
,· 

of yearly conferences, However t .. ey did not meet. 

- In 1889, a group of Reform rabbis who were attending a con

vention of the ·union of American Hebrew Congregations in Detroit 

decided t.o found a central rabbinical conference, and at that time, . · 
. . ' 

. . . 

· the Central Conference of American Rabbis ya,s organized. In 1890, 

the first annual meeting of the c.c.A.R. took place. It met at a 

... 

. .. 
; 'r ,·, •• 

' • ·:i ' 
. , ' 

' ' 
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' . 

' ; :. ' 

,• ·1 ;·-; ·, 

I , 1 • ? I, \ , • 

•) • ·,· 'I :,. 

. ~ ' 

.. : . 

• 

. ' 

·, 

· • time when the cu~r..,~t philosopbical, sociological and scientific 
. . . . . - ; . 

• . 1: ~ • ... 1 

, 1' . •' . , ' 1 :· , · , • . " ' .. 
. . . . , . . . , I , . . 

foranalationa of the ·age presupposed· the· inevitability of a constant 
'' ' 

change for the:, better. Th• i~ea.s ·or Hegel, Spencer and Darrin nre 
. ·,;,. I •, 

' . 
·.being interpreted s·o as to in4;ica~e an optimistic future. Reform 

, •, • I • " 

I ,' I • • • ~. 
' . ·, .,., , '( l, -~ . '•' 1' 

·' 

'. r:. 
' ' 

' ' 

' " 

' 

· was now at its zeni~li · i!n terms of influence ·and nuabers. It felt· i.t . 
' ' 

' '. . ,.·- . ' 
. ' ' ; ~ I . ~ • ' ' 

· knew from where it derived· it ·authenticlty and it believed that it had 
• ,I ,, ; . I ' • 

. aucceaafv.lly won its battle to justify itself.· Go.od times seemed to 
•: ; _· ·, ·'•.· ;. ,_·.· :., ,•· • • ,.• ! r'• ~ ' - ·• '.·• ,, . , ' 

' ' 

, . I' ·. :fbe first· c·.c.A.R. Conference began by passing a resolution 
• ' I , , • 

which· .declared that the previous .German and American Ref''orm Conferences 

' ' 

were to be the basis of .~his Conference'• authority. It read aa 
' ' 

· : .. followss 
. . . ' ' . . 

"ReaolTed, That the pr~ce'~dings of all the modern 
' ' ' 

·,•,' . . .. 
• . . • ',t 

' . 
'' 

• ' •,.• ,' I 
, , .. ' '• 

' ' 

' ' 

. Rabb~nical Conferences fr.om that held in Braunschweig · in 1844, and 
' ' 
' 

.. including all. like assemblages held since, shall be taken as a basis 

for the ~ork ·of this conference in an endeavor to maintain in un

broken historic, succession the formulated expression of Jewi·sh thought 
-·~. . 

• .. a.mi life of each era ... 50 Thus, the Conference happily .looked upon 

,,- itse·1t as the lat·est link in the chain of Reform tradition. 
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. . CHAPTER SIX. 

Creedal Attempts (1890 - 1910) 

!a.!.t_E.!,r,!P!.a.! !lll!!i&r!.t!o!. 

Reform'a "happy state ot affairs" was rudely disrupted,· ,rhen, · 

beginning in the 1880 's, hundreds·· of thousands of' Eastern European 

. Jews began emigr~ting to America. They were fleeing from terrible 

political opp~esaiona and violently anti.;..Semitic outbreaks which 

the.F.astern European countrie~, especially Rusaia,·auddenly began 
' ' ' 

directing against. the Jews in those countries. These Jews had 

not experienced any :&nancipation. , They had not been confronted by 

the ·Enlightenment. When they came to America, tl1ey ·brought with , 

them a very strong emotional and loyal adherence to Traditional 

Judo.ism. By 1910 these &stern European Orthodox Jews, together 

with ·the Orthodox already in America, greatly out11••mbered the .· 

Reform Jews, perhaps by as large as fijfive•:.to,_-ione majority. 

This sudden, oven-helming wa:ve or inmigration had.a profound 

effect on Reform Juda.ism •.. Suddenly, almost overnight~ Reform found 

itself toppled from its position as t~e most popular form of ' ' 

Judaism· in America. Unexpectedly, .it found itself on the defensive, 
. , • ,-r, 

under heavy attack from an extremely powerful and aggressive foe.· 

. The · Ortho~ox rabbis grew more v~~iferous · aa their' position 
. - -~ ' . 

became more and more th.e domin~nt. one.· As a result of the large 

scale innnigration, the f.o.rtunea of· the Orthodox changed virtually . 
, . • -, .~ • ;r- • . : . . , , • - . • . . -

overnight. Attacks lik~> the.· fol-l~wing w•re dai_li ~eaped upon the 
. ' ' ' ., . ' ' . '· 

heads of the Ref~rmerac. "In truth,· there is no difference whatso-
' ' . 

ever between these Jews and· the .Christiana. They do' not merit the 

name 'Jews' (simply) ~e~ause they believe in one God, for Moslema 
- r • ' .•• • .' •, ' . ' 

' ' . ' 
' ' 

,, 

; •· 

'' 

,. 

. ' -. 
• I 

' ' 

\ 



1 ' ' ' • ' . 

51. 

:,;t;;:r: . ~lao beiieYo(iiD ollll, GCNI,~ (They do Dot merit t t. b8catise they) beli■Ye 

· < '\ \'. • iD the imortal~ ty of. ii:~ ~~). , f Or ao '.do th~ Chr_:I. atians U ,Are their 
. :, ; . ' 

• I , , · ... -~ogllea different from Chrt-siiaD ~hurchea? No!. ID the (synagogue) . . 
. '· ·t·.,. 

. ... ' . l,: ,; . . : 
._ . __ .· ·• st_ructure itself there is not the slightest differe~ce. · The sermons 
• • • I '·', ,, . '' 

'.· .... : ·.' ' . . . . . . . . '' 

of their preachers are exactly the same as those of Christian ... ' . 

., ' 
l ' ' 

' . "'''. ' I .- •. ', • . . . 

, . , . . 11 51 
preachers ••• -e~c. 

' .Reform reactioJi ,t·o ·the threo.~ of· Orthodoxy generally assumed 
. . . . . .· ' 

either one of two f o~ms. . Ei the~ Or.thodoxy waia llenouced and . th~ 

differences b:etween the ·two groups streased, ~r the ·opposite approach 
' .. 

' ' 

,ras taken; there was ·a_n attempt made to minimize the differenc• be

·. tween Orthodoxy and ·Refoi"m and t·o speak of a "United Israel". Sur~ 
• • ' I • ' 

' . 

' ' ' . ' . 
. · prisingly, it waa_ Kohler who ,raa the champion of the latter approach. 

. . ',, 

. ' . . 
i .. 

. \ '. '; ' 

' ' . ' ' 

1. I• I . . ··.• . 
' . ' . . 

' . 

The new c~nditions~·caused a great. ~hange in his position. · Just 
' . ' . . 

,~ight years after the Pittsburgh Conference, be said the f'ollowingt 

''The banner of ltef'orm· at all times does, did and shall stand for 
. _\ ' . 

' ' ' ' . .· ·· · Judaism one and inseparable, for a Judaism broad, comprehensive, and 
' • ; ·~ ,.. t 

, •. I . 
. . . . ' ' 

. . .. ~ ,,... :: '. ·" : ' . 

large-hearted ,nough to a.11-~t.·,ride differences of opinion, of belief· 
' I ', ,'\•, 

' 

and of practice, and yet solid, strong o.nd uncompromising in the 
" ,i,: 

··•·•·:_ ··>-~:: '' ·. -m.aintenance and defense '.or its ~terna.l principles of faith and its 
. . . 

'. . f ,'. ' 
. , 

·time-honoured institutions ••• 
,' ' ,· I ' 

In front of Atount Sinai:, -,Israel was One, One God, One taw, One 

' ,. · Bum~nity, and One people appointed to. stand by this ·unity., ,Not to 
;_ • • '! .. 

cause~ but to prevent br.e~ks, ref;o~ m~aaures were at all times 

- 52 ~ 
proposed and taken.". 

,. .. . 

On the other band, the more consistent ''radical II reformers, like 
,• 

' .. . . , ' 

' ' . 

:&nil G. llirsch did not· change their positionst "Friends,· we are a 
... ', 

_, .· ·· Jewish congregatio~ and .still. ha.Y'.e the 111ost modern religion, ••• If 

•. . , 
' ' . . .. 

' ' . 

. .: ·i ( :- ·.. ' 

' ' . ' ... 

' .. 

' ' 
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' \ 1; 
• ' ' . ! • ' • . • -, ~- . ' 

,re come to cons~lt rea·lly irho are. our cO.:.religio~~ts, we ·:s~~1-1' di~-:~,:"~.:.·:-:,~;) '. .. · 
• • • • • ,' I •• _1 I . ' ', -· .. • • • ' ', • 

' .. . .· ,_ ; '. : . .. 

-cover_ that we have :more '1n· c·o•onw.ith .the Unitarians and· Ethical ·.;·ti·•·:•·. //·•.': ·_·• 
. . ' . ' · ... ·_ 

. • '" • :. 'I" • ' . 

C_ulture p~ople than vith the Orthodox Jew. We shall not leave the . · .-· __ ,.-.,· · .. 
, • , . ·r . . ,. • . 

Orthodox jews _for the sake of establishing ourselves distinct from· 

them-, but we_ ·shall try and must ,try to. bring them up to. our ~mplitudec 
. . .. • 

· · and . see our _ own_ cons_tJ"ucti on. ~f • _J~dai sm, ·. · We . must . mi a~i oni ze -. among, •-. 

'th u53. em •.•• - . 
. ' ' 

' . ' 
' 
' ' 

... 

· Demands For a · Creed · -------·-·--

. ,I' 

. '• . . . . ,, 

: ' ' ' . . .. 
';· .. 

. . . . . 
'. 

Reform .. leaders were beset rith requests from JDany ~ongregants .... 
. . . ' 

for a strong, definitive Ref~rm pos:i.tion: to counter the Orthodox 

ch~rges of heresy and. unbe_lie~. The Pittsburgh ~~-~~form, .with its ·_:_:: 
. ' ' . ' . ' ' 

' 
,' ; ' . . 

'• 

' t 

' ' 
: ,1 

r ' 

'. ' 4 ' 

' .. 

' . . ,, ' .. ' 

' ,• ' 

collect~~n of bro~d, universal concepts, did not s~~m to 'offer the' 
'. '., .··, 

: . , ,: ' . ' 

·:. '. .' 

kind ,of uneq~i vocable posi.ti on n~cessal'.i to op~~,se a bel lig~rent . 
. . . ' : ' ' . ' 

Orthodoxy.. There arose· deme.n~s for a cr~ed. and a._· synod which wouid, ·-.· -: ... _·. 
. . 

give Reform an effective, authoritative answer to:, Or~hodox attacks 
. ' ' ' . ' . . .. 

.. ' 

As a result, during the years 1890 -:1910, there·arose· in Reform· 
' . ' . : . .:, ' ... '' : . ' 

• ," ~ ' , , I 

' . 

. ' ' 

a bitter internal struggle oyer th~ questionss "Should Reform · 
-' '. 

• , • , • • / ., ·, ·• I ' ', • '. • • • ': • ,_: •• , 

Judie.ism ~ave a creed?" , and. ~•Sh~ul_.d .R~form be governed by a: Synod?". · · .: > :,.· 
• • • • 4 • • , • ' , r • . _ , .' , '. . . .. . 

The move to establish a ~-r~ed and a synod represented t,ro ·_,. '.' .· . 
. . t' . : ' . 

,' ' I ' , I • 

· diff' erent side_s of the. ~ame coi~. ·. l3oth were· manifestati_'~ns of th~ ·. · ··• 
,, ... '''.; ; ', 

desire to establish an ~uthoritative structure within Reform. The 
. : . 

' . . : ' 

creed, ,r~ich would __ have-'be,n the a,t~oritative doctrinal pronounce-. 

ment and the Synod, which would have been_ the authoritative legis- · ·' 
. ' ~ 

. ' . 

lo.t'ive body·,. dominated the C."C!,A.R. Conferences for· over ten years. . ' . ' 

Often both· issues. we~e- _ included together in the speeches of some 
' ._.... ' . ·.·· . . ' ' ' ' 

, • •.11' ' ~r 1 · 

rabbis. Obviously' if 80111~.one, conte~ded'i;_f·or ; ·~reed' implied in his 
' ' .. , f,l, . 

' '· 

' . 

. .• . ·.-· . 
' . ' 

• . . 
'. 

' . . 

.. . . . 
. ', . 
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. ' 

po_ai~ion was the est-.blishment ·of some form of authoritative body · 
• I . ' . 

' 

which would issue the creed and give it.the necessary authority. The 

reverse ns not necessarily true. I.t,: was possible to support . the · 

:'.":':'.·::-:;·;,_: creation of a Synod which could make authoritative judgments in 
·' 1 ''. ••• •: •• • , J, 

.. halachic and ritual matters and yet .be opposed to the for~lation 
• . • ~ - .<' , "',. I 

' 
I ,• • : • • ', • • ' 

. . . ' 

.-·:_-).,'·':'/-.. -';_\_'',•. ____ ·_ .-:_, .. ' . ' . . ' . ' ,' . ' . 

: :<.}:.::. · ··or·.a·ny authoritative theological ptono11ncement. The 1·asues were 
. : ' ' ' ' : . : ' '. ' . ' ' ' ' 

'. .. · _; :· :c~licated and co~used by the .var_iety of different po~itions taken 
< ' ' 

.·. • ... ·. pro and con by a great DIIDlber of rabbis on· th8se matters: 
- ' . . . ' . ' 

'j ' • '. ' • ' ' 

' ' . . ' -' ' - , . ' ' ' ., . . ,, . . ' . . ... . ' ' . 

•.·•·•···• · .. · .. ··. ationa in Reform during these hectic Yect,:rs froin synodal attempts, . 

. . : •. · Nev9rthelesa, for tl)e sake of clarity in understallllfng~ we shall 
' : ' . ' .-~ ' '.'· . . . ' ' ' ' ' . ' ' . 

. · ' ::. · ·: · discuss creedal attempts in this choptel'! and leave our discussion 
' \ ' . . . . . 

,'.''' . ' ' 

. · · · of the Synod r or the next chai,ten. · 

· ·,. .'::: , :,- : :''. ': · . .' ' . Isaac .Mayer Wise constantly urged the formulation of a creed 
. . . . . . ,· 

' . 
. (. :·. .::- ·. , throughout. his tenure as president of · the C ,c ,:,.',R, Typical of hi& 

0 • I ':• • '.•, • •• ,\. • < • • •• ' I 

·. · i r···:•:' ._:, ·,. · strong co~victions is the ·roll,owing 1 (1898.) "Before I close, permit · 

· .me to reiterate my old. problem, to lay before the world a clear and 

. 
. · .. •· ,!:·.· . : : .comprehensive sta~ement ·or the_ principles· of Judaism-call them 

. . . . ' . ' . . 
' ' 

.. ·· · · .. i_dogmas, prin~iples, doctrines, precepts,.or by any·other name-but 
.. ,; ' 
'' 

. : · , : · •_,;}. : : let the vorld know clearly and distinctly ,rpat is the subst~nce of 
, . ',''•I ' . , . . . . . 

. . . . ' 

·. 

- ,, ' 
.. • / • . ,, ''I I 

,· ' . 

. '·. •. . ,_ ~-' . . ' 

.. ',, ,· 

: ~u~aiiim,· what are its cr:i;teria of dist
0

inction from other· religious 
' . . " . . ' ' 

.. systems, and what is the· scientific; philo~ophic or documentary 

evidence -upon which these princip.les rest ••• But let us no longer 

stand before the world as a denomination rithout principles ••• If 
: ' ' .. ' . ' 

we are ~ee.-c_hera· in IsraeJ·•·• .let.~us define it for him and for the 
,· : '. '1 • . . . ' • :· . ~ ' . ·, • ' 

.. world, and let not the CO~~r;gatiOJl of' isra•l be like sheep that 

have 1:10 pastor. "5.4 < Thus• 'Wise sought a. creed which would define the 
{ 

,1·• ' 

• . . . . 
,· 

• 

I ,, 

I 

... " 
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.,. 

' \ .• 

nature of Reform. 
I :• ; ',, . . ,• 

Kaufmann Kohler, wh·~, in his struggle rith Alexander Kohut ~ad ,. 

' ' 

' ' 

emerged as the champion of ~form, sought to prevent a creedal · 
' ' ' 

tU1111Ulatio~ •. He opposedit On two grOunds, F1~8t, he r~cognized · 
. l • 

' . 

that for Reform 1's continued existence i~ had become necessary not to 

give the· impression that Reform -was ia s~parate sect, disconnected· 
• • ~-1 . . . . . • . • 

' l, • 

from the mass of the Jewi_sh· people. ltWhosoever
1 

follows the battle 
• ' I ,. ' •' •,; t, , . ' ,(' ... -•. . '., • 

cry: Shema Yisrael is a Jew •. .:~rk' w~:11l,1 · There i~ no plural· i~ 

the verb sh 'ma 7. hear; no plural to the. noun Israel •. There is but 

one Israel. The people s~~t· 'forth ·to proclaim .God's _Unity t~ the 
' , 

world throughout the ages·-:should show one solid front to the nations 
' ' ' . 

One God,, one humanity, ·and one Israel-this is our creed-we have· 

no·other n55 
• • 

' 

Secondly, Kohler had a fear, share~ by other members of.the 
C . . . , , . 

onference, tl1at a cree_d would stunt Reform's progr~ss, by limiting . 

one's freedom in theological matters. 

In 1903, Max Margolis delivered his famous address on "The · .. · .. · 

Theological Aspects of Reform Judaism". In this extremely important 

speech Margolis discussed in a very learne~ manner what he believed 

. the essence of Reform Judaism to be. Within his long lecture, 

Margolis included the first comprehensive, formal Reform Jewish creed 

ever to be submitted to the C.C • .LR. for considermtion. It came at 

the end of his speech and he recommended that this cree_d, or a creed 

similar to i.t be adopted by a· Synod composed of Reform rabbis and 

laymen which he urged be established • 

' . 

·-~. ; . . . . . 
' ~ ; . ' -. ' ' . 

: ·-'. 1 . . 
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~ ·. . ,~~·-,.· ·. . [ . -~ 
I • ! \ ' ' , ,. '. • 

,- · .:· _,:· _ · .. : · : . He _began by surveying:·_t~e hi·s~-~ry· of German '~form, and attempt-
, ' : . 1,. ( . . '. :.· :i,': . ·, ' ' . . ' ' . . . . 

.· ,.--::···: · . : ed to show that Reform Judaism ha.'1,_be~n a religious movement with a 
. _'f . ' ; ' ., . . • -, . 

• ··,r• 4 • • " • -

_. -~ ,./}:\\,:"i', ·: _~he_ological basis vir,tuallY, .t,rom~-i~~ _ inc.~pt~~n_. This t~eological 
• • ' I • ' '• l : • 

. ,, ':, _, '· . . ~ ' . :: . . . '. . ' 

. :·· .·:.·- . /. basis represe,nted the essence of Reform··Judaism •. 
' ' -,. 

. .: . ' ,• . -· . . -, ' 

For Margolis., "t~e t~e.olo~ian,_ ~y dint of· philosopbic~l insight 
• • ' j I 

. ' ' 1' 
,. :, , : ' '.'. ~ '::· . . " ·. .. 

' , .. ·:,·;_ ·.·! ~·--·_ and of a peculiar. tact' which·· kn~-: how. to ·seize' ·upon :the constant 'and 
.. 

' , . ,. 
' i • , ·. ' • ' • ' ·, • • ' • • . . • ' ' ' • 

. :-'.: :'.:·,-:· ·esae_ntial and living, seeks to sum up in one definite number of leading 
• ,' \•,<.:i/•,•; I • ::•: • • • • • 

· .. ,· _ principles, called dogmas, wh_ich _in,their totality _make up the creed 
i . . . . : ' , . ' 

' , , ,, . · · 56 · · ·. · 
·- of the Church." ,This ·was wha~ Mar.golis sought to do for Reform 

' ' ' . . 
\, ,' ' . 

. ' 

.. ' I. . • 

'Jud~ism. He traced-.. the -various Jewish theological attempts t~ &ate 
,,. ' . ' . . '. ·.' . ·,.. . : ,_ ' 

;' ··. ·. : __ t ' ·. "the_. essential beliefs of J~daism,: discussing i• some detail the view• 
' ' . , ' ' . ' . ' . . ' . ' . 

' ' ., ' ! • • • 

. -•. ,•\•.:i _ .... :·,,, ·,, :'-· : ·, .· . . 

· . ,:-.: · i; ,· of. the Bible, Talmud, and the- other main Jeri sh· sources· · and th~ 
. ' . . . . . . ' 

I " • ' • ',' ' ·, • • \ .-:- ... ; 
• ' ' I 

·-_.philosophical views _of Saadia, Philo, Judah Ila-Levi and Atai~oriide·s~ 
' . . . : . 

' ,,:.• ; 

. . . . . ' 

· · .. Margolis gave credit to_ .the German Reformers Holdheim, Geiger 
' . ' . . ' 

. . . ' . 

· -- s. Hirsch, Einhorn, and- ·above all lsaa.c lfayer \Vise, for having un-
. . 

:: ·:· tangled the "imperishable' et.ernal religious par.t of Judaism from 
i . . 

' . 

· , :-' <·: ·:: _ , the perishable, that_ is, the nationalistic aspects. 1157 For the■, 
. . · .... i· .' ' 

this was. the primary justi_tication for the emergence of Reform, 
t .' . ' ·' • 

_ · .· ~eform, ideally, was a, modern attempt to "reformulate" the basic . . . ' . 
.. 

· -· .. :,_::_~ ;i.: --_. : religious teachiag~ ·of· Judaism which had in the past· been imperfect-
- , ' -.- '. . . , . ,I , • . 

' . . ' . . 

. ·. - <" :· ·· · ly and leas adequately expresaed, but which now in Reform were 
. '•. ' 

._ · ,i being taught in a more purer manner. "In this fundamental assertion 

.. /.: · lies. the theological aspect of Reformed Judaism. 1158 . Closely follow-
, 

. 

. i~ the Maimonidean cr,ed in its form, Alargolis then presented what 

,,: ~• believed to be the Creed:·or Reformed Judaism. He divided bis 
. . ' 

-_-·_. _Creed into four divisionas Theology, Anthropology, Psychology and .. 

' . : ,. · Ecclesiology. In essence, this. is his creeds 
' . . ' . 

' > •• 
1 - ~. -, ''• - • 

' ' ' - " -~ - -
' .-, . • • 

' . 

" 

• • 

' 
. . . 

. . 

j 
1 
' 
I 
i 
) 
' 

'• I 
! 
' . ' . ·f 

.1 
·' I 

/ 

,1 
j 

I 
I 

I 
I 
J 

i . 
i 

I 
j 
I 
I 

' 

. ' ' . ' : . 
' . . . 

.. 

A. Theolo,g - "I believe in God, the· .One, 

and Sustainer of the World" ••• •< l '• . • '• • 
• • ' < • • • 

' ·" . . '' . . . 
' ' I 

B. Anthropology - _11·1 believe that Man.possesses a Divine power·-·-
. . ' 

' . ' 
. . .. ;'/ ' : 

~. ' ~ . . . 

· wherewith he ma7 subdue evil impulses and passions,· strive to come ·. __ . · __ · .. : ,-:·:·:- ·.· ._. · 
.·. , . l . ' : . . . ; , .< :: ... _ . .,:"· ..... • ."> .: .. 

.. · , - , •. . , ·· ... i._.·'·,· .• ·r!;i'.":·•, 

nearer and nearerr·the pe_rfection of God, and comune with ·11m ,in· : ,· . ':·•\_: ,_. : · 
• . ' ; • • • ' •, . • I ,° ,; ' ' . • • • t \ . 

. . . 
•:. 

. . . . • J. .-

prayer. That select individuals ar·e, from time to time called by · : _. · '. · ·:·.-: 

God aa prophets and charged with.the.m.ssionof declaring His will 

unto men ••• That llan is subject to God 1a 1&11" and responsible to the ."· 
. . ' 

Searcher of. ;the· hwnan heart and the right·eous Judge for all hia . 
. . : . . 

. ' ,' . ' ' ' 

thoughts and deeds~• .That he who confesses his sins· and turns from . . . ' 

. . . . ' 

his evil ways and truly repents i~:'1,ovingly forgiven by bi's Father· 

in heaven •• .- - ' . ,• ' . ', 

C. Psycliolop - "I believe that the pious who in this life . · · 
/ . . :.·· 

~' t • ' • . ' 

obeyed God 1a Law and d~ His Will with·a· petfect heart, and those who 
. . . 

. •· ' 

truly repent, share, as immortal souls, in. the ever~asting _life of . 
.. . .. 

' . 

God.•• • , I I. , 
. ...... ' 

"' ~_; .. · 
·--, . 

. . . . . . . ' 

D. Ecclesiologz - "I believe -that l:srael was chosen by God aa . 
• • • • ·, • • • ·, ! ' 

; . ,( ' :• ·f I • . ,· 
. ~ . 'I ', .• • 

~ ' . . • . • ' . . .i . ' ' 

His annointed servant to proclaim· unto the families of mankind His 

i ' • ' ) . . . ' 

truth and, though despised and rejected of men,· to continue as His 
. ,·' . . 

witness until. ·there come· in ,e.ndl ·througb··_1ii111• the<kingdom of peace and •. 
. . ·• . ' . 

moral pe~fection and the fulneas of the knowledge of God, the true 
·/ 

' 

connunit) of the child~en. of the living God.1159 ..... . 
' ' 

At the concl~sion of his addreas, lfargolia moved that, a 

Conference C@1alttee be establiahed to f-.runilate. a creed, and second

ly that a Synod composed of rabbis aa well as laymen be created to 
. . . 

promulgate a creed and to deal authoritatively with present and :_-., __ ;· 

future problems of _American Jewry.· 

' '-' . .: ', ·'. ' . : . . 

':_.' ' '. 

! ' • -· 

. .• i. ·. 

. ' . 

. .',. : . . '.~ . 
.. . 

. . -.': 
. .. , . 

·'· .. ,. ; . '. 

. :, . 

. ' _i;.,1 ,- .\, .·.'. :·-·' 
' . . ' ' .' 

. : ·. ' . . /, ; . 

' 

. . 

' . . 
• 

'' 
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. ' . . . ' . . .. , 
Rabbi M. Friedlander thengaTe an address in which he reacted. 

.' .· '.: · ·,: · /,-strongly against the basic ideas of Margolis~ Friedlander gave 

. 
... · . · .. expression to the great fear that many rabbis held a.bout a creed, 

• • :· . . . I . . 

... : .·;, · · _ that it might prove disastrous to a libere.-1 religious· movement. . 
. ' . 

' .· i More basic, however, to Friedlander,'• .position was hi.a view that 
. . ' ' . ' . ' . . ' . 

•·. Reform differed mainly ·with Orthodoxy in matters of ceremonies and · 
·, " I •• ' .. ·' : . . ; . 

. :::--:_./,; / rituals, and not theologically.60 There was no need to force a new 
. ' . ' .. ~'.·:' . / 

' 

.' .. ·_: __ theology on Reform,. a creed which might turn Reform into ·a separate 
. . ' ' . 

' 

... 

. . 
'' . 

. . 
. ' ..... ' '. ' -~~· .. '·, 

' -. -~. c·• 

' . 

. .. . . 

. 

sect. Every theological change wh:iqh had o~curred in Judaism in the 
. . . . r . , . , 

'. . . : 
. ·•. ,/ ·.. : . 

past ·had . come about unconscioualy ;· :and not through th·e promulgation 
. . . . . . 

. ' . ' ,· ,• .. ., ' .... 

-· of any synodal pronouncement. 
. ... ', 

. ' 'I , i 
'' . ' . 

. The great desire of ,Ret,orm, to ·rema_in- a part. of the people of 
: . ~ . 

Israel was manifested in Friedlander 1 8 rejoinder• . . There was a fear . 
. \ 

. •I • 

I . • ' ' , " '. r ·, , •. • . . . 

· of dividing Reform ::from the-Jeli'.,i.sh',·.masaes,,'.1tii>_ paradoxically, were 
' •. ' 1. • • . / • 

becoming increasingly.doininated_.bythe Ee.a~ European iDBDigrants. 

. Twenty yea.rs before this concern h~d been of little i'mportance. Now, 
. : \ ' . 

. . . ' t 

the tables had been turn.:ed! "Let our cry bes .. ~ne Juda.~sm, and one 

theology ••• Whe.tever reform is_. doing 'must, bre~the a spirit of union. 
. ' . . ··• ' . ' 

Whatever questions and problen1s ,·are brought before, and solved by 

this Conference m~st be questions. ancl _problems of,- Israel,, not of . . . 

.. 

Friedlander also· offered a long list of objections to ~fargolis' 

· ':creed. It_ used vague language; e.g. what .does 'di vine spark · ~n man' 

. m~aln? There were no prerequisites for being a prophet. It was . . 

verbose a~d ambiguous on the problem of immortality. He claimed that 
. . . 

_· l.iargolis did not offer anything on the question. of ethics~- and did 

not deal with the inin1ense · problem of the So.bbo.tl1. Friedlander said 

' ' 
' 

I 
. ! 

I 
i 
i 
l 
I, 

i • 
I 
·, 

I 

I 
! 
' I 
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' . "'.. ~ 
. . '.. ' . ~, '. . ' . . : . . ·-

tho. t Ma.~golis should have. sta.tre'd in:- uneqlii rocable language . his·· · · 
• ' ' I . '•J._ • \' I• . ' ~ -; ~~• ·, •, I:,; 

_ posi~ion on freedo111 of the •will, authority of •t4e Bible,· ·on the_:·_ ·, 
. ' ' ' 

' 
; ' .. , . . . . ·, . . . . . . ; : ' . . 

· ., .62 °' 
problem of Rev&la ti-on. ,. , · · - ' · ._ .: · 

' '•. 
• 1 • . j •• 

• • • ' - )· • • • 1 ' • 

A committee was chosen to study and discuss Margolis 1 · ideas. : 
' . ' ' . ' '. . . ' . ' i . •, ~. • • 

j . ' ' 

Kaufmann Kohler was selecte4 as its :cha.i:rman. The· report of this 

in 1~05. 
.. .· . ·, . 

' . j ' ~, 

For t~e most ,part, .t~e. report._was ·Y•.~t· critical ot Margolis' - - · · 

auggestio~s, and showed -very' little interest in. them. It expreas~d · 

. Kohler's strong. conce~n ~hat a·Ref'orm creed.al _pronouncement would 
• ' • . I '. . ; ' . •, ,' .: ! ... , J . ' ,' ' • • I • ' ; \ ' . '·, 

. , •, ' . . • "! I 

split.Reform off -from American Jewry. "lny attempt at formulating 
. . . 

, . .. ' 
a creed f~r one section of Juda.ism ri th the· exclusion of the rest, 

. . ' 

is a dangerous P,roceedingwhich should by all nieansbe discouraged, 
' ' . . 

as ·it tends to create .a schism in antagonism to the spirit and 

tradition of Judaism. Furthermore, your COD111ittee observes in the· 

paper a certain_ tendency to lend to Reform· Judaism the character ~f 

finality which is in dir•ect contradiction to the principle of 

historical progress· and continuous grorlh upon which it is essential.;,. · : -. 

63- · .. 
. ly based. 11 The Committee recommended the 'publishing of a book · 

. . ' . 

,rhich would give a clear and comprehensive statement of the theo

logical principles of Judaism. This would answer the need for a 
. . 

. ' 

statement of what constitutes Jude.ism, but these principles would. 

not be finalized. They would not be authoritative. They would be 

"guiding" principles, principles which could be amended or cha~_~f .. 
. . 

. ' . 

if the need arose. They would not be a creed which each Reform Jew 
. . 

would be required ·to believe. 

. Interestingly, the ·cOIID,ttee, headed by Kohler, cri_ticized 

. llargolis I Creed for being too rational, too abstract. -They · _ 

. . 
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r·: S"·· . ,, ' 
. . , . ( . 

. . ' . . . 
, , _ • ,.1° I -', 

· , ·. considered it too philosophical a. document, 
, . not one suitable for 

I , I 

religious purposes. The death of ''The Age of Reason" bad coincided 

...... with the tremendous immigration :of, ~ste:r_n Europeans ·a.nd the sub-
. . , .' . . . ( ·' 
" . ' • ; . . ' . • - 1 

· ·., ·· · · .. ·· ~eq~ent decline in power of American Refo~~- · Twen~y years before it 
: r •. • ,' 

• . . . ' . -~-
' . . . . ! .. ' 

, . ' 
'.' '·. ·_ .. '• . ~. -., . ~ ; -- - ' 

., , 

, . 

would ho.ve . been :~~i~~- unus~~l itor:. on~ Reform :'tt,fnker to attack 
• ;~ ! - ' ' ; ' ' ' . r,,'', ' 
' ' • I I • • , • • 

· :a.~·other as being t:oo philosophid(t.~ 1. But times had changed, and 
' . ' . ' 

• ,1 , • ,I, 

Reason had fallen off its once high a~d mighty. throne. Kohler· 
. I' 

.. himself had said back .in 1894': , l'~ere 'is DO ,cioubt that the century 

'. 

, ' 

, . 

. . , 

. . .• ' . . , . . ·,· . 
' . ' . ; 

. ' •..• •i;. • •. ••,', ;_ ·\-~'.' .. 

· .. : has at its close come ·to. a/ re:t,rograde 111o!eme1nt·~ Intellectualism has 
. . . ' ,'. ~-.,, ·' , . ,. . ' :'7.. ' .. 

,. .. '' 
:;: . . .' ·~· 

•', 

exhausted its powers; Radicai.isni' has run mad. Reason, enthroned as 
. . . . . . ; ; 

·· · .· o. g~ddess at· the close ·of ~he· last_ century~. i's r~.~~ ·becoming a 
. . . . ' - . 

... ,.· 
. 

, . . . ' ,, . . . ' • '1.~~ 

· dr&aded .demQn •.•• 
, , 

With -all due deference to our sainted pioneers and tl1e still 

. living leaders· of Reform, I say_ that Reform theology, when based on 
. ' . . ' . . ' 

; . 1' . ' ' . 
, . 

I 

.· .. -·_sole. reason as· fundamental principle, is, or ,vas built on sand and 
. ', , ·' , 

' , . 
' " ' . . , 

quagmire. · Reason,, which often ends in doubt and anarchy, ·is a. 
' 

· corrective not a constructive force of humanity. All the great men 
, ' , . . , 

and· .events o~ history are impelled, not by. intellect, but by the 
· · · . ,··, · . ·. 64 

- •. inspiring power of faith." 
•, ~ ' . . . 

·· · · Margolis politely -reacted to the. report· of th~ Connnittee on 

' . 

· iii·s paper: .- 11.Th~r'e is so much common ground on w11ich all sections 

·stand that I do n~t apprehend tl1e fear that a clear formulation of 
I , 

_our own platform wil~ be construed as a schism._ •• Alodern Jewry, 

·· .. whether ,re wish it or· not,. is d_ivided ·at. lea.st into three larger or . . 

smaller cainps •• .-Zionists, ••• tl1ose who are naively Or_thodox ••• We are 

at the other end• to us the Jewish body is not an ethnos, but an 
, , ' . 

· 1 · tu look up· on the dispersion as final,· and- we would ecc es1a ••• ne 

I 

I 
I 

. j 
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'· . • •' I 1,I,~:••· ,~•.· • ,'. ,.•, 

t .· .~ .. ~- ··,., ·- ' . . .. - ; .. '; .•. ·• ~\\>'·,: >·:· ,: __ ·, :' 

with,_tthe :.,Chri:sti,an Church or any other body: ·'.'.' ·: · . _.,·.-,::: _; : .. co-ordinate ourselves 
. . . . . ' •' · .. 

. , .· 

. ' ' ' ' . . ·• . ' '.. ·; ...... :: -./' .. ':· ._ ·._·_.·,: :;;;'',':· ,, 

which take.a the ,r.l'ig'iou~i~interests ·o,- l)~an':kind into its keeping.••·· : <: ··.· . · · 
,. :·· , ·,. - ;. ~~- .. : ~. ·-.. ;~ ;. -:/ , :· .~ ·1 . .' . ··.•·r : ··t_:.i./:·.1 ;-, · .. , . 

1 ~ I • ' , ·· • , I , 

' ' ' ' · f . ' : . • • •• ' , ' ' ' I ' ' • ·, • , ' • 

A creed. let me· add, is not for the individual; i~ is rather for the . ·. , · ·' .. 
. ~ . ' 

.' .,, . . . . ": 

' ·, . 
·- t ,' ,' : . ' 

. ' . . 

. ; . :.-• . . . ' . . 

body. The Synagogue; >~:Dt'~r.der- ~o,-·compete:~wi th· the• Church and in 
' ' ' ' •. } ' . i; ,' . • 1, ~ ' ' . . . 

order to be· underst~odz'. by'the' Church ~~st·. ~ake h~~ position known. 1161> 
. ,,, 

, . , , • ; :1, , ,. ,.:,; , . " • 

He supported Kohler •s moti~n.·:t~at- .th,, Conference appoint a coD111ittee · . __ .- . : 
. . . . ' ,.· ' .- :., , , _;. ' , . 

l ' • ' >' •• ' 

to look int.o the ,posSib~lit,' of'publishing 8: book on a systematic ,· : :;/.) 

Jewish theol.ogy, a book :which·. would ~race thei historical development·. . .. ·<: ,~. ·:· . 
( , ' • , • , •• , • :-:- 1' :~ • ' f ' . . , ' . '\ . 

of Jewish rel~gious beli~fs,. and which wouid set forth the beliefs•· · 
. , 

.held by modern Jews. 
, , . 

· · ~iargolis • plea. for a cree·d· _and a Synod di~• 11ot meet with much 
.. ' . ' '' . ' , '' . . . .· . . 

. , . 

. . ' . . ,, . 
,, 

. . . 

success. This scholarly effort to convince Reform.Judaism that it 
. ' . ' . . . . . . 

. ., . 
V •· • ',, • • 0 

.· neede·d an internal authori~y, an. auth9r-i ty which could establish · . · , . ' ;, 

: I·' . 

Ref.orm solely as, a :Chu~~~ a.nd which WO\lld have·' the power. to. fo~~u:late 
. . . ' : 

.· an authoritative creed, st~uck too many rabbis as being a · "return ·to 

. Orthodoxy•i • Thus, Ailargolfs··, fut,ile · attempt to -~reate ~nterest in ·. 
. , 

establishing a creedal form la.ti.on for American Reform Judaism, ·. !'.: • · · 

' : · .. 
. •, . 

. . , , 

. . ' . . . . 
,,.. . :·_ ~ . 
. . ' . ' 

an effort which· .domina.ted the Conferences of 1903 '""7 1905, marked t_he.,;:. :'. ,. ,: · . ' . ': ( •·. ; . 

·turning-point for this i·ssue ., · ·· 
..... 

., . 
: 

'' 
'' l • 

.. :.i' ... ; ·: • 

, , , 

!h!. !t,ie!!!,P,i· !o_W!,i,ie_a_Sz.s,ie!!~!i!_!h!.o!oa_. ' , . 

Kohler's motj.on, ,-hich. he raised after he finished his report. on-< 
, , , 

Alargolis' p~pe~, to, have the . Conference establish· a. cormni ttee whi~h . 
. . . . • . ' .. : • " ( .. ' .,' . . . ,· . ' . I, . • ~:. 

would compose an extensive book ori Jewish theology, :was. passed. · A .. ·. 
. ' . . ' ' . . 

. Comittee on the Elaboration of a Systematic Theology ye.a created, 

· with Samuel Schulman as ·it:~ chairman. The formation of this commit

tee was apparently done to placate those dissident members who were 

. ' , ·. .•, j_ ,,., ,· .' •• . . ... 
• 

• 
, . 

. ! ,-

I 
:_. ' ";. I• •• r • . '• 

\ 

. ' 
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·'· 'I ': 

: ~. 

' . . 
. ·,, '. ·., ' 

I. I • ~ 

. 
.. : ·> co~tin~ally agitating .fo~ the·· .. f.o~~:t·ion of· a creed. It would serve . 

• - . ' . ' • I . . • •• < I ,' • . 

' - ' ' ' ' '· •, 

. 
. , : .... : . 

... . . . . 
~ .. . . 

/, . '' .. , 

' ' ◄ ' • ' ·'. 
" ' ' • • ,' M 

·yet not really achieve anything, and .this is ·exactly what happened. 

' .- ' 
' ' . ' 

. ,,: . ' . . . ' : . , . ' 

··· :_ ::;:,.: .. :.:·\.. >·: ::that time, Sch~lman recog~iz~~ t~e __ :'i~ossibili ty of writing a book 
:·,.-;_,/;'i.(':>?ii,·:'·····,:_'.·,'· ... ',- ~ , .. -.~ i' . 

' ' ... ' . . . . ' . . ' 

• . • • •,-_: • . ,:_ I, . 

,, i 

'' 

on a systematic theology for ,,udaism and ·mo.de the following state-
·- , ., 

' .. ,. . : 

. •;;;·,:, !Dent, "For the last 'rew yea~s til~ie h~a b!)~n l"epeated 'discussion as • 
.• . .--,.::·,:\:.~•-\~-I, .... •,:>••·, .. ••·~••,~ ' ' • '·, •' • ~. • ' • •,".': ~,f', ~:•, •,,•,t~\<i /:,·,•· •,·· • • 

·• · •. :.:•::.
1
: < · .. to .the necessity of a .cre~d, :or Slfl!'Dary of_,-principles, -which she.11 

,• '•r : , ~' • . • , • l • 
"_:' ,''.•· .. ·. "' . ·.. . .~· ., .. ;; ' .. , ' 

' ._, I .. , ~ -~~~-~~ f' _'· . 

,\i•''. '';I .. ,' ' ·• put an e'nd to ,rhat is deplored as the anarchistic individualism 
' ,' :, . ' . , .. • , 

.rampant' in Refor~-·Ju~ais~.' 'This so~called anarchy; .however, is very. 
• l j •: ••,, L ' ' ' • , t,i ,-,,• ,~• '; -~•: .. ~,,;: ••• <, • 1,, ,, ' ,_',.·•~,; :-,),, • •.,,:', ,'' , :"-" • ', .! • • ' 

· · : ·._.; much exaggerated •. As a matter of :fact, actual unanimity as to the 
. ' 

' . 

; . , . ' -
· · fundamental principl~s e:x;ists, as ~an be· ·seen from the lea.ding 

•.: . r, <., , , . 

. . . ·' 
.·thoughts· in pulpit discourses, and f·rom the practice in .the public 

I '.,' ; ' -''. t 

: : :, ·_::/-·.·: ·:i::_ ·,r~rship and daily l~fe of tllose who are .members of reform 
; . ,' ' . . .' ', . . . . ' . 

. . . . ' . . 
• J ' •• 

· congregati'on·s. · 
. . . ,· 

' ' - ' . ' . . 

' . ' . . 

. . It is contrary to the genius of Juda.ism and to its historical 
'' 

: ·. · ... ' ·. development to manufacture cr~eds· in Conferences.: Whatever authority 

·: . ·. · . in matters ·of theology was established in the past, came about 
' ·, '. . . . '., _·. ,,··,._ ·. ' ' . ., ' ' . ' ' . ' . 

i . ' • ' • • ' . 

' ' • '. 1 ~- ,, ' 

:through the moral authority of the learning and character of the 
' ' . . ' . 

' .. .individual •1166 - -For him,· the' writing·, ~f ~ systematic theol~gy whi~~ 
' ' l , t O ' 

would be endorsed.by the Conference would be in a sense formulati~ 

. - .-··.',: ·:.·_ .. ·a.creed,·in a disguised form. 
' . :.__,· ..... : ·: .' : ' ' . ,:' . ' .. 

He stronglr suggested that his 

·, · -- · ·committee be gi yen a different mandate by the Conference, that 
. ' •. '! • • . . ' • ' 

' . . ' ' . . . ' . 

':. ·:·,,~·: .-_ :: ·,, 
, ' . ' . . ., . . 

.: ' .... 
' !, 

' ·~ . . 
i • ~ ' . r' . ' . ' . ' . 

. ' • ' t-
• I •. ' •• ·, .. 

'. 

' . . . ' 

. . 

-·l~stead of writing a systematic theology, each member of ·the coonit-
. . . 

·tee.write an.essay.on a different aspect or problem of Juda.ism and 
- ' 

. these esaays be compiled into one volume. Thus, be e.sked in effect · 

. . . 

I 
l 
l 
j ., 
I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

' , 
I 

! 
l 
! · 
i 
) 
• I 

I 
i 
' ' j 
I 
! 

' i ,. 

I . 

l. 

l 
1 

t 
I 
J 

I 
I 

i 
l 
I 

-

that· a new committee be established. His report touched off. a .. 
. , . 
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' . '• ' , . .. . 

heated discussion. Once again, the issue of a Reform Jewish c~ee~ .. .. ;. 
. . ' .. ~:· ... 

. . ' ·. . ,: . .-· .. ~. ·. ' : 

came on tl1e floor of tl1e C .c .A.R •. . . ' . ,, . . . 

\ I ',; • •• • L,.' :• 

. . - I . . . . . . . . ·. '. . . , . 
The reactions to the report are interesting·.·. Both Friedlan~er .. · ·•·· · 

' ' . . - . 

and Enelow are among.thos~ ·who objected to the report,but they 
' ' . ' . 

' .. ' . ,· I I' 

objected _for two· different reasons. Friedlander felt that a volume · . ' 

'· 
' ' 

of-essars.would undoubtedly. result in a book filled with incoher-
I ... • • • . 

en~e and inconsistency-the consequence . of having. essays :written by· ' .·. 

' .. 
eleven different authors. Enelow disapprove·d because tl1e committee·,.· 

. ' . . . . 

failed to .carry out wh~t he believed to be its main task-the 

formation of a creed: "I think tl1e conunittee has vi-rtually brought 
. . , : ., - - • . 'i I , ·• ' .; • ' ' , . • - ' 

in the report· that _'.:tl1e 'f.orinulation' ot a :cre~d: is. no:t,, e.dyisable. 
• I , • • 

This practiCe.lly disp~seli of the :rigine.l w~;~ ~f the cC>lllmtttee.1161 •. 
,, 

. J.:ierkowitz also· regarded· th_e°' r~_ai i~.iue,_ und,r discussion as. 
. . . :.· •' 

being that,_::or tl1e feasibility of::forlll:ulating a creed. 
. ·. ' . ... ' ' ' 

"The.question 
. . ' . 

. , . 

has been before this. ·Conference in the cou.rse of its hi~tory from 

session to session, both in the papers .,vhich -have been presented 

; : . .' ' 

• : • ' • I • 

; . ,'t I' 

' . ,'.'. . . , ' 

' •. 'I ' . . . ' . 
I ' • ' 

'. ' ·; 

' • ' i 

•' I'', 

.. . . . .. 

I , ._. 

' ,'. ' . : 

. . . ._ - . . ' . •. •• , . . . . , • . , . . . • • r •. ·/. -

at various :.times, and 1 ~~{the .~eso_lutions ~P',pn ,rliic~ t\ction :h,as ·been· . ... · .. · ..... 
:;· . ' 

t• ,· ••,,'I ~, ·~.\ .• ' ,, . 

-. taken, until it has become more and more 1nanifest t.hat the distinct · 
. '. ' . . . 

formulation of.a creed is: iinp~s-EJible ••• f'he-gen~us of our religion 
. ' • ' . .. ,' • ·! •' . • : . 

' ~ • . fi 
• :,... .:' -~: : • • ,~ • >, ' 

seems to.have been opposed to that rigidity which comes from•fixed 
. . 1 , 

, ·, ' ' . ' ·. ' ~ :· . . . ' ,' ' . 
· formula,and evidently the coDDllittee·~as r.ecognized this by advising 

· 68 
· against: the formula.ti on of a creed .• " · 

. ' .. . . . . . ' . 
c. LeTi was not ·going to admit defeat quickly. He reminded the 

· members of the. Conference that the issue of the creed vas not new, 

that it had. been discussed in regards to Margolis' ;paper e.ndthe 

efforts to establish a synod. This •indicated that there was ·a great 

• 

... 

•, . ' . ' .. ••,, , 

' ' 

' ' 
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. ' . 

.. 
' .. 

1,. ' ·. ' . . ', . 

I 
I . 

. . . :-. ,, . •· 

. ' ': '.'.;: ,v-:::.:,.;·.' 'd~~a.nd for a creed •. He yent _on t~ say,. "We. (tlie Reform' movement) 
• • . • ' ~ • • t I \ •' 

.. • ~ ••'\ ;' •., • ' I '( 

,_::,: .\'. .;::: ·.· ,. :~re on· the defensive no longer. I say that R«!form Judaism is· the 
•, . ,, _),. '.. ·_,:;· ,t .:-·•.:·,·. . , ' • . 

' -:·:- :· ·. '' . . , : '' . . . 

.· ... _,_. ·:·.· .... · orthodoxy of American thinking todaj. It has cry~tallized itself 
• I ' ' ' ' ' 

.. ::;':•.;< :->:; .· :to: that· exte~t. · Therefore we can formulate our beliefs .and 
. ,. . . ,~. . . ' : ,- ~- . ' . ' ' . ' 

: .. :_, \·->. .. ·<· .. ~· ,· ' . '_·.';·~- ; . ' ·. 
· · : .. : · _: · •·. ·doctrine on the great underlying questions that go to form the 
. . .... :}::,:.:/:.:: : ·.• .·. ,· ·. ' . . . . .. , . . . . . 

· .:· :\,·. · __ .: body corporate of American Reform Judaism._ •• we· will haw ~ creed.1169 
. : '. ' ' \ . . . 

• ; ' .; . . , ,_ ·, ' : , :"•,',. rt, . , • • • 

. · <;-,'::;\{{.::.):}))·:: :-:: :· :When the debate ( over Schulman' s report) ended a vote was 
' \1·."1•····~-':;f:,;,·, ,: '', '. . . · , , . ·- . • . 

. •' · ...... i,,'·':-'.i· . .-:,;~:_,:-/~•;_·_,,· .. ':· ,, _· .· ·-,. ''' . . '. : '' ,, .: ·.. ' . 

. ·: .. . ·: · .. ·.:./(:i_i_~:\ ·\ ~.~~en on his suggestion to_ ha:,-e his committee :f ormul~te and publi•h. 
' ! ' ' ' • ' -' _.,: • .' • :. I • • ., 

,', ~ ··'•.' ,;' , ' ~. : --~--;. ,iJ . .· . • . 

,_ :,;•:: <;;.:,:/: · . ,: a: -~~lume of eleven-: essay~, instead of attempting· t·o wriie a· book on 
•. I, . i. ', ' .. 

' . 

'· . ,·. -
. ' a. sys·tema~ic J_ewish th~o.logy. · His suggestion was· accepted by a· 

' ' i • ' ; I ' 
t ' . •'• .. • • . . 

' ' ; ; .I . ' 

.,. : yote of twenty-five to f·ifieen. 
' 

' . . . 

This-was the last serious discussion 
''. • '' '. • , , ,- • I -.- • , 

j ~ • ' ~ ·'; • 

.·: . .-·-:(::_:):<,"_-_··'.:-,/ ·o:f·a. creed on the floo~ o~ t,~e .c.c.A_.R_ •. Since.1908, Reform has 
. , .· .. ·, :: 'i.:•>,,:· .. ·_','.:- . . . ' ': > ·i•.· ':). I : , • '··;": :· •, .'. , 

, . :,.-_·_:;, ·_·• .. ·::· ._ .b~_co~e steadily ~e-ss· i.interes·ted in' a11y, at·tempt :to· establish. either 
··.·.,-:: .. :·: .. :-..;, .; ... ,: ·, ,· . "' . . / . 

, _'1,•.,!.,',,.::;_ .. , .. ~-::~~,· . . •;.,: . • : ,! ', ... '· ··, ~ ·••. 
. . ' ·. .. •\ . .,,.. . ·: . ' , 

. '··< .:.: .. •· _·. _~n authori:t;ative ~reed or ;-Syii~d. 
; :, .' •, ' , > • I '•. . ' . . • • . •,. . '• f " 

' ' ' ::-,;. ' . •-. : 

: ·:,-:::,: ;::.: _;·:,· : · · Between 1908 - i911,·,.-the ':~omm,i ttee ,ra.s not. able to· carry out 
·.•·· '. 

. ' ' •. • ,'' ' I : • t 

" ''. i • ' ... ' ,"+ ,' •, . '·: . . ' ' _. . ' • • . ' ' • 

• ._: ·<::: : , _ ·. · the·. Conference's mandate. · -In 1911, Schulman, in ·his report com-, . ' ' . ' ' . _I,: •:,~•.;_•,1•·,. ,. • ' ' ' ·• • • . ·, 
. i . .. . ... ' . . • ' ' ; . • •, ' I. . ' ~ ~ ' • '. J . _., '• 

.. _;,:_\:.·--· ·'plained that he .. ~elt th:~ committee_,~_s me
0

reii,·a publication committee. 
.•. I • • ¾, • • . • • l •. ,, • • ' , : •, , • , 

' '·. K:: '. ; . . . . I • -~ 

~ ·:\., .·. ·.· ·· .· __ : ;. ··: :Also, he said .. that geographical distances between members· of the 
. . •-:'·:i··.·;•'.:'i.;. -: . . . . ' ' . ., ' . ;• ' .' - ' . ' 

· ·: _,:·. :'< :;<<;_\· connittee·_ made it inqio~stbl~ to nie~t. · He requeste,d that the com-
,:1 , ' . 

. . ·. ' ' . 
• • • '. k • •• lil • - f ~ • • • '' •• 

, ,_ ·:-"'.\\:r:: -'mittee be limited to five m~mbers _from one· part of the ·country, tand 
. \ ·' ' ,. . -, ,. . ' . . .• -:; ·.. -~·-}\ ,<>: :: . . . ' ·. . . ,: ' ' , .· ' . . ,., . . . ' 

,_.'' ,._'-.;.-'
1
)'_ ·the.t the committee be required to write only five essays •. The 

• .- . ' . I ,.' -_-., ,' C '. 

' ;~, ,:. : :.·,_·-::, ~.( ·_ ',;.:·· . ' ... ' 

, . · ;_:?,::·: .····Conference granted its permission. Nevertheless, the .years passed. 
' . 

• • • •' • 0 L O • f 

.. ·. :,,:,: :/' _i,, :. ; · .. ,,and the coDDi ttee, for various reasons; ~failed ~o fulfi 11 its 

)~: ; ;'., :at1igmoent~ Finall;f, in 1918_, when Kohler's Jewish 
0

Theology was 
'. _, . ~. f ,\ .' ' ' ', ,·, . . . 

'' I',. ,·• ' ' . 

:: .\:i\.: ,,, .· p_ublished, the committee asked that it be permitted to abandon its· 
' • i :- .. ::- • !_' ' . .. ' • ' . . . 

:, . : -~ .. •, .; : ', .~ ' . .. ' . 

.. ;· :_\~:---:.-· . 1-' ,..· 
• "':' I .-· ' . 

. attempts to publish a book of essays on Jewish theology. It praised 
_: ·'.; ·:-: · .,_ . . . 

• •, r: }:~~\:' ;•:~ . , .. , •' 

-· . '•' '. 1/ . 

' ' . . .. . ' . . ' . . 
. , If ~; '. " ' 

. . . , . 
• j- ·-. • •· .. , i,' _. ' . ,' 

'' 

Kohler's book and said that his work made its work meaningless. The · 

' 

• 

. 1 

I 

' ' ,, 

i . , 

! 
I . 
i 

' \ 
I • ! 

' j 
1 

I 
' 
l , 
l 
l 
r 

• 

l 
' , . 
• J ·, 
t 
' ; 
' . 

' 

, 
' . . 

64 
• • J • • 

, 

co~i tte.e stated about the b~ok, 11All Israel ,rill find in ·1t a ' 
• . : •,•I •. '• • ,, ' ' • I ~ :• . . ;. , •. ; ,. . 

. , ·' . ' ' ' 

systematic _and. historical .pt~~ent~ti~niof·'.the development of the · ,· ·. •··. ,·-: \:,\\ < 
' . . . 't . ni • . ' • • ,· '. • . ·, •. 

fundamental ideas of J:~~ae l I s re li gi !)n. 11 70 . TJie :'Conference acceJi:te'1 • i J :,/} 
, . ' ,:l /•,·• .. -~,.-•\ :.'"'·,.:' 'i, •,,•~•;''.,·',.,,·,",'/ •••',.r~'-; .. 

.; .. '! ,, ' ,', '. ' i ;, . .• .. - "',',,' ,• ._·_·:-~;·:.::-: ... ·/.',,. 

'ri'th thanks the co~i·t,'tee ~ a' r~qµe:!iJt t·~ be'.. ~i sb~µded. Thus,- 011· this · __ ', ':::.·;. . < 
. . ' . '1" .-.-. . ' . 

· dismal note of failure, the _last stag·e · in a series of. events that ·. 
• . , ' < • • ~ • ... • • 

' •. ·, ' ! •. \ . I ' 

' • . '. • _a,; ' ' • ' ' 
.• t • •· •• :: . •' ·, 

~ • 1, ' • ' 

' • ' , ' ' • • ' •• ." • , • : j • • • 

•, --:•,' ~ :_, • • •• < I 

went _back to ~993 with Margolis' paper came to an- end. By 1918; · · .: 
'· : . . ·. \' 

'l . ; 

' ' .•. 

' . . . _.; ... ·_ ' 

. ' . -it· . • • 

... there .. ns very li ttile desire .in ,the Conference 
•: ... ;• . . 

a syste~a~ic -theoloi,- -~r -,e.ut~~ritat~-v~. cr,,ed·. 

for,. anything_ rese~bling,. :. ·,·,-:.;_:,_(.:\'})_· -::' . 
·~·'. ,' ',!•." ,,' ,.,-•·.·.' 

•' I ' • • ' 

. : ; . ' . .: ·::: .. ,:·:;·f. ' . 
.~ '' •• ' I • • ''. ! . ·; • . . ,' ':· ·.. . . . ~ -~. 

: ·,.-_··:_· .- :,:':;:/:)._,:,··::-

Note: ., . ' • I ' . I ' . ' ', ' 

' . 

There are tho~e ~ho might say ·that the p'ledge. taken by a convert · ·; · ./._·!. · 
, ' . '~. : . , ,. :- . '.' .' '. 

.. . ' . . . ' ·, ' 

represents a creed of Reform Judaism, sin~e it s·tates basic b~l-iefs .... -:_.:: ?l,(\': · 
• ·• • , • , ' , , . " • , ' , • .:• :', ·.•· l'u ,1-'!• ,_,> ',' • l} • 

.\. -
which a convert must accept •.. But thi~ has not ·b~en tl1e intention.of · .. · ~-- ·,-, :::\? .. , :·· 

~ . . . 

the C.C.A,R. C9nferences whi_cl1 have formulated tl1em in the. past. 
' . . ' . 

' ' 

i 

They-"may have been "creeds" for co'1ver·ts, ,but not for Reform Jewsi · ·· .. · 
. ' . . ' . ' 

It is an interesting point that some of the very rabbi:s_ .• who have op~·· 
• ' • I • 

' ' . . . . 

posed the formu~ation of a c_reed for Refo~m ·Jews have taken· activ~ · 

roles in the framing of pledges· for the convert. · In i892 the C .c .A.R. 
' ' . . . . . ' '• 

adopted the following- resolution, submitted by-Kohlers 
' 

· A proselyte must resolve: ''l .• To worship the One; Sole and 

• · .. :' ,'_. -i . ' .. , 
. ' ~ •. ' . ' . ' . . 

. . . 

Eternal God,. a~d none beaides Him. 2. To be.conscientiously governed 

·in his or her doings and omissions .in life by God I s laws ordained f·or 

the child and image of the Maker and Fathe·r or all the sanctified 

' , . . . . . 

. . ' . . , 
' . . 

son or daughter or the-divine coveno.nt. 3. To adhere in.life ·and 

death, actively a1ul faithfully to the sacred caus~ and mission of ·· .. · 

Israel, as marked out in Holy Writ~" ('C.C.A.R. Y.B~, Vol. II~ P• 36) 

The convert I s ple~e, found in the RabbilJ Afanual ( 1928, pp. 31-32.) 

,also strongly resembles. a creed. But, there is a big· difference 

·bet..-een appearance and reality! 

. 

·~ , . . - ' . ' 

. 
, .'.' ......... ' 

. ' . ' 
. . ·- \ '.·' . 

'. ' • ," f 

•. 
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' : ' :. : . 
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, ·.. , l , _'' 

·. '!· '.'.;/·:·· :/;.),:·-

. ·, ; ' . " . ' 

CHAPTER,SEVEN 

,,.--:-·,.::/~· .. :· ,·,,. 
... ,' ~ ,. . . . . . 

· .. _;::; 1i.:.'>·:· ·., The Sabbath Problem 
'_._·.!·,·.,:·~1 ··----------

. 
,_. .. 

' ' . . . 
'' -:-. ' 

,. . 
During these important formative -y~a.rs; of t'1e C.C.A.R. Reform . 

,-- ' , . 

• 
< ••a".' • • • 

once again _gra.pp:i~d· ~ th.· th~ S~~b~th prob~e~.; ~Th.is problem had: . 
I. ; ', .: ', • ' ~ • ; . ' . . ' " .• . ,. . . . . .' 

,· ' ' I' ' 

. co_lista.ntly bothered the Germa~ .. -~forme~s, and in- America there ,ra;8 
' • , ' ' I '·. ' • • ~, 

• !- ..- . • ,' \ ·~ 
. . ' . . ·, . ' ~- ·. fi . . ' . . 't . 

no. c.~ange in this. cri ticil ~situation.; Since the &nancipation .the 
. ... . . ' 

' . . . . . . 
,·~· :•.;1 '1• ··•'' '• •• ,. •, ' • • .• 

· !•.:::::.•.::,,":/' ... · .. · ~conomic necessity '?f world~. on Sa~urday ha.d tremendously lessened . 
'• ,.''".•'._': • ....... •:., '.' I . • .~• '.' I • • ,t,' .' 

.. :::°::':/·.:,/:::_\.:·.-the importance ot<the .. Sab~ath .. i~ the ,.Je~•s''._life •.. ·various speakers 
. . . ·' ,· . . . -'. ~', . '; ' . 

'" ,·-',· ., . a' ,f ,- . 
~. ' ' : ... ' ' 

made reference to ,the Sabha.th .. problem·- on the Conference fl o:or, during· 
' . ' 

' ' ... ' .. '': 
i' . ' ' . . . ' . 

· ,:-t~e · y~~rs'.1892 ~ ·1902.. . . ·' .,., .. '• ,•' , > .. 
. . . ' . ' • 

. . . . . 

' .' . :. . -'• ,, 
. . . . ,. 

. ', '.' t .. - '' . ' 

· · ,S't;•dying the question fr~ basic~~:ly a historical and sociologi.cal 

·.·. ·. i•.>·,' .. ::·::· :' ,. : perspective, he outlined the various causes for the failure of many 
' ' ',, ' ,r,' I , , .. ,, ' .. ,. ·. . ' . 

. ;·• ... · . l~J:>eral. Jews to observe the· Sabbath. He stated that two factors were · 
' ' ' • ' : ., 1.' _\ . ' . . . • . 

-:. · · · ·;- _:. ·.. ·primarily responsible tor th·e declirie of the Sabbath: 
. . . . 

· ) ·· ·_-'; .. • . ._:•_·; ·_: · A).Dissipation of spiritual authority_.-· "If we beli~ve the·. 
. . .. ': . . ) ' ' . ". . . ,: . . . 

. · \\,/:·,;-::·.'.'._ -:: ; ·-~~bbath to be a copy from· an older Babylonian. institution as in ·a 
,, ..,, i. . • , . '·'' '.' • ' ' . ' 

I(·",/'.;,,,•·-.. ~-:,'\· l '" · ':., . ~ ' ,· 
I• . , ,, , t. 

·'.·;::·_; · ·. meas~re.it is, can we continue to endow it with the tradition~l 
. ' .. ' 

'. ·_,: ., . 
. ;·: -::.·.:r: . . . ,: . . . . . . .-

. . ' . ' . 

_·:'_:·.·.; __ ::: ···.::: ':· ~-nterpr~tation that it is_ divinely ordained_, an.d that ••• the pledge 

:·:':·::::\': .. ;::?'._;,;_:::· ... ·-.,tits authority comes from its being a covenantal sign,·inex-
. '. /.<:>:_._·· .. ·:. ·. . • ' ,' . 

·· ·.·i·:'.-','.::\ .. ·:, · . tinguiahable as ·long as Judaism remains an affirmative expression of 
. ' ' 

•, . 

· :~·· ... :.-:-.·the relations or· God and man?1171 
. ~ ' . ·; . ~ . ' 

' • I • 
- . ~ . ,, ' ' 

. ', 

' , . ' 
B) Economic - "The_ economic difficulty is perhaps at the bottom· 

.. . 
. . 

' ' 

ot· all ·our trouble, .and from its point of view it may be seriously.·. 
• . ' 

doubted whether any remedy can at all be devised to encourage and· 

' J 

. " . ' .. 

- . . I '. . ' . ' . ' 
' .. 

' i 
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promote a bett~r observance of the Sabbath.117_2 

• I • • 

Even though. Voorsanger .was very pessimistic about the• future 
. ' ' ' 

I 

existence of the Sabbath, neTertheless he expressed the hopethe.t it 

would cont_inue, for·he regarded it as the basic religious institution 

I 

' . '. 

' ,. 

of Judaism. .At the conclusion of his lecture he made seven suggestions •. · • 

Included among them vere suggestions that the Conference authorize an 
' . ' 

official statement regarding the position of Reform Judaism on the 
' 

problem of. the Sabbath, that the Conference define the. spiritual · .. 
. , . ' . .. ,; ' .·~ . ' 

. ·. ·' i ·, .. 
j • • •• ; .... • 

· · .. authority that guides and directs tl1e religious ·practice of Reform· 
• ' ' , • • •, I ' ' ' 

Jews, and that the Conference inquire as to whethe.r ·the· institution· 
• 

f • ' • 

of a Sunday Sabbe.t~ .i~ • inconsis~ent .:with the historiciLl an_d theol·og~ · · ·. 
• i • . 

' i' 
.. ,t . ' 

ico.l princip'ie.s_. u~detrlying. the. S~bbath •13· Following .an inte.resting · · •·· · · · 
• ' • • ' • • • • • • ' .; l I_ ' • ' • • • ' • 

' ' . . . ' . . . . . ,, 
' ' ',' ' ' I,_ \ . . ' ' .. ,. 

. •'• .. 
I , ' . , • ~ , . , '.' I ' , . ' • .. 

discussion of his paper, in which twelve rabbis spoke out favorably:,:. · · . ·:,<· .· 
I • • • • 

' 

for retaining the. T~~d~tiona.l Sabbat_h_.,· ·a.;d Wol,s~:,; Silverman, Enelow,·· · .· . ..:,:. .·. : 
. . . . . . " . ' . . . . ,. . 

~ ·,~' 

and two others spoke out ver-y strongly for Sunday Sabbat.h services, 
. . . . I . . ; " , . ' . . ' 

v·oorsanger commented that if. Re~c,rm is, to guide the people, it ~ust · · 
' . . 

have the authority to discipline its follower.a, and it must, be a 

"discipline respon~i ye: to. the. cond,i tion,s. ·of\ th~· t,imes", by which · · 
' ' 

'• . . . ' 

I ·. 

"we must. lead them baclt to more positive gr~und than they occupy 

- 74 
at. present". As 

. ~ . ·. . . ~ . . 

. . I l••r ' · 

a resu~t·, .··er· Sabbath, C,ommission ,ras established · 
i . . . .' ~ . . . . ' . 

. . '' . . 
'. 

' ' ' ... 
wi'th Voorsanger as chairman, to study the seven suggestions ma.de .by 

Voorse.nger regarding the Sabbath pr.ob.lem and to report back to the··. 
. ' . . ·, 

.,i '. ' 

Conference the following year Yith' suggested recommendations which 

the Conference could study. Seven different rabbis were assigned a 

separate suggestion on which ·to report. 

The following year, when the Sabbath Commission was called upon 

to report, it announced that only three men had fulfilled their 

. 
' ' 

.. ' 
; ' 1·• ' 

' '·,· . 

. ,, . 

, I 

. . ' ' ... 



., 
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. . 

assignments s S01:llleschein, Enelo,r, and Voorsa.nger. Therefore, the 
. ' ' ' ' 

' . ·,,1 . ' .. 

. . 

Coiomission could not issue a·.repc,rt, but that the'. three men ,rho.had 
' . . . 

.. · .. :::·.· done their work could give' individual repe>rts •. some rabbis· objected 
. • ' ~ ' ! • ·, :• . . . • ' ' 

' 

' ' ' . '. 
' ., ,' I 

. that the discussion should be put off until such a time as the ~abba.th 
' 

' ' 

· CoDDissi.on. had a report ·to g·ive. This objection. was defea~ed. 

. ·Enelow, in his ~eport,. attempted to justify Sunday services,· and 

· Sonneschein spoke out against 'the Su~day Sabbath. 

. · . Voorsanger 1s report was. very important •because it went beyond 

the· Sabbath issue .. to an even more basic ques~ion •.. It dealt with .the 
. ' 

.. · ... , ·.le.ck. of e. spiritual u.uth.~ri·ty i'n 'Reform •. He strongly felt that what 

' .. ,ras ·needed to resolve the Sabbath problem, as well as to solve all 
• ' ' ... ; . . .... 

ltThe question at issue 
I ' ,' • 

. · present· and future problems was a· .Synod. 
' . 

eminently demonstrates the great need of. our American congregations, 
' . 

,· 1 • 

. " ' ' 
· .-n~inely, an authority to w~ich jt.11,· questions of discipline. !nd 

' . . , 

. . . 
. . ' .. ·.,. ; 

' ' 

· . relig_ious practice may ·be, deferre~; an authority, democratic- enough 
·, ·, ·: ' . . ' . ' . ' ' . 

·:·· ·'{- · '. .: to be able· ~o popula_riz~ .. and 'ii.ns·ure.·~accepta.nce of its decrees and 
,, . · .. · ~·' : :: .. ~ ~ ..... \'' . 

. ' , , I - .• , , • "' i 
I . ' .i. • :j ~' I)'. ' ' 

, . 

.. 
• ~· .• t •' ' .• 

... . __ , . 
. . . .. . .. , 

. ' . ' 

. decisions I. ,No religious organization, ,if ,re c_an consult the ex-

'perience of hi~t-~ry, ·;.ca.~ P:~rJQ&nent_ly fl~uris~ ·without presenting its 
. :. '_': .· • ... : ,,_: t• 'i··· \~/ '·~:,•·;.l·\· :. ' ·,: '. . . ·. ·•·· ' C ' ••• ~· ·, • 

:Constitutional: p'rinc':i'ples i'n a perma'nent 'and concrete form. American 
' . 

. . 
. .. . Judaislri has ·DO 1SUCh perma.~ent forip 'at ithe· prese~t. time e e .Under 

. . ' ,. : . . . _ _. 
,: ~,.. ' ' 

' . .·' . '15 
pre.~~nt conditions no rab~i-· has individually any authori t1 •" 

'. ' ·.~ ~: . ., . ., 
'. '· 

'I. 
. ' . A new Sabbath- Commission was for11ed with. Voorsanger as chairman 

', \, 

. . 

to report again in 1904,. ~n 1904 the· CoDDDission declared that it 
. ' •1 . 

~ould not ~iTe a report· be.c,tLuse .some of its memb_ers had failed to 
. . ~ .. . ' , -, 

' ' 
: ' ; ,. .. ;- • •• • I 

. ·: .. meet with ·the Commias'ion d~ri_ng the year. Th~n,, because Voorsanger · 
' ' 

. . . ' ' . 

· ·was absent from the Conference, ·Enelow ·read Voorsanger s co1111111n-
' . 

· 
1 

,, · 'ication to the Conference and asked that it be accepted as the 

. . 

' . 

,, . 

J 

•I ., 
" 4 . 
. ' \- ,' , 

' ' ) 
', . 
r 
l 
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. . ; : ,, ' •·· . . . .. , . ' . 
•• '_':\•/~: :.;~· /'' .... l~• .. •l• ;<. '~; 

Commission Is report. Kraus~opf' .:wli~ was the -President' ruled that' ' 'i;_,:. '.-:.: : i I 

. .· ,-:"_;:,_:"-:·, ' '·-.,,.··/::: . '. . .• ... ··.-·,.- .. :_;\.• .. ,.·· ' 

· it was not .a report. ··.,A m~~ion was rai-sed t~a.t Voorsanger be.· asked ·_ ·: ,'::' .. _,.' : , 
. . .· .. . . •: .. ·. ' . . . ,, ', '\•' i: ·, ' . . .. '·. -::/;-.,;:,·'\: :·.,' ,..·: '': 

to give a report in· 1905. ·This motion wa.s defeated.· A motion · '· ..... ' .'. ,, .:•; ;~·: . ·: 
.. ; . . ~' ' ' : ',', .·,.. . . '. 

: ( ·, ·.: ·.•,'., ;/ l, 

. . ' ,. . - . . ' ' ·~, ·. ' . .-. -· ' ;· ··.,. :-~~ ·;• :··.,. :: ' 

asking· that the Sabbath Connnission. ;be discharged·"wi th thanks tor ·.• :, . : · _·.-.· ;· :/;/·: '. • _' •·· ., 
. . ~- ' ' ; ' ' . /' ' .. ' . .• ' . ' ' '' ... 

·- ' ... ~ 
', ' . 

its labors was passed thirty-one .to fifteen. The Sabbath: Comissio~ ·, . : ·_:_:;; : .. · .·: ·,·, 
. .·. . . _ . . '( ~,, _ , .. . . , .. . · · · ··· ._ . :, .r:_} ·r -. ; 1<:;r:·::<:~<.-· . .: · · 

waa not· reestablished-.! , . . .. ,· . · ' . . : ,. '. .. . ··. : · . , ··i· · ·.·, 
' . ,, }._:, '•' .·, '·.; ·. ,·.· ,. ·_,·_·:_-:{:· ... /:.:;\t:'\.:'i'\::/ .. :: 

The difficult problems involved in ai1:,~mpting to. preserve· the~/;:·;•,i,'./::'-;:·:.:.\:'<:: . : . 
. ·.· : ·.· ... ·.'' 'i >._ ..... ' .. _:·,,··,' . ,, ,·.·· .. ·· .. :·,··:>··.::';):~::,::·::··;:,_';,\::''./}::::: .. '.:<'' 
traditional Sabbath ,·yere ·:f.ully disc:usse·d .at 'the Conf'er,ences: of( . , :: ·_: ·:.···.·.: ,.. :_;--·<·"-:.-_, 

• •• • .: • ', •• ; • • • ' -. ' • • ·, '~ .·•;•, 1 •••• i -:.·.. d-',:, :_ ·'.. ,•' '·' . 
' . ' . ;·· . 

' ' . - \ ' 
..... ' ' . . . 

1902 - 190.4. .The C .c:.A.R. waa unable to. do anything of,:,~ c·~nstru_~tii~·e 
. ' . ' ; ,. 

no.ture to :impDove the s.ituation·~-,··v~~rsanger's strong recommendation .i.;, ·. :, .•,.' 
• • • ••' • • • ' ' ' I ; ,' 

. . 
that a. Synod be created.to deal·'.With the·problem was included with 

~ ' ' '' : \ . :, ' ,, ' ' ·, • • • ' •~.-,:~••,'.'•~•.:·,,,·:·:.,,, .. ;;,,<:,~I 
the demands of other. rabbis who s~ught to have a strong, . author-· ·=·-'. _'. ", ·: .,:./,.-:·~ · 

. . . . . ' ' . ' . ' . . - ... 
' . ~ . 

. • . · .• ;· ' ,.' r ' 

itative body within Reform.: The Syn~d idea.~ ·widely d~scussed.bet,r•~~.:--_-:>:· ';- :·: 
. . . . . . . . > . . . .· .... 1y '.r:::·.··,_ \,· / ·. ·'. 

· 1902 - 1906 ,- sti,.lated :much heated discussi.on a~d.·f·ocused the.. · .' ·.·.'·::,:_ •:-,: '.,::· :;:~' : ·i• 
. t . . . • . . • ' . . ' i: . . ' : ,· :' ··i·:< __ :;:::--: ·, . 

attention of the Conference on Reform s great problem of its l~clc.. : ·. :{,,·. :/,: •,.·· .. 
• ' •• . • . • . '. ; • •: •\:,<;.,.:_• ,:::\(,'_:',:•·., • _, • I 

• . .' ...... ,.,. 1-;•' ....... _ 
. .. . . .. ~ . ·. .. ·, ', . ''. 

. ~' -/_.~):'. ,-·~:•,:·:· , .. , of authority, but it failed to meet with the necessary amount_ ~f 
. ' 

' ' ' 

approval for. acceptance. . . . '' .' ., . '\ ... 

, . 
. ' . ' : 

. . 

!h! !t!e!P!s..;t! !s!a!?_l.!_s!!, !. .§1.!o!! • · . · .·· .. _ , 
. ' . ' .. ' . .. . .·.. . .\ ...... ·:-::,·,(:':\·_ .. 

.. · It .was presupposed by those who favored· the formation of a ... · :- )_; /\'· : · · · · 
. . ' '.:. . ' . . ' . . . . . '' . ' ; __ -... ,. ·,.. ' 

' • • " • '"!, • 

' ' 

.. '•, .- ' . ' 

creed that an authoritative body would have to be created in order .·. ·.' ,~: ,,; ', '; :~:: 
~ , , • • , 1 ' ' I ' • • ' • , 

i , , I . ' 1 '.;. ~ · · 

to- formulate it, and to create the necessary authority nee~ed to .. '. · .:':'It/-'.:-:•:,:: . .-·::::./\'.:.· 

. guarantee its enf' or cement. 
.. 

· The establishment of a Synod for the purpose 

and consistency into :American Jewish life was an old ide·a of Isaac.· ... ·· · .. : ·. -: ''.0: ;.:': ·· 

~f bringing order .' - . · :.'. .: -:;;-'.~:/
1 

•• • 

• • • ··_•.•:•:-• ... ,',:>~)v: •·:·: •• ~ 
' . '' ·, 

. ' .... 
. '. .' ·' . .. •, 

Mayer Wise, going back as far as the Cleveland Conf.er.ence (1855·), 

The main purpose of that conference ha.d. been to establish a · 
' ' .. ·' . 

' 
I 

, , I I' 

' ' 

':,i':/ 
' .. . , .. 

.. 
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' . . . 

69 

. . . 
, , "synhedron" which would produce an 11~erican Jude.ism" •. , But, that 

' . 
J,-. . , ·: '. '.: :. . . -. ' ' .. 

·'.,,~- ·. _·: confere}lce ended in failure • . Nevertheless, Isaac Mayer Wise did not 
: • • ' • I • • • - •, 

• • ,, ~ ' ,; ' ' • ; • ', •• ' 1 • ' •• . ' 
'. • ,' .', \:• •;.•,•j . ' > > • : • I ' , ' , 

·,,:..,.···.·. :i..,• desist from CC)litinuing to work for the· creation of· a Synod. Wis~ .. 
. . ' . . . 

' 

· · felt,. only in thia.·way/:could or.der in Jewish life emerge from i ta ·. 
' 

' . 
. . . ' . . 

': chaotic condition •. In 1857, Wise. wrote to Samuel Adler, "Reform 
. '. . 

1·', • •• 
· _has up to this time brought only disruption _(I plead guilty for 

' - • ~ j • 

' . . . . . ,• ,. ' . . ' .·' 

0

/ ''.•I 
'.,. 

' . ,' •' ' _, 

myaelf also)., it has nowhere 111,1.ited its .ow forces, ·it ha~ not 

:· : .. permeated the people because. it has lacked authority, viz •. the 
. ' ·- .. '' 

' . 

' . . ... 
pronouli~~~ent ·of a stJ1.~d. 1·i'l~-, · ~avid Philipson. was later to wr.ite of· 

. ' 

• I·.' 
' . . .. 

- . 

. ' \ . ' . 

· .Wise', "In regard to his main contention he did not cha_nge until the 

,. · .,.,· day .of his ·death, viz~ the need of a synod as the authoritative bo~y 
' . .· - ' . . . . . 

· ·• .· ·, ·: ·, in- Judaism. lie attrib.uted the lack of the complete succ~ss. of the 
. ' 

• I • . 

reform movement to the fa.ct that no au_thoritative ·body like a sniod 

ifas in· existence ·to· giv.e the .~eight of 'its support to<the',;ne·cessa.ry . ' . . ' 

.. ' , 

. , .. · i _.: ... :· .. ·ch·a.~es ·1n views and practices. called forth by new conditions of 
• ' -· •• ., : .• '' ,\. 4•. ,• . •• • • .' •• ' . . . 

. . . . . . · ·, :" . · . . · · . 77 .· ·. 
·: : ti~e·. and place." . . . 

In 1900, H_.G. Enelow spoke before the c·.c.A.R. on the subject, 
. . 

The Synod in the Past and its Feasibility in the Present. _· The speech, 

· .. ·· .. - ·._.: · · a. condensation of his rabbinical thesis, was an extremely well-
, ' . ~ 

.... · . written j'ustirication f~r the reesta.blisbmen1:, of a Synod in Jewish 
• •• ! _; I,·•: • ' ,' • 

, :'. ::,,_' ... ~·. · life· •. It ·was ·a hi~tiorical. study of the institution of the Synod. 
., ' I_ • . ' ·• • ' .' •·; ' • . • ' ' . ' • ' • 

,,1 ., 
• 

.· ;-· -' lie· concluded with the following statement: "Wehe.ve, by simply 

.. , ',,_ . 

' ' : . . 

~ .. : . ' ' 

historic juncture ••• Wh~t wonder, then, that this genuine Jewish 1.dea, 
·,•.•· . ·:.- ·-

.. the importance of the S~~d·, ah~uld have s,ra.yed,,most strongly the· 
~ ·: ~ .' . . ' ., l I, • : ~ . 

i .. -l,._ ·, ' I I· ' . 

· · , · · · man ,rh ose no.me none sb~ll shine, more ~rilliantly; in the a_nnals of the 

.. :,· 

' ' ' . . 

.. 

' . 
.·, 

' . ' . ' 

J ·c . )? .. 1s American ews W1 se • • • ., 

' ' 

' . 

. 

.. _;• 

. . 
., . . ' 

. . . ' 

• J 

, r 
'• 

., 

I 
I 

' ., 
' 

' • : 

-' 
' . 
·, 

., 
' 
' 

' ! 

'I 

' 

' ' . 
J 
' 
1 
1 
' 

' 
l 
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., 

. .. 

Enelow's po.per crea.ted·quite a stir.among the conference 
' . .. 

members, and provoked a munber of emotional responses, 
. 'i 

• • •, I .\;. ,•·:• :,,-_I•·,.! 
. ~ - . ' ' 

' . . ' . . . ~-. , ' . . ' 

both pro ·and .. :· ~- > ·. · 
. ' .' . : ', . ·~ ... : ·;:;,, :/ ;•.:: .. , ':. 

• { . .,·,,·, .• ·-·· ,,_I,.•,,.,.,··.•; 

_con. &nil G. Hirsch, the .11radicul"• reformer so.id that la,rs· come from: -·:.t·· ,,._' .. 
• •• -~ I , , ' , , 

• ! ~ ,J,,,~' A j • 

"', •' ,• I ' 

the people and not from·syno~s, which 
. ·, •- . :._·. . . ·-'~ .. ·~.,·-::• ... :· 

only sanction what the people· .. '··.' 

. '19 
have already, created. ,lf. Afielziner opposed a Synod· on the grounds.·~· .. _:., ;_,;; .. :·_ :. · 

. . • • ,' . • ,' • . •_, • ''. ' '• • r . . , 

' ' 

' '. : ·.: . 

that, it would lack power and merely be a deliberating assembly.· / _: . · ;;' · · ::,._ ~_. :. · · 
. . ' . . : ·;. . . .. :- ·.. . '' ,.'- ' ' . . 

, , I •,. , • ' . I 

. Also, he felt that.a Synod. might further split American Jewry.80 ... :::;"_::·_:.,;'_·:::•( __ _.· .·. 
' ' . . . . ' ·. ' . ' . . . .. . 

. ' 
. ' 

C. Levi believed that a. Synod representing Juda.ism. as a religio~·,.· .. ' : .'. •. · · · ... 
' ' ' . ' . ·;· ' ~ .... '/ . ;,_: .. '.·>/;. ' 

would. emphasize the "true•i character of the ·Jew in Ametica and would> . .:(.:·.·_:-.·;:.,·· 
,·' ' ' ", -,: ; '.,, :' ' 

• • .: , . , , r ~ 

help to strengthen his religi.ous life •81 .: ,,:_,_ .· 
. ·. ' .. 

· 
1 The question of the Synod was formally brought to th_e floor •of·'. · ' .. · . ·. 

' 
. l •· . • . 

\ ' . ' . 

the c.c.A.R. in 1902 by Joseph Silverman in his Presidential 
. .. , 

,', Ii . 
'. ,.:-~ ~. ·~ 

' . . .. ' ,_· ,· 

\ . 
' ; ' .. ' ( " . !-.,_. ·: ' _,'., : 

.. 
. ' 

·Address. He sough~ to have the decisions of ·the Conference aupported . ·.· : , .. 
. . 

' . ' 

by some form of· authority. 11 In the. abse~ce of a· Synod or Sanhedri~i- :: · :'/( : /.· · 
. ' . . .. ', ' . . . ' ' ' 

l ·• . • 

the Conference ought, in a measure, to be that central body whose · 
' I ·, ' 

. . 

duty it shall be ·to give a decisive interpretation of Jewish law·· ... · .· · 
. . . . . . . '. 

· 82 
and practice • 11 Towards this end, he appointed a committee to · 

. ' 

investigate the possibility of establishing a Synod. .Again in 1903, ,. : 
'-

Silverman spoke out for a Synod •. 

' ' I • ' ' ,. ' 

A strong recommendation for a Synod was included in Margolis:':· ·· .. · 
' . ' \ . . •, . ' ,. 

Theoretical Aspects of Reform Judaism· .. (1903), which ended witliibe . . .. .. 

recommendation tho.t a~· offic.ial creed be· formuia.t~d by a Synod. · It 
. . 

• ' ' i 

also was inc·luded in Voorsanger •s report (1903). Thus, in 1903, the 
. . . i ' 

. ·. . ' . ' . . . : . ' 
' ' . . ' • I , 

President of the Confe~ence. (Si'ive;ma.n), the·:·_chairman of the. Sabbath . ' . . . 
. . . . . ., ... ' . . 

Commission (Voorsanger), and the ·ma.iii Confere~~e .. lecturer (Margolis). · ·. · · 

all spoke out strongly for the establishment of .a Synod as an 
• 

absolute necessity for Reforn1 Judaism. 
. . 

. . 
. . . ' . '. •· . . - . 

, . 
. ·. 

; ' ' \ :· ·.: \' . : . ~. 

.. 

' ' ' ' 
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. ' ·-' . 
I ~,' ,'; 

. · Berno.rd Felsenthal in his speech in· 1904, · "!houglits Concerning : 
. . . . ' . 

Some Jewis~ Questions of the .. Day", took the opportunity. to express 
. ' ' '' . . . 

. his views on the Synod. It~as obviously an issue on which he felt 
. . . 

qui_te _·strongly •.. "A firm and de_cided stand should be ta.ken by the· 

C.C.A.R •••• that we ••• will not, and never shai'l, accept-a medi~eval . ' ' 
' . . . . . ', ' . - ' 
• • • ? .• • •. • 

· ... :i: . :',::, '1 :· .system of h:i~rarchical. gove_rnm~nt for the Jewish people.: I~ the 

. . • I . . . 
'·i . . ~ro.~4 principle ~f. perfect: and u~estri~ted freedom for every .. 

•,. ' ·; . ; . ' . . . . ' . ' ' . 
" ,- ' : ', ' ' ' I ' 

· :-: indiv~dua_l. io do his own.·thinking ~nd to ·profess his own convictions ••• 

... ,'. '._: . ' . . . ' 

, : .. -.we. ~ecogn1ze 011e of the highest and most valued results of the long 

warfar_e between the ~owers of light and tl1e powers of darkness ••• ;. 
. , . . . 

· · ~e:t1"een the dominion of an intelligent den1ocratic individualism and 
. . ' 

,, .. the dominion of' a~· oJ.>,cura~t, spi~i~~killing clericalism. 11
83 

. [ . . ' . .. . 
• ' I Ii',·, ' ', . ' ... 

. ' . ' .. 
.; ' .. '; ! 

" .. . .. 

. . 

, ' . 

' , 

' . 

:· .'l . 

' ,··-., \ ' 

. . •, ' . ,'·· . : 
,· 

· Joseph Krauskopf' in his· .pr~sidential., addr~~~. (1904 ). called upon 
. . : . . 

·the Conference; to again ~is~uss ~~;e _P.~·ssibi.Ii•ty of establishing a 
, , ' ,• 0 • l ' 't ' ' , : . I 

. . . . ' ' . ' ' . . ' .,,•. . ' . .' . .. . , ' . . 

Synod. The Conference _heeded·~be. message or·'its p~esident. It lf8.S 
. . ' ' . . ·•.•. •. ,' ' ' \ :,'1 

· at this conference . that the forces ·f·~v~r'ing a Synod made their 
' 

str_ongest bid for victory. 
.. 
1 

;-

1;, .• ( 

··A majority of the .Committee, Number One o~. th~ President's Report 
. . 

/' . 

stated· that.they endorsed· the recommendation of the President 

(:referri~ to the ~o~) ,84 ,1 " • . , 
'. •, " 

The minority report stated in part: "Do we not remember that ••• 

wi thiil!:. the last f' ew years · endea~ors ha~e been me.de · and the demand 
. .. . . . . ' ' . 

'· 

.has been accentuated, to publish a ttUnion Catechism" to formulate 
. . . ' 

.. · a, crystallized creed, to bring about a uniformed American Israel 

.· .· in matters _spiritual, and exclusively rel.igious, in matters which 
' . . 

._: should forever be left to· the individual 11185 

When the two reports were discussed, the opposition to a Synod· 

• 

f 

\ 

, 
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. . 
; J ' ' . ' ' . i. . . _ 

assumed the lines of the attack used against creedal· a-ttempts: viz.·.;·,·:···;·::>'.:. 
I • , : '• ·, • ~' ;: ,',< • i ' 

the formulation of· an. _authoritative statement of prin~pl:es .,or:·.the· .. ·. < · :, / · . 
' . . 

' .,, 
. ' . . . 

' . . . ~ 

establishment of a body of officials with the power to make authori- "· . '. . ; .·· .. 
'' ' . ' . '• ' 

' • ' ' ' • ) • i ' I .',. ' • ' • 

·:. ' • J '. ... ••• ' • 

.. ~ ' 

tative decisions would tremendously handicap the freedom of expression .... 

and belief of ·the i'ndividual R♦form rabbi and thus limit the rabbi '.a • . 

autonomy. 
' ' ' • • • ' • • ' ' I -r '' . 

Joseph Silverman gave .expression to the geileral feelings .or· ·· ' 

those who favored a Synod when he said,.: '.'I ain ready to vote withs ~l1e '. • . •· 

' . 
majority in favor of the Synod, for a curtailment. of these very 

; . . . . . . . . 

liberties that have run riot in American Judaism. Too much liber.ty. . . . 

' . ' 

defeats itself and becomes the· very source of the weakness of any;.: .. • 
:: . ' . ' . ' ,"•,. ' ' 

. ' t' t t' .. i ••86 . ins 1 u on;. 

,, 

, 
" I , • ... 

• I, ' ' • • 

The vote on accepting the ·report, of Committee Number One of · · 
. . ' . . . .. ' -

. President.'s ·Report. was passed ·by· only twenty~four to twenty-three~ 
' .•· . . .. 

' As a result, the committee by leave of th~ ~onferenc·e ·,..i thdrew its·• . · 
' .. 

·. lj. . 

report •. It felt that· such a close· vote'· invalidated its effectiveness.· 
·. ' '. ' . ' ' . •.,; .... • 

,. ,, . '• 

. . . 

In 1905, the question of the Synod was raised anew on the floor· . . 

of the Conference. Joseph Kra~sk_~pf in bis Presidential Address once 
. . ' ' 

' . 

age.in urged a redis~uss~on of its feasi~_i.,i'i~y., Everyone_ at the 
•·' ' j . , .. ' ·, 

Conference had expected. the_; issue· to \come up again. Only two weeks . . 

. , 
. ' 

\ . 
' . 

. ' . :·., ·.•.: -. :, . 
, 

, .. 
. ' 

bef.ore the Confere~ce a one. hund~ed a.ud. sixty~one page_ pamphlet· wa."s, .. · .·_· ., 
. . ' . . . . ,. - ' ··, . . ' .. ' ,: ' ' 

distribut~d 'to' each rabbi' entitled "Vie~~ of. 'the' Synod"' containing. . ' .. 

. · all the revel ant. material published _by Reform rabbis pertaining to_ •;, 

the question, and the personal views of _many outstanding Jews •. This 

was to serve as source material for the anticipated redebating of 

the subject. 

But in 1905, the debate did not really occur. The Co111nittee on 

I 

.. 
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' . . . . ·' . ' . - ·, 

·: · :,: . :; .i '.· ; , , :- the -President'~. 'Message recommended tba t the Conference create a 
- ',•.\~' : : . . . ' ' ... 

• I• ' • . ' ' . . . . 
.. 

,. ' . 

' > 

. commiaaion which would report on the issue the following year. After 

the coDD11ittee had made its recommendation, discussion was open to 
. . 

· ··, ... the floor. During the brief discussion which followed, Rabbi 

l. • • ,• 
. . . ' ' 
•,. ; • '\ I 

. ' ' . 

. ' 

. . ' . ' . ' 

' . . . . . 
. . ' 

' ,-, ' . 
' 

. ' 

I • • ' 

. Sto.lz said, "I would like to ask Rabbi .Silverman :what he meant by a 
. ' 

Synod, ,rhen, tvo yea.rs a.go, in his presidential message, he 

·• recommended the establishment of a Synod?" · Silverman res.ponded, 

•· ·-~I •meant a general _assembly of Rabbis and laymen. Since then I 

' . 

. 

h'a.ve studied the question, and I have come to .the conclusion that 
' . 

· such a Synod would be detrimental to modern American Jude.ism, that 

it will create a schism in the whole house of Israel, and that the 
· ·.. · 87 

· only Synod we can have · is one of- Rabbis. 11 Only two years after 

· ·recoounending its ,creation, Silverman was now opposed to a Synod. 
. . . ' 

. Schulman, who had come to the Conference solely because of this 

issu~, stated, "The Synod would not bring about the.t.vhich is 
' . . ' 

· expected from it., the putting an end to anarchy. The Synod that has 

•no power to enforce i_ts decisions cannot bring an end to tl1e supposed 

·condition of affairs. And the Synod that has power ~oes not want to 
. ' 

•_-·.control us always ••• I prefer to be e.· heretic in catholic Israel, and 

,.':to trust my o,rn mind, rather than endorse the p_latform or creed of any 
' . · · · · 88 

· o~g~nization that tries to impose 'its beliefs upon me." · And Kol1ler 
. ,• 

said, "There. was a time I advocat_ed a Synod in America because I ns 

. · '. sure that .Ameri~an Juda.ism woµld bav~ =its progress and reform 
' ,. , . , 

. furthered by th~ existence of such a Synod. · Today matters have.· 
, f ' • • 1 , :i ,' 

· .. changed al together.~ . T~daf ,:it .wou~cl be sU:i~ide,: if we were to advocate . 
' 

'. : ~ ' . , ,. ' 

: ••',, 

.. . ·: .~ \ = •. ' 
':. . 

· a catholic Synod, where we ·would.·be in· the minority by all means. 1189 
. . 

: - ' ~-
' , ,, . . . . 

These interesting . anti-Synod} stat'~ments were the ohly important 

' . 
I . 

. . 
. . ,- ,- . 

• 

. - -
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' ' 
(, ' 

' . . ' . ' . 
: / • • I_; , • ' 

utterances m~de at this Co~er,nce ,·'··It· wa~ dec·i,ded. to ac~ept the ,: ··.;.'_'i'.'!;°;'.\·. . . 
,,: • . ~ :'. : •.' •. .i ,' • ~,j . , • ' ' . ' • .. • •• • • , :'' < • • I ' •' ~,. •_,... • '~••• • ', • ; 

. recomme:11da.tion of. the t~mitt~e . o~ the Pr~sid~n,t 1s lfessage, because _ ·,.\
1
;-:·,,/ ~;::·. 

. ' . : .. 
• 

1

4 
, ,,.-:-,••, •~•••,••"<••:,,•,••,.'', ,• .'•>-i.:~:· ... ;:,•,.•,c .. :~_.,•••••, ,' • • , ••• .. ,••,•,••:_;•;/:,~.·:.-,,::.•• 

the '1Views' ~f ~h~ S:,no4u_\h,ad'·'~een ,:circulate~. o~ly. t'l!"o ·weeks befor~ '::~\-:, ·_;r>((,:·::,: .... :. 
. '. '. ! • ., . . . •. ' . ,, • ,;, • : . ' ' . •:, :::.···.:):::?:\Y.!•:_ . 

· the ConfeJ"e.nci, so .. that many J"abbis· bad ·not cal'efully studied.the,,<'.::··:-.:,,-:: ... 
. ·. ' . ·. . ,, ·,.,,, .... ' .· ',' , . ..,, :::, '.··. ·,. ', '.,,:.,/ •·· ... · .. ' .· .. ' · .... · : :_ ' < '~, :':;· ,i::<. :<, ·., _:_ 
material. · This put·· t,ht· qu~sti.,on·! _of',the Synod automatically on the_.· .. ·· :; ':: ·. ::_i/.: · .. 

. ' . . "' . ' \-. ' :: . . . . ' ; ' '. .i'\, ··),·:." ' ' ' 
agenda of the 1906 Conferen~e. 

. 

During the year· betyee~'-tlie ·,19°05 and 1906 ·conferences,. viole~t• :. - ,'. : Y ·.::.:.: , 
"• _',...-,;'i .\ • ··, .' • I ' ,' '·,,'·,.1,• . 

, • r -· • !, •/· , , : ··_:: .~ ·. ;· . .;, . : : . , 

· pogroms in R~ssia broke out anew. A. great concern over this ·_·· - -: .. .i. ?: ; . .<. 
. • .. : ,;, ~··.'.;.'./·.·. ·:·;_-~•/(·:.1·.· . 

•'.· ,: t . l" ' ': ' 

critical si.tu~tion was evidenced in America.·,· The'Americe.~-Jewi·sh :•:·: · .. ,_·._··.· :· 
, , , ' I " • ' .• ' ' ' • • . . , : , . • ,• , •, ' . . , '.. ·, ' , ; ' . , , • ' , ·• ,'. , l. , • 

' . ' ' 

' ' . :- ,:: .. ' ' : ;. \ 

CoDlllittee was ·orga.niz~d by some outstanding laymen ·to _serv~ · as a 

r . • • , . ' • 

national Jewish organization which would represent.American Jews. ' ' . 
. ' ' ,, .. 

· There was real nationwide· interest exhibited in creating, groups 

which would unite .American Jewry to handle national and international ., . ·· · · . 
.. . . ~ ' ' . . . , . ' . 

' 
. . . ' -

. Jewish problems •. This interest· was also felt by the members of the. 
. ' . . . 

C .C .A.R. Rabbi Joseph siolz,: in his Presidential Addre~s in. 1906 .·. . ~ ' . . 

gave expression to the need for· a national Jewish relig1o~·s·· 

. organi za ti on. 

• When the CoDDDi ttee . on a Synod reported, · there wo.s a· majority 

report give.¢:"favoring .the establishment ·of a ·Synod and a mi11ori ty . 
' . 

' ' 

rep·ort opposing it. However, the proposed Synod was to ·be differe·nt 

' . •. 

' ' \ 

\ 
. ' .. 

' 
' 

from the idee._of a Synod discussed at the previous conferences. 

Synod would ~epresent ~11 American Jews and be concerned with all 

: ' . 
" This' · · ·· ··· 

,. . . 

proble~s of concern. to American Jews.. It woli~d be· cal led "The 
' . 

Central Jewish Assembly of .Americ_a" ·and would be. COIDJ>OSed of rabbis .. 
' . 

and laymen representing the major Jewish religious groups, and not 

just an organization composed of Reform Jews. It would be a 
. . 

deliberative body which would study and discuss outstanding Jewish• 

I . 

• . 

. . . . 
• I ,' • .• 

: I , •- , 
• • ' i 

I ' • 

. . . 

•1 

. ' 
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.• . ' 

: ···\/.i.,'.;.\·.::·~,i ·/:··:'.pt,~blems ,· rel_igious · ~s •~11',,,~!] .,non_:x:e.ligious, 
• • ,•, • '•; •·:. , I :•, •' •, I • • ' ' '.- ' ·~ • o 

. . 

seeking to guide and 

. . 

' ' • . , . I " 

. ' . . . • 
" 

repre~ent Jewish public opinion. But, it would tlnot be an 
. ' . . 

· . ecciesi·astical court vith disciplinary power to dictate to the 

•ndividual conscience, to interfere with freedom of either belief or 

90 ·~onduct, or to restrict congregational o.utonomy. 11 The majority 
• • • ' '_i '' ' ' ' : •• 

• 1 ' • ' . ' . . ' 

' 
I 

.. ' . . . 
. . · ~eport favoring such a Synod was signed by six: 

' • ~ I • ,, • • 

Philipson, Enelow, 
. ,, ' .. " 

·Marg~lis, Kraus~~pf, Levi and Kohler ( who a year before had opposed 
. . 

'' '\ -

· ··.· · .:· ·•:'i; '- a Synod). 
. '• ',, ';:. . . . . . .· " . .. . ,, 

_.,, 

•• I " 

. ,. .· '. 

. 
. ' . . ' 

• • I ' 

' . 
• •,'' •' L 

' . 

... 

,· . 

' - ~ ,•• , • r 

.. : .. , ·· .. ?,\), 
• + ,· •• • •• 

. ' . 

•... I 

. . . . . . '. . 

· The .minority r~po,rt was given by G. De_utsch. He considered 
' . . 

"the coupling of communal and religious aims as so prejudicial to the 
• 

. . . . . 11 d . t . . b 1 i, 91 .. ca.use of the proposed organization that 1 t w1 ren er 1 1mposs1 e ... 
' . 
. . 

· . H~, tel t · that .. the · C .c .A.R. already existed to:.·ho.ndle Reform religious 

·. ·. problems, and if the proposed na.ti onal orge.n~zati on became involved 
' . 

· in the religi~us field a confl~ct could ~merge ·and many difficulties 
. . • '. • .t .. 

. . . 

. . . . 

could result.· He also e.dd~d, "Juda.ism has no hierarchical organiz-
•. 

. ' 

ation, and it is rather· late in .the day to create it nov. On the 

' ' 

other· hand, we . are endangeri~ the good wl1ich we might do by assist-

' . t 1 . t" 1192 ingi~ the creation of a cen ra organ1za 10n. In the en·suing· 

debate which followed the reports, it :was evident that the idea of 
' 

establishing a ·Synod· which would serve as the authoritative body f·or 

Reform Judaism, and which would promulgate ~ Creed for Reform 

' J~daism, was no longer. the issue under discussi~~•- The conception of· 
' ' . . • ;t< ' • ' . . • ~ • . . . ' . ' . . 1 ,, • ' l 

. . 

:" /': ·'.\ . :,::;. / ,.:· : ' 
the Synod reco~endedby ~h~ Conimittee was ·in·essence quite different. 

• ' I • '. 

. ·' 

. . ' . . . 
' •,. I.'. :" ' 

: ' . . ' . . ' 

. . . ' . . ,. 

' . . . .. . ,. ' 
I . • •• ' •: 

. After some bitter discussi,on, Grossman moved the following . 
. . 

amendment: "While we 'are ·in favor of union ·'Of action in American 
•·, 

. . . 

Israel, on occasions· of emergency·, we/declare the formation of any 
' . 

oiga~izati.on through this.: Conference is impracticable and -

' ;, .... 
:-

I 
. ' 
I ' . i 

l 

! . 
I 

I 
I 
i 
i . 
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· in~dvisable •119~ · This a~endment was passed. lcJrty-t,ro to t,renty~one •;· ·.: ./ ::·:,,:t:,· ': · 
. . . . · ... : . . .. . . . . . .' . . ,;/,/t';-'j· : .· 

Then, a move .t<> table t·he majority report ,ras passed fifty-two to.·; ',.: ,f·. ~:;'.· . 

sixteen •. The report never came back to the floor .of the Conference.: 
. . . . . . . 

. . ' . . . 

The 1906 Conference 

kind of a Synod •. 

rang. t~e· :-~eat,h knell.for the· possibility of any· ·:-: ::--:·:'•:-:( ,:•. ·. 
\' . , r 

. , 
:,· 

' . 

'. 

Yet, the "ghost" ;'of·a.Syn~·d· i.ingered on. From 1906.through 
. . (: ' ', ;;. , -~., . ', ' .. ·-=·· , .,··~. ... .... . 

1937, several rabbis· :1n speeclies bef~re ·the C.C.J..R·. urged the 
' I 

' . . 

1D 
1, I • • • • 1 ,'. : • , . . . 

. ; . , ,. . .. 
• ' .• • I ,, ' '. ,. :, · . . I 

•• ,· t ' . 

1925: Hif we ,ould pre~erve.Judaism, we must.have 
. :: ' . 

' 

. . ,• ' . •' . 

halachas ·or. dog~ .. :· · .· ::;:-: ·:·.: :· · .. , 
. . . . ,, ' . 

• '. -.__~ ' ·~ •. '. i ,,, 
'. ' ,. ':,-·, . . . 

mas 
. ;. • ,t ' '. ', ' ' • . . \ ' . . ' . ·,· •. ': ' ,. ·> ' 

that shaJl be clear and defini te,;so that not only all Israel_ but' •.·· .. -.·-:: .. 

all people shall know what ,r~ think and believe-dogmas that shall.c: , · · · · · 
. . ' . ,, . ' . . . ' '. ' . 

• , . . I :•., • . ' ' '· • , 
. - . . . ~ . ·•. . . . . ~ ~ 

be issued by an· aj.thorized represe,ntati_v.e bony and shi.ll~iDOtbbe. . · · , , • · 
~ ,, ,• ' ' " . 

- ' 1 • ', 

subject to change exc~pt/ by that b·ody~ogmas that shall be manda- ; '. ·.·· ·_ · ··.· : ··,/: · .. 
i ' ' ' . .. . 

tory upon ,e;ll. members· ~f. our progressive1 fa.it~-••.• The Conferen~e,;' t,~ 
. . ' ' . . . . ' . . . ' . 

. ' 

' .. . \' 

' ' . 
my mind ought ·to be this Icind of a. Synod and 'ought to act in' this . 

. ', . ·.~ ·. 

94 · · 
way today," In 1937, at the Columbus Conference, Samuel,Schulman 

. :· ',· ·,,' •.· . 
" ;.. . . ... ; 
.i . . ,, ~ ,· . . 

~. ' 
' ' . ' : : ·,,•. ' .• . ·' .. '' - : ' ' 

' ' 

presented a statement of principles he urged the Conference to 

accept, Part of plank number ten vas the following: "It is 

important ••• to emphasize the truth that while the individual 

. 'f.. ·,. . 
~ ' . . 

' . 
. . ' 

... 
. . . ' ,• ' 

' : -,. . ·,, :. 

conscience determines the final decision, that conscience ,rill humbly· . , .. • .. ;' . . _, .. . .. . . .. 

. . 
seek guidance and will respect moral authority. It ,rill not treat· 

• , . ' '.: •: • • I • ' 

. . .. . ' ' 

lightly the trutl1s by which· Israel lived in the past. · It ,rill, above:· ': · • 

all, be guided by the deliberate pronouncement·of a Rabbinical Body 

which represents a· large. section of Israel ••• In our time of exces- · 

si ve lib~rty, some form of authority must be reestablished. 1195 

The position of the C.C.A.R. on the questi·on of authority during• 

this important period of the Conference's existence was a very 
' 

. 
' . . 

• • + • .' '. 

. ' ·.·. ' ' . 

. ' 

. ; '! '.,' .' . 
I • • • t, ,• . > ~- • 

. .. 
' .. 

... , .. 
··• .. 

\ 
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L' • ~..- "'~- ,, . •. • . ' 

:. ·•;:•\>'·. · .. · .. consistent and steadfast one~.· 1-t rema'ined determined· t~.-give each ' ... : ' . . . . . 

. . . 
member complete freedom. "I~ has not arrogated to itself any 

' . 

authorit:,-, ecclesiastical or synodical, but its members have dis-
... . ·, . 

' ; .' . ' ' 
' 

.-. ,, ·1 ···cussed the mo.ny and varied qli~ations of· Jewish belief, thought and· 
. ' . 
. . . . . ,_ ' 

•: · · .: -· · ·_practice, and have . embodied in resolution, and. pronouncement af•ter 
' ... 

:earnest deliberation the .views of ,the majority on points under dis-
• •. ' '. r" . ' - ' .. 

'. '' ' ' 
,· . ' . . -·. : : · : cusa1on • 

.'-. ,_ .\ ' 
•• ' • • t • ' 

- , ', • i .I' ,•. l , l ; I ' • 

... I ' .. J~ -~. ,'. • 

' 
.. . . . 

This majority vieir,, ho•♦rer·,. baa ·~e:ver coerced the 
., 

· minority, nor even the indiv_id,al,.:.Its authority lies not in the 
' ' , . . ., " . . . . ,, . . ., ; 

' ' . ,.-" . ,_ ~ · r C •'. ,i° t. , 1' 

: ·· ·.·.·.: .... application of police measu.res·;r it has,,110/ppwer to enforce its views 
,· . ' :\ . • . '.- ', !, ' • ' . . 

. ' 

•, .' : '. . •. 1 ' " ' 

. · . ·. · .. by m~thods of excomm,tinicati.o~, or. ~therwise, D:~i-- .:wou·~d. it if it 
./ i,j · .. : ·. ,•·,··' ·;,,:.: >· ·-~:•·· 

' .. ' 
• • ,•. •. I • 

' .,_ I ' 

. ' .. - . :. - ' . 
' . 

' ',. . .·. 
'. l ' ' 

. . ' . 

' ' ' . 

., ',· '' . . . ' . 
' 

. . . 

.,'. '' . . 

... 

', 
.• ": · · 96 · could." . • • ! .I l' . 

The Synod idea was dead.~:' aild .. ~i~h ·it ,any notio~ of . establishing 
. ' 

a formal Reform Creed. 
i 
' 

, I 
l .. 

' ' 
_· .Note: . '' ,' ', 

'i . 

' . ,\ ., ' . . 

· The C .c .A~R. has· al,rays fr.owned on the idea of establishing a 
' . . .. ; ,i,, :: • . . • ·-. - ..• , ·. ' ' . ' \ ' . . : . . 

Synod. Yet,' the question may be ·raised,; "Is not the C.C.A.R. already, 
' ' . 

·'in fact, a Synod, in tba:t each year it makes official pronouncements_· 

-_ on social and political issues, as well as on issues which are of 

. directconce~n to Reform rabbis? . , . . 

' The. answer would have to be "no", because these pronouncements . . . 

are not binding . on any member of the C .C .A.R. 

'' 

I 

I 

. ' 

•• 
18 . . 

• 1 

::' ... : 

. . ' ' •' . . 
• . ,! . . • f 

Introduction -------

CHAPT~ EIGHT 
. . . ' . 

Zionism 

. . , 
• 

•, 
' .. ' 

The great influx of the Eastern European Jews in the late 

nineteenth century ~as the ·~ost momentous event· .in Ameri~an Jewish 
' . ,, . .. ' . 

. ' ;,. '. ) . . . • • • '. ' . 1: • 

life (prior to 1938). The direct results of this emigration are 

still being ·1·e1t today. 
. ' 

' 
It was primarj·ly responsible for the·. · · · _ 

' 

• 

creedal and synodal atte~t·s which were mde in the early twe~ti~th ·. 
. : . 

century by Reform Judaism. Also, lteform's positio~ on the extremely 
' . 

" 

' ' important question of Zionism underwent a. drasti~ ~hange becaus~ of 

the tremendous F.ast· European influence on Reform. · Involved in ·· 

Ref'orm.''s ·attitude towards Zionism was th~ question, "What constitutes . 
• ' . . . •. I l 

· the· essence of Jude.ism, religion or peoplehood?" · Within a· period of' -

-less than fifty years, Reform' s ~answer :changed • 

1885 - 1917 . ------
' 

Plank number five of. the Pit_tsburgh Platform rea:d ~s follows: 
' . ' 

. "We r.e~ogni ze, in the mo4ern era. of· universal culture of heart and . 

intellect, the approaching of' the realization of Israel's.great_ 
• ' • • . , 1 

' . ' ' 

. ,_.' ,,.. 

.. 
• ,', "; ,- 'l 

... 

. '· . . ' .. ·. 

Messianic hope for the establishment of the kingdom· of :truth, justice, ·· 
. . . ' . . 

and ·peace among a.11 men. We consider ourselves no longer a nation, . 

but a religious community, and the_refore expect neither a return to. 

Palestine, nor a s~crificial worship under the sons· of Aaron, nor 

the restoration of any of the. laws concerning the Jewish state .• " 

In 1885, that statement represented the unanimous viewpoint of 

Reform Judaism in America. Reform Jewry wished to eliminate every 

. ' . ' 
'• 

. ' 

'' 
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. ., 

. . . ' 
I,, ,' • , . I 

. :-· ! ., ' 

. ' 

..... 
' .. ' 

: vestiie of Jewish separatism:_ so {as,, t·.of.oe': ab.le ,:to ,sha.r,e fully in the 
,i ~ . '.· . ., . J ·-: • ,. t '' . 

f ' • • ~ ' 
. ~, • • : ' I , ;,; ' 

The Afessianic Age ,ras be'lieved to be· "right 
, 

. ·. ·. · ':; .·· ... ·.· around the corner'.'. a:nd. ·Ainer-\c~ :was·: g_oing' to ,be 'the 1.~nd: where it 
• J , ' • • ' r ,:, •• • I '• -~ •, 

• ' • ' , •., • I :, ,' : ._.; ' •;'_ '.J. {. • ', • :• ' ;~' • .. , • ' '.' • '. •· • • . •~ . 

.. · .. ,. ·. 11'.0~~d begin • . I~· would ''be an ag~ of universal· brotherhood, and 

'. 

·. ' . . ', ... 

· u~iversal ~eligious freedom. Thi·~ime~U:t'·.~ coniplete renunciation of 
·. ' ,\ .' ' '" . . . '' 

'' 

· any nationalis_tic aspirations, and. the· wholehearted· c_hampioning of 
. ' 
" ' 

I ' • ','. \ ' 

... · · . Jude.ism as a 11niv_e~sal re'.~i~iop,; ~orthy of b!i•ng·i·a.~hered to • 1n an 
' . ' . . , ' . . . . . . -~ "' . . . ' " . . . 

, ' , .; • . 
1

, ' • ' j ' ~ ·,, ' y '/ ·• I, I. '' j , ' ' !' 

' ; ·. : : ·' ': · .. ' 1optimistic, age of ·Reason' and 'pr~g~ess .-: ' ... ·. ' '-:. C : . ' ' . .. . 

, 
. ' 

' ' 
' '' 

' 

. . '' 
'\ . 

' .. ·, 
' . 

' ' 

' " 
' ' 

. ' 

.. 
. . . . , I 
' 

. I . 

. ;_- '! 

From .18&5 ~ 1897, the· issue . of' .Jewish. nationalism, was a minor 
' : . . 

I ~. • • 

·one 
• • ' ' \ • I \ ' • ' 

for Reform Judaism. Ref.or~ Jews' r.egartle'd themselves 'as' American 

.ci ti-zens of the_ Jewish religion! However,· during these years the 

tremendo11s East. European Jewish immigration began flooding the 
' ,, 

... American shores. These. Jewa brought with them strong emotional 
' ;. ' .. 

_feelings and allegiances toY8.rds the ancient Jewish homeland. These 

· feelings.remained with them even .after .they reached this country. 

Their emp~~sis on the Jewish people as a nation i_n Galut antagonized 
. '' 

some of th·e rabbis: in the Reform movement. 

In 1897, · the first World Zionist Congress took place in Basle, 
' ' ' 

, Switzer land. This.international meeting focused widespread attention 

on .this group, of nationalistic Jews. · These Zionists announced for 
' ' 

. all the world ~o hear that the Jews were a nation _in exile,' who 

yearned to be 11home 11 age.in in Palestine. This Congress meeting 

·dramati~ally forced the.American Reform Movement to take cognizance 
. ' ' 

, . -, I I 

. . •, 
' . ' 

. ·of the fact that· ·an alien Jewish ideology vas. bec·oming a worldwide 

. .. ' . 

' ' ' 
' . 

! 

' 

. movement. In the;·.~yes of the reformers this movement .represented a 

terrible threat to both the stability of Jewish life in .America and 

to the .. ideological raison d'etre for th·e existence· of the Jewish 

. ' 

I 

I 

I 
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people •.... 

Isaac. Mayer \Vi~e, · in· his presidential a~dre•s in · 1897' gave . . ·. '}\_ . · 
' . . . ' . . ,' ·;. ' . , 

• l , 'i 

' ' 
·.::. " ' 

· expressi_on_ to Reform Judaism's opposition to the Zionist movement·~::,-,.. · . ·: ·· :. 
' . . ' ·, . ' 

• • • f i • I ,r 

He denounced the Zionist's ideol~gy ~s.a .. distort.ion of the Jewish. ,_· · ._·, .. •·.· 
. ' . . - . . ' ' . 

. .. . ' 

' 
religious mission. "I consi~er it my duty also, Reverend. Colleagues, 

. ~ . ,; ' ' . " ' . 
, •• ; ¥ ~ ·, :' , I • 

-to cali your attent_i·o~, to ••• ,the s·o-cf~l·led·. 'Friends. of Zion i, Chovaveh · · · ".:;: · · 
·~ . . '' . . ',\ ' . '• 

Zion, who rev.iv_e .among certain classes of p~opl~ .,,the political nation~ · .. , · .. 
. - ' . ' 

·a.1 ·sentiment 
. ' 1 '' ·' . ' \ ,, '. 
1 ' ; . •· ;1 

of ~lden . ti~es, :. and :t~r~·- ~he mis.s~~n ~f. .Iar;e:l 
' ,· . ' '. ,••, . ' '~ • ' , • ' , ·.,_.•~I ,-' ' •; • ' , 

from th:e · 

• province of religion and hUD1ar.iity.·.t~ the narrow- politica1'·e.nd · ·· 
. . : / '.! . . ,, . . 

- • - • I 

· national 
• 1 . . • 

field where Judaism loses :iits univ,ersa.l and salictified 

ground. and its historical signification. 1197 .. _ Apparently· Wise• s 
,, . . 

' • [1' ' ' 

unanimously passed the following· imp~rtant resolution: "Res·olved · · 
. . . . . . 

' ' . . ,..,, . · .. ; 
, . . . / 

tl1at we totally· .di~approve of. any ·attempt ~or tJ}e :.est~blishment of a .. :., '• . 
' ' ' . ' ' ' ,• " '' ' ·1 ,. ' ' 

Jewish sta.te. Such. attempts. show· a misunderstanding of: Israel.' s . 

mission, which from the narrow political and n~tiona.l field' has:· 

been expanded to the promotion among the whole human race of the 

broad and universalistic religion first proclaimed by the.Jewish 

prophets ••• 

We reaffirm that the body of Judaism is not political nor 
' ' ' 

national, but spiritual and addresses itself to the continuous 

growth of pea.ce, justice and love in the human race, to a messianic ·• · 

time when all men will recognize that they form.one great brotherhood 
. ·, ' 

' ' 

for the establishment of God·.• s kingdom on earth. 1198 · 

. ' ', 

' . 

This strong reaction to the secule.ristic, political, national

istic aspirations. voiced by the ·zionists wa.s .completely in keeping. . . · . 
. ' ' . . 

with Reform~s strong emphasis on the universal religious beliefs of 



,, 

. -
' - ' . ' . ,, 
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·-· ' 

.·: : Judaism a.s constituting the essence of Judaism. Reform Jews·living 

. , . · -, :in ·America were enjoying the freedom ·and the· oppor~uni_ty for 

. advancement in •the· general society that Jews for ·centuries: ·had 
. . 

. prayed for, . They were achieying .this as American Jews, .· It even 
. , -, 

seemed conceivable t.hat the long sought ·Messia~ic Age was already 

· beginning in. America. 

. , . ' 

During the years 189'1 - 191'1, .Zionism was c,•stjgated and de-

- '_' . · < ; :. .:nounced time after time by members · of the Reform movement. The 
I ! ' • • ' • . •:: ·;,'' ' •, . . ',' • /. I'.', / . • • • " ' ' , !·. :' ' • ' _\ •,,~ :• • ... ., ' ' f '' • ' • •. ' • t ' : ' . , ' I • 

• •, • •: ' : ' • 1 ' • I ' ; "-t 

•': . ·. reformers regarde'd ·ztonis01 -1ais :an unfortunate .fad, ~s something which 
' . ' !, ' . •, '. • . • •• 

had only momentary appea.l;for irreligious Jews. 
. ' 

Samuel Sale.said in 

his "Address on ... Zi~nism" (1·so9·), .111 0.1;11 free to admit that the 
. . . . ' . .. . . ' . .. ' ' , . 

: . . ., .... ., " 

. . . . ' . • : . . ' •, . . . ,.1·· . ' . . . 

question at issue is" repugnant to me, ·and I can hardly bring myself, 

b,.:;&./l. J d Am ' t d. . . t 1 1 ' d . · 1 1199 
w'WI as a ew an an• .. , er1;can,. o 1scuss 1. ca m y an serious y. . 

. ,1 , !' l, • • . . . 

' · ·- · · '· David Philipson said (1906); · "Reform Jttdais~ a~d nationalism·, or let 
·' . 

'i . ·-.·:·· •. ;'/''::/•i"···:•~··. __ · .. ,, ... · :::·,.: •·:;_'··.-.•' .,.:_..· 

·: me use· the,: synonym :f.or J~irish:_ nationali~m, Zionism, are absolutely 
l ',( ,• ,, • ' ,, ' : • : 

.. · · · incompe:tible a.nd irreconcilable, Reform Judaism is spiritual, 
. . ' : -~ ' 

Zionism is poiitic~l •. : -1-Ref o.-m :!Judaism' is uni verso.I' Zionism is 
• • I • 0, 0 ' • . - . . . 

' . . . ' . . ... 
. 

. oriental.·. Reform Judaism looks to the future, Zionism to the past; 
' 

the outlook of ReforJ?, Judaism is the world, the outlook of Zionism 
' j . • . . \ 

. is a corner of :Western Asia ••• Zionism _means a surrender of all the 

.': ideal·s f o~. which Reform Judaism stands. 11100 
'. . . _. 

Though the Zionist cause was extremely unpopular t.".i;\h. moat· · 
' ' 

. . ,· -·Reform rabbis, nevertheless, there were a few "brave" Reform rabbis 
. ' ' '• 

' , 

. ·. who did become- Zionists during these tyo decades. The most well-
. •' 

·· ,kno,rn one of the period was Bernard Felsenthal. Other_3 included ' ' . 
.. 

. ' . 

Gustav ·ootthei·1 and Stephen S. Wise. 
' - ' . . . 

., 
' ' . 

. ' '. : .. 
. ·. . . . . : 

. ' 

• 

I . . 

.. ' . ·, 
,-! 
' 

' ' 
r 

l 

' 

I 

V 

1917 - 19.37 ------ -· 
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' l ·, , 

,'\ • t ' .. < 

. The. earJy,-·years of. the. twentieth· century were very: difficult·. : : - .. · .. ·• .. ·· .·: 
. ' ' 

ones for the Jews of Eas~ern Europe. Anti-Semitic outbreaks were· ' . 
. : .. ' : ' . .•· .. , ,· . . . ' ' ·, . ·,,. . . . : ' 

' . 

' ' I • • 

.. 

frequent occurrences, The.goverrµnents of these ·nations did nothi~ 
. 

' . . . :' t . . ' ' . . . 

' . . ' . . 

. . . '· ' 
" . . , .. 

. ' ' .· . ' 

. ,:.·, ,,1 ., • 
. ' - . ' •· '. . ' • I • 

'' 

' ' 

to prevent these atrocities, The Russian pogroms of 1902 - 1905 

"revealed such bestiality as vas not thought possible i~·the . . ' 

. . . ' . ' . . ' . .·, . . ' 

t-wentieth century in a· society which called itself Chriatian.lllOl·. · 
' • • ' 0 k' • > • • 

.... 
, . ' 

seas. Protests' were issued.· Hundreds. of sermons and speeches wer~. 
' .. 

' .· . . . . 
• : ,, J • ,. ' 

• I • 0 A • . •· .. -; '. . . . 
: ', ' . ,' . 

. . ; ' . . 
. : .';? ~·) ...• 

given denouncing the tragic treatment of these.Jews. Asa result, a ,. ' 

' ' '.. . 
' . . . 

greater interest in the possibili t)'. of estab'lishi'ng a Jewish ·)lonie-· .. • _:: , · :/ '>, . · · · 
• • • • • • ' • • I ' • ' -• : ,•' ... ~ • ... ': 

• ,' { : .. I. ' : ·'. 

. . !-.-,.. ' '·.:' , ... :. ·,· 
land as a. dwelling-place for persecuted, opp~essed, homeless· Jews·,: · '. .. • .· : ' · 

. . 

began t.o be felt within the R~f~rm 1:'l_ovement~throughout America~ 
'j 

' ' . 
. ' ' -, '' :;' :,.'.:':\ '. 

. '. . . . 
,. ,·,;,, ,'• ' 

,• . :. . :; ' ,-·_.;-.,J -'~'/• ,·. ·, ~: .. 

Thus, by the time the Balfou~- Declaration was published there exi·sted · :' . .i·<·'. · 
. ..., ·-· . '" . _/_'•.'.";_~_, 

. ' . . . . . ' . ' . . 
• ! ,' • " . • ~ ' ' ' . . -~· .' . ' . ' 

in Reform a much more sympathetic. at~itude towards Zionism than had'·· :~::'· , :• :.1(:':·._: 

. ' 
. '·, . 

existed twenty years previously. · · ' ·. ·· 
.... . ' . ' ',, 

In November -1917, the Balfour D~clarationwas issued • 
. . ; . . - ; 

It 
' t . ' 

. : I I • • • '·' • ,. • ,• : ;'; ., • •• ' ' • ' 

stated that the ·British goveriiment'looked.favorably ·upon the 
" 

. . ' 
l . • ', ; . "' 

re~stablishment. of a Jew~sh hom,10.,nd.1 · This· statement had a strong 
. . ' ' , \. . 

'· . . . ·••' ' . . ' .. ' 

· ,effect upon many· members of the C,C,.A.R. They felt the nece~sity 
. ' . . , . . ' " ,, 

. .·• . '1·· . . . '' 

·to restate Reform,'s.· positio~ on the ·question .. of Zionism, yet they 
. , ,; .. . ' ' . . . ~ ' ' 

' ' ' . .• 

desired not to -be to·~ antag~~istic, ~nd : .. u-.sympathetic in their . · 
. ,, ; ' ' -. . . .. , . 

attitude • 

' 

At the !'91~ ·co~erence, t,he f ollo-.ring ,· r.esolut.ion was passed i 
• •• ' ~ l ', 0 • • ' • I • 

"The C .C .A.R. notes ,ri th grateful appreciation the declaration of ·· · 
• > • • ' • • ' • - ... 

t~e British Government by Mr. Balfour as an evidence of good-will 

' . 

:_ .... ,. . 
·, 

.. 
' '•,,''I 

, ' ' . . ' 
~ ,: . 

.,- .. ' . 
I • • • 

• I ' • .. : . ;, . 

'' ',', , 

, ' l ,,1' • ':\ , • 

'' . ' 

' . . , 

.. 
\ ' 

. 
' . . . . ~ 

'. : -·, 
' 

.. 
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.. 

. . . 

· ·:::-., .·:: .: • · .. towards 'the .J~:ws •• • (But) We are opposed to the idea that Palestine 
, • -;);·.~ ~;,:. ':~· ,.•" • l . 

" • . ' . . , ' . . • • I . 

.·:·\· · · · -~~ould be c_onsidered the home"'.'9land of the Jews. Jew~ in America. are· 

/.: . .'.: .. pai:-t of the American nation •. The. ideal of the Je,r is not the. 

. establishment. of a· Jewisl1 state--not the re-assertion of. Jewish 
. . 

·.·. ,: ..... ·.· ·. ·' natio~lity which has l~~g _been out-grown ••• The mission of the Jew . . . 
' . . . . . . . 

. ·. ·. ·· ... i~ :to vitiiess to -God all over the -~orld."l02 
, j • • ' • • ,, • 

Thus, even though the 
, . 

C.onference regarded vi th approval Balfour's statement., Reform refused 
:, -. ... 

•, . . . 

. , '.·\:', ;• to ._chaitge, its .·oppo,si tion to :the idea 
T'' ./ ' . ' ' ,i . 

' • ' '• • ,> ; ~ • ' ! ' • : ~ I 

of building.up Palestine as 
' . '' . . . •. 

. the n~ti.onal home-land for all jews~ Neverthele:ss, Reform still 
. . . ' . 

' ' ' ' ' .~ .. 

. . 

· · · . desired to help its homeless brethren throughout the world. Kohler 

· :· .· reflected the _new Reform attitude towards Ziopism when the following 
, " "• • ' • . . • , • I . , - • 

• ' :, f. • .l . t ' ,' '. •• ' •; ' ' ' • • • • ' ' • • • I 

. ·• · ..... ·, . · .: .y~ar he sa.idl.s '11Let Pales.tine, our ancient home, under the pro~ 
,. ' . . . . 

.. · ·'·-i, t,,,• 
. ' :, '. ~ ;- '., ' ' . . 

' : . . ' 
' ' . . . 

. . . · tection -of the great nations ••• again become a center of Jewish . . . 
. . \., .. 
·, ...... '' .. ·,, 

. _culture and 'a safe l:"ef~ge_ to the homeless. ,v, ·. shall all welcome it 
. . ' . 

. ·.,. ·... . . and ··aid 'in the._promotion .. of the work •• • \Ve shall all hail the under-
·,• ' . ' '. ' ' ' ' ' . . . ,, ,· ,'/ . . ' ' .. . . , ,J, ·:, . . ' .- . : . : I, . - , ... , . 

. .. ta.king and pray fox: i ~s prosperity. (Yet) The historic . task of the .. 

. ' 

J •,· ' • . . 

•, r . 

... " 

·Jew is not .. tobe, and cannot be a.cco~lished therewith ••• the Je,r 

. ,rill·: ever remain an intern~tional' force influencing the wo~ld. 11103 

During the 1920 rs and 1930 's, o.'s the numbers of the 'East 
. . 

. :.,·: · :·,, .... European Jews who became members of Re(,orm congregations increased, 
; ,- ·., . I . ~ •, ' _. . ':. ,' . ' 

Reform's ft&Jllipathetic" · attitude towe.r~s: Zi,onism deve·loped ·into one 
' • , • ' • I • • f 

. 
. ,·, .. '' ' ' .. . o~ open friendliness.. Other factors were also_ responsible for this 

• Reform·became a:definite: minority group in Jewish life. Building up 

' 

. Palestine w~s an endeavor which· cro·ssed '-'p.ar:ty; lin,esll ,. ;which enabled .. , ' 
. . 

.·· Je·ws of both the Reform and Orthodox_ "persuasion" to work together· 
, ' . • . ~l , 

. ' ' . . . ' ' 
' .. ; '. ' ... • • • i . 

· as Jews. Many Reform leaders fe.lt 'that if Reform refused to 

. 
' .. J 

'. .. 

. . . 
' '"'. 

. . 
. ' . . \ ',, ,, .. ,, 

I! ' . ,1-

. ' 

' 

,1 

' l ' . I 
l 
~ 
'\ ,· 
d 
. l 

·1. 

. , . . ' \ : .-·• ,~ ' 

, . 
., 

:l." 
' .• ' '' '► 

cooperate in this e~!•ort~," ;it. ~~gh~. fi1;1d 'i~·~~_lf 
• & 

. . . . .. . . ·\:::t_:'.;::~~.()\· : .'. . . . 
divorced from the.· ·.\ <l•·;: ·. · ~:·. ·:·> _.::: 

. . ·• .. ' ': ·.::-:'/{/:::;:,· /:, :_ . : 
great· masses. of the . J~-~i-si · ~e~~~e .':i. · ~~-t~:r ' ' \,,f• , '·jJ• "I• <· ,'I ,, ,'.,, .-., .. · 1,:,.·. , -- . .. ·. 

great factor which· ... ·· ... ::/:::',;}',\{·:f).":-', · ... · 

caused .Reform•:, atti~~de·: t~v,rds .the·, rebuilding .of .Palesii~e · t·o :· · · ·. :· · >;: ... ;.1\.,i': :· ·::: ·· .. 
' . . ,. ,'' ' '.. . .· ' ' . . --· ., • . . ' '.'1 ' 

' :. . ,.' . . ~ ,, ,. . . ·, ., , 
' , . ' . ' . •, '' '. ' , , . 

radically. change withi1r a ,period of less than. forty years ~a~ ~he ,. <(:' ::.\,::::>\:: · ;_; . 

ri&e of lfi tler, The Nazi menace brought into sharp focu~ the .· ·· · , ;;:,;.\,: 
, • • . • • .' : .; ~ ~- ._ • •' ' I \ • 

. . . ·. ' •' .··. :._ ,:, ,-:, ·'_. ·=·: ';,~:_·'\_\/:(:.;·-~:~ . .-_:\ ·._ ·._·1 ·/. ·._· •• __ ,·._ ~ 
realiza_tion of the great· need for a homeland for the 11des'pised" Jew. · :,.,•;·:,_: :: ,' · ·. · 

' ' . • ' : '.', .. ',;1·_· •\' ·. ; __ ,, ''.'·'. ;_'. ,.• . '. . I , • '. ~:·:·o1: '.--·~ ... _._ :·.·,:-:;:-.:, 

Barnett Br.ickner· gave exp_ression to. this .fe,eling: · "When ~odern .. · . . . . . -:..... . . : . ' 
•, ' ••,•'. 1' , • I • o . . ' .. (' ·. ' , . '.' ' 
,. , . ' •.~I. ' ' - . . ' 

-.·. ~--·.·.-: \: .. •, ·:·.:·· ... :· ... ·· ._'.\.··· ·~ 

· Zionism was born, the leaders of Refc;,rm were still hopeful of ·the :·;:··.\:,:,i·<. ·,.- ··:·,._,:: .. · 
' ' ' . . . ' '• '' '' . . . . . . . ' . . 

' ' ' . . ' ,.. • • • . ' ' . !" ... ' ~ . ' . • ' . 

messianic effec.ts of political emancipation for the Jew •• '.;Yet, '1,h:e·-.: _,.:::.;:;,.<·::-:,::.;:.•.·.\. ·.; 
' . . ' ' ·.,. _-. ··;,<: :/·•.·, ', ·~, . _!__··.:\·,·.:-:· '_<:·•_:~.::-· ::::_ . 

spectacle of how our people are being trea_ted in Germany. sho~ld, by· .· .. : :.,:;:~,::·:,.:.,, /·: · · · · 
. . . , . • .: .,· .. '.. ', •r_:.·., /:·;·'._:,.,:·,_;:::,.-i•' t' ··, . 

. . . ' . ' -•. 

itse~f alone, be sufficient_ to indicate the. inadequacy-of p:olitical·,,.·,\·,\·,·.::,:,/: . 

emancipation to solve the Jeri sh p~oble'8. ;,io4 ··. . . ; i}:\,}!,\ ·.·• · .. 
'.. ·, ,l . . . i. ,· 

,' ' . -.~·-. ·· .. -~ ": ,-.'•.): 

By 1934, the reversal in Reform' s position was· so great that 'the : · .-. ·._ .. ·· .. · · ... 
'' . ' ,, ' 

' • • • ' ' : • t • ' ' 

,' \ .\ -. ' . .-: • ; /, :i_ -, . • ', .', .• ·• ;-,' ,' : •. ' 

C.C.A.R. ns ready to declar.e its approval of· the Zionis·t. cause.·. But : ' " 1
• • ·::, • 

. . . .· ' . . . :: :' : .. ·?:' _,,,:':'" . ·, ' 
it hesitated to do so for fea'r of touching off a bitter, internal .. · ·. i,i\ .. , 

feud. Instead, it passed a resolution,which,even though it ·,re.fa 
. ' . . ' 

' . 
'' •• • j •• ;,. 

grave 1 
1 ' . ' . ' .. 

11\fhereas, at certain forgoing conventions of the c.c."'.R.,::,. 
. . . 

' ; :'· ' ... ~- . ' ~ , 

. . . ' 

resolutions' have been adopted in opposition to Zionism, and . . .. 
. ' 

. ' ' . . ' ' 

:,, I ·:• . • , ' ' 
. . 

Whereas, we are persuaded that acceptance or rejecti.on of the ··. 

Zionist program should be left to the determination of the indivi.dual · . ',. ' . • .. ,. . . \- :. ',, ' 

. : ' . . : . ; . . . 

. • I,' .. ;· :-:• • • .' • ':··. 

members of the.Conference themselves, 

Be it resolved, that the c.c.A.R. 

subject of Zionism; and be it.further 
. · .. 

,·, . _; . • I 

. ' 

Resolved, that in ·keepi~g·.with _its oft-announced intenti,ons, · 

the C.C.A.R. will continue t~ co-:-operate in the upbuilding of-

,, . 

... 
•: I • i . . 

' . _. 

' ' '. , .. :,. . ., 
' . . : . '·" .... 

. ' 

. 
• 
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• I . . 

-.•. _.,:.:::·\::·,.,>···Palestine, and in the economi~, _ cult~ral, _and parti~ularly the. 
', • • )\ o:' ,I'.,• \ ,, • I , • • ' ' ,_. - ' • • 

l , • " • I ,1 ' , • · , , , I, • , , _ · 

':· ,<'./ ; .. '.,-:: .: - : spiri ~u~l ·task• confronting ;.the·. g;~,ri~~· ~rid· _eyolving Jerish 
. , .... 

I • •. ' • '.· . 105 
·community~" , ,t ,• •, 'l·' 1',.,. ,, ' . - , 

. . 
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', • ~ , ' ) I' . '. \ .. '' 
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' 
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86 
•• . . ' ' . . .. 

. ' i . ' ' . . \ J 

. ' . ' . 
• I • 'I 

' :' ., 

'·.. ' , " • • r • . ' ' ' . . ' . . '. 
• •••.•'.. ,, ' I ,•, , 

!e!: Qr~e_!!a! ~e!!n.!!d.!. 11!1.Q. ± 19!81 
.,, i 

. , . ' , 

/·, ':/'.:' .. ·1, 

.1 

'' ' ' , ' : 
' . . ' ·.• ' 

.. Even··after the Co•i·ttee for the Elabora.tio~ of a, Systematic · .; :: 
. ' 

Theology had failed in its attempt to formulate a. syst.ema,:~ic Reforin ;' '. - '>,;: .,. . -
' t' I • • 

I ,, • • " 

theology, and th~ Synod-idea :was squelched by. the Conference, a te·w·. . ·. ~i:\:1i·::f·/·. 
inclividuals· from time to time in addresses. before the Conference, , .- , ' -

still· strongly requested that the Conference adopt a ·creed for -·. ·, · 
. . . . ' . ' ' 

- Reform Jews~ They could not' bring themsel·ves _to fully recognize. 

that because of th~ very make-up of the Confere·nce, it would not. 

toler_ate the _form&:tio~ ~f any o.utlioritative statement ,rllich would . 
. ' . . . ' . . . . ' 

' ' . ' . 

.. ,· 
•• ' . t 

. ' ., .: ' . be binding upon;. each member. The Conferenc~ might a_~cept a list of · 

"guiding" principles, but nothing that might be .considered a creed • 

. 1:- ,, . 
' . 

' . 
- In 1925, Louis Binstock spoke out in "Dogma and Judaism" for 

. \ ' . . . . . . ' 
' ·: ' 

' ,' ' . .' •: . 
' - . 

an authoritative guide of Reform principles. But; he, was yirtually , 

talking to himself wl1en he said, "Permit me to repeat that I am 
. ' 

awar_e not only of the dilemma but also of the· danger we fin~ our-
. ' ' . 

' -

selves in ••• And yet I do feel that Reform Ju~o.ism must declare it- .· · _·_. _ _.. 
I • ' ' •' '' 

' ' •L •,, .. 
self positively;· decree definite dogmas of affirmation or denial •• ,; ; · 

. . , 
•' . . ' furnish a clear chart of religious princ~ples _a.nd t~uths by which we .; _ ' - . 

'. . ' (,• ·, . .. ' ,' . . . '.·,.. ' . 
: ' 

may steer safely and.surely in the present storm tossed see. of 
- - 106 

religious strife." . In the discussion which followed it was 
. . 

. ', •' I' 

evident that Binstock's suggestion was -not very well received. _-
. - ., . 

. 

Reichlert. "To say that we Reform rabbis ar~,to intr-oduce dogma·s_is 
. 

· 107 · · .. 
-nonaen_se, Jews never had dogmas. 11 Goldens.on: -_ "He seems to think · 

. ' . ' 

that if ve express ourselves in certain formulae •• ,about the meaning 
•- I I -~ 

- -. . 

of Judaism, ·that we will solve th~ _'pr9blems of Judaism·. There -I · 

•' 
' 

, , I • 

• • • ; • : • J ' • 

. . ' . . ' 
' . I 

. . · ·,•, r. 

; :,-_ : .:- ' .. 
•:., •· -··· . . .. 

' . . . . 
' ' ,~ , ' ~~.r · ... ;·: .. ·. ' 
-~ : ..... . 

' -
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·, . 

. . . 

"Let us not try to establish 

. . ' ' 
, ' .• ... ' . . 

.: · _ -~:°,:;' . reque~t. _ Cohon· did not want,_ a creed, but "a .clear 
' . ' . . . ' . 

formula ti on ••• of 
. :) .. ,· .. ,·.· ,·· · · .. :. · .... ·· .. · · ... : ·. ..' .. ·· 110·· 

· ·· · th·e: principleaO:of; our faith. 11 , . 
' . ' . . . . . . 
,', ·.< \;._,. . . ' 
., ,11''.' .. : . t ;.~,::-· . 

. ' 
' . 'I 

. In 1929, Walter Peiser:~said, 11Creeds· of Judaism have dif,fered 

. '. 

• 

. ' ' · according to: -t;i~e, place an4- :group, it is tr1ieJ but there has never . 

. . 

' ' . ' . . . . ' ,\ . . ' ~ . . 
' ·. 

!, . • • .'·' , . ' . . ' . 
• • ... ' '.' j, ~ '. 

been in Je~i-s~ history, a section of Jen:y ,.that I ;know· of·, that has 
, • ' ' . , •' •, ·, • ',' • ': . I , ·,•, • • _., ' . , • : , I• 'I • •. • ', , 

'1 ••-,. . 
' ' 

Between 1910 ·and.'1928, there was little interest express~d in 

· · . formulating .any .• kind of.: off,icial Reform theological• pronouncement~ 
! ' . ': ', • '. ' . . ' ' 

',_: ' 
.• • ' ', ·.··.<'., . . ' ' . t . : 

. · The great F.aat European ·:immigration· had ceased, and Reform· ,r_as 
' ,. . . ' . ' 

' ' ' ' ' ' ', • ' . i 
' l I 

r ,,'.' . ' L ' 

"· •forced 1;,o accept its nev subordinate_ role in Jewish life·. ·Being a 
. . ,, . 

. ' :•mi~ori:·ty ~r_ouping. 'lfi thin ·Jev~sh life' Reform sought 8, more harmonious 
' . . . . ' . . ' ' 

. '' }. . . . . . 
,', . ·relationship wi.th ~he Oi:-thodox,. A creedal s~ate~ent would ha.ve 

.. ' 

prove; disastrous.. ·eonsequently, Reform rabbi's. became.· mainly con

cerned with national and. social· issues, and •~practical" problems, 
. ' . . . . . 

• 
' I, ' • , , , ' .: • ~ 
• _, I . I . • ' ' • • • , ;• • 

•·· .. : ·•u~h a.s running an effective religious school, etc. Its. interests 
• 

' 

· ··.shied away from theologic_al·,-mo.t~~.~s. T~ese were· years of apa_th,etic 
' ' ' i 

: . . . . . ,. . ... 
. . . ... 

. ,·' 

. ,· ' .. 
• 

,· ,·. 

. · concern over problems which only a generation, ·before had·· been o~ 
,. 

. ·.,.·-,·,···'.·extreme importance to most ieform:rabbi~. ·•. Thee~ were literally_.:: 
' . ,, . ·. . . ; . . .~ ' 5 

'i ,' . . , 
.· . . . 

. ., 

years of "deed, and not creed•~. Thus, anyone yho sought even 

.' . "guiding princ-ipl.es11 .. was wasting ~is_ time·~ 
' . \ . ' , . : . ·. ,:· I J • 

, : I 

'I 

. ' 
. ' 

i' . _;_ ' ,• . ' '' 

. Then, almost overnight,~ the .theol.ogic~l 'climate in ·Ref~rm began 
. ' . . . . ' . ~ . 

. . ' ~'' ' . 

' . 

. ' ·.•· . ' ... ' . 

' . ' . . . 
.. . 

I 
,I 
\ 
! 

' . 
I ! . 

' '. 

' • " 

. I 
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.\ 
I 
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.... -. : ; 

to change. 
•. •;j \, •-: ..... \••,\:'.•.•: ),_·,•;, •: ::\_,.-:,:,••\I 

New ideologies from the· out,side began to make themse.ii~:,· .·.;'.~\t."::':·. · ·. · 
~ . · · · .· . . -· .:' ·~• ·.; :-;(;·:-'tI: · .-

. . 

felt with the movement.. New events .. caused great upheava.ls. in 
. . . \ '" . ' 

' . '. • t :-.~-, .• - ' .' • 
.. l , ,. l • J > 

. . ,. ' . .... 

··.American;· a;s well as Jewish,· life. 
. ,:,• . 

' j ', . ' . , '. ,' '. 

.... 

The years 1929 - 1937 were extremely.disturbing 
.. 

In America, the Great Depres~ion occurred, -..~d· in its· wake strong,-,··· 
. ' 

. ' . . .: ' . ... . . . . ,l-: ~ . ' .. 
anti-Semi tic feelings wer,e encountered. :t,y many Jews •. ·. Atheistic . ~rid :., ·.·.,:.,::; · :·-:.i' · 

' . . ' . . ',' •' ·.•.·. ·-,:~-;~'.·,_·_: ·,•,-,;!:'·(":·•. 
, . ·i'· . 1 .• 

' ' • ' I , • : '. - • I •• ~- ;"_ •• , 

}111manistic phi.l,,osophies vied for the allegi~nce ~f the popu~ace_. . . ,·, :'., _. ', > · · 
' I ' \ •, \/_·.-~7(/ ,:., > •.: ..... ,.-.' 1' ;_ 

.Americans.:'.felt in~ecure and anxious. Many sought security through ,·., :\/;;\ · ·_;_:_ ) : 
. . .... ' ' ' . . . . ·. . • : . : :;/{\:,_::.;; :::t:•·i·i(-;:;;'.' > •, 

· "a return t~ re.ligio~". Naturally, American Jews were strongly .. · ·' .. · '·.:: ·' 1• •• •. •. · 

. . 
' r'-. :' ' . . . 

affec"rted by· the new turn of events. To add to these dif'ficultie·~, .' ..... 
I •' ' ·, • :, • 

• • • • I ' 

L . ·,. . .. 
' ~ ' . . ' 

Hi \ler • s emergence brought much persona~ unhappiness to American.· ·, ,;. : . ·/ ,. . ,· ... 
,, '' ' f ',' ' , , . 1 •: • •. l . ~ '. " 

. ; ,, ·_,: ' . . ' '. . - ,._i· •. ·,. ·.:•_._i _ _'•\·-.•;_).'~:-.'·. ',.' 

Jew~, m~ny of .whom had close re,latives'. in Germany.··: Hitler's inv~,ti~~\l,·\\" ::/-: ,' .. ·' 
. ' . . •. ;.···••·)"':t;,_:;;:-_:::,l'~·::/i,'.~/:;i·· .· . 

Jewish hatre(d a.l'so spread across the ocean helping to strengthen··.;:,-• . ,,;,::: · ::_,.:: · 
' ' ' ",.' / '. ', : : . ; , 

' ' f ~ 

the anti-Semi tic forces in America· • 
. i 

.. ' '. . ... ' 
... ,'· . ,: . ·: . 

. . . . . ., ' ' .. Reconstructionist Influence .• . . ; ' .. ·, ' ' , ' ' - --- -- --- -·- -- -- - ' ' . . ) 

,'" • • , ' • I : ' ••1•: •' :_., .. P : ' 

.'' ·\~.;,-'i\ :···: .. ~_.!., .,'~, .. :, 

The pro-Zionistic feelings held by many Reform rabbi~, c~tipled .. · _ .. 
. I ' ; ,. •' . . 

• • . . • , . , i , _l •. • . -, . • : 

with ~he ,ups~rge of ·anti-Semit~sm brought into .sharp focus a l~t,nt.·.·· 
. , ' . , , . . . , . , . . ' • . . . : :• :I.,-:~•:: 

disc~ntent with the nineteenth. centu;y "traditional"_ Re~or~ :·•::::._: '::: · ·.• · .. ·· 
. . ,' ' . ·: t . . ,, 

conception· of Judaism as being ·m,~rely a religion.. There was. a. g,~ow~· '-'- . :· .• 
. -, . .. ' ·.' 

ing conviction that this conception did. not adequately: fi.t t,he timea, 
. ··1 ' 

.,' ·/\:: .. \ ·_. 

that in a very real sense, Jews were bound together as a. sociolog~·c,.~ .... : :. · 
. . :, :~ . ::; ,' ~ .: ;· ·, -~ .. 

and historical people, regardless of the particularreligioue 
·' - . ' . 
,I. ,.- , ~ t 

', '' .. -~ 

connnitment of each individual Jeir. · Conse,quently, Mordecai Kaplan·•-·: ; ·• 
' 

Reconstructionist movement, which preached the message that the ·, : .. . 
. . 

' tasks the upbuilding of a Jewish state in Palestine made a 

' ' '. 
' 

I. . 

.',• 
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.. 

. . ,. 

. . . 
' 

' ' 

-~ t. .... 
· ·:: ':?".'.·:,: ·.,_ wi:th , strong opposition. from Reform rabbis who feared to ~ttack .the 

. , ~.:.. ' ' . . ... 

- ._:' .' ·\·':":\:1:~'t\/;_:growing Ee.stern Europ~an. powef within Reform ranks, but ,rho through 
·•, 'J:,::~•.'. ,, ',; •,.·,~•.·_,,;•7 ... ' I .,, i-~ . . . -

. . . • ..:·i·,-, . - ·-,.L1J~.:; ·.::~':f .,:. . _· , . l'' 
. • •: \.\) ~ :;,J •. '. i •;,,[: • i.., ~ • ·\• • , ; , I • < , 

· - -: -:·'.'-<:. :>::_:,.-,_ their ~ttacks on Reconitructionism attempted to manifest their great_ 
h ,,,•••~"• 'I ,. • . 

' t . ,, ' ., '• . • ' ' I.. 

, : :•/::;::';_:,: .. ,_.~'.-:- ::\;:iai:·•~P~~ovai:': of i~~e "peoplehood" trend in Reform. They regarded it 
.. ,.~-r' · ·.-.:-.:-•· <;.;_-, .. _J-_~-:r_::/'.·:..,,.:/ .... -.~-- - . · · · · · - --- ·· :· ·- - · · · 

'I '.\'.1, ·•,"~;;:·•: , !° i ': . I·',•.•:. . . . . • / ,;· 

· ·_:--),,; ·- as a denial of· the centrality ·of religion in Jewish life,,and assert-
. ' 

:.,?,-,: .,:' ·_. _ _' ·;e_d that· it, relegated ·religion· ·to a ,secondary position in what was 
. ;". :.}f :_·:/:,:"\::.'. _._.. ·. ' . . ' . .. . . . ' 

· · __ · :: <:h'{:-.essenti~lly a -aecula.ristic interpretation of Jewish life.. This was 
. I,. J1 ••.•. • . • • .. .-· ;~:.·:::::~~:1.':'·.::/'.>~:: . 

' ·,,. 

. ' ' '. 

, ' ) j • • s • I ' 

· .. · .. ;·: .. :}\',.. :' · considered as a definite betrayal of. the "traditional" Reform concep- . 
. ' :: . . ,~·.· ·. _:~, --, :_~ •.' ' ; ,· ·.<.. •' . ; , .. . 

'.·,7·i,,.',,,,•:J_-, __ •.·.-. •,~.'.•
1
·•.,::•, : • ' '.,• . , 1 . , ,• 

- ·''..':\. <,::·: · .. ,:_· .f ti'on· ·of Judaism as being .religious and universalistic in essence, a 
. ; : ' ' . . . ' 

. ,_ ' . . . ·,, - . . ' ' . 
• :;':♦,.} • .-/' \:,. ·, )_.:, ',', •, -_ , ' -~ ,' ' 

.. : ... ':'; .:;_-., .. :· "' c'onception ,rhich dominated the·. think~ng of the formulators of the 
,....... . .; ' .. ·. . ' . 

' , , • ·,.: ' • • • ~· ·, : , , '. I 

, ;:, ·,_.::., · .,: :~ :,:'.·,:\'.l'i ttsbu~gh Plattorm. 
.. · ... ·.·--/· <Y:{t_\,.. ·,-_~: ·-/·,~\~,- .. - ' ... 

_ -·.,::'.ti•-/: :;_;ii.:: .. ::,.'_. • ·. Enelcnr in his 'President •·s· Message" (1929) 
:·:/-\''.·.i';:,''·_::.'._,· . . . -- . ' . . ' ' 

. ·_> _:\· -_ , i ·O::~c,: violently denounce the Reconatructionists. 
'' • . • ' ' '1 ' 

. . . . . . . 

used the opportunity 
. . 

-"As far as I · am · 
. ··,, 

. ' ,•.. . _, ~ . 

<:)/: -_-- ·;(-,\,.·.:-·c·oncerned, we have_ no task more important ·than the 
. :\;}: :,_ : '.::· _i,, • ' :". :, ; : . . . . . . . . .. '. . ' . . 

.. 

combating of this 

., :'~.::/~:·.:::view, which not only miarepre~ents Jewish history, 
- ··, ~ -··· 

but must also 
: '· '· .. ·:':../ !. ·.: \;_~ ,' :; .\·-- ~---·-: . ~ .• ':' 

, ~. l, . ' . serve to confuse the Jewish mind, to vulgar,ize Jewish life, and to - . : ,'.. '!,' • , •. 
• ''•: !: ~ . 

' . ·,'. '. 

' . ' 

' . 
' . 

. . . 
. . . . . . I \ ' , • 

• • < • ' . . . . ' 

' .. - . ' .. ·, ~- ..... 
, ,·, "' I,. '.f 

" l , ;• :,0 , 1't ', I~ ,,,• • ', •;. 

. :i_:,,/., ·,•.·,,,,.1.'.··:~-:·) 

' . 
' ' '. • J • ' . 
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I 
~ _, . .. . . 
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I 
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' ' 

' ' ; 
' ·,• 

. ·· _: ·:·~oldenaon i~ ·his 1'Pre.sident_•s Afessage 11 (1935) kept up the futile 
' ·.. ' . . . ' .. ' ' . . .. ' !· •, . ' . : ' / . . ' ·, ' ' ' 

· att,aek. · 11:ri _ is to :find' a place for tJi.~ -ecular, the racial and the 
. ' . ' 

- \ ~µrely .il~_tionalisti:c·, --~s well as the religious aspects of Zionism 
' : . . :. . . . . ' . : ' . ' . 

' ' .. ' 

t_li.~.t .civiliza~~Qn ·is offer,ed as a great and non-committal ca.t·egory 
. _:~ _·:· · ··:·:·•- 114·.· ... 

to· 1n~lude them al1l •11 · But, .-such denouncements were in. vain. The 

'times and' c~nd~tions_ '~~d dra~ti~ally ~hanged i~ .American Reform 
. '., ·.·,. _... :_· /· .' .' , l_t_ .. · ., '::.··_-; \.' :·:~. • •• ·. . . . .' I: ... ". . ' ::· .· •. I ' I ;•· . ·. _ 

_ .~e,.-i_sh '.l~!:e ,' and_ the Pittsburgh :J?l,~for,111 no. longer:· represented· the 
. . . , ,;,. - . l.,:· , .,. ,•.,,.,: .: . . ..... .- , · · . '' 

. ' . : . '. ' . . . . ,, . '' . 
. -~. . . ;, ; ( 

. ·_ ,· · ma.je>rity·. ,viewpoint of- the· Reforn1 rabbinate. 
' , ' • • . .:-' ', ' : • • I. .• •; -'.-°l . '(, • ·••;:, . ,. . r •, .. 

... . . . 
; ' 

,·· . 

, i,,·:,. :-.;···.-: · .... ·,· · .. .-- ! -.' , ·: -,., :. _,. .•.• 1. ~ _:..:! .. ,l . . . '·, -· .• ,• :' .· 

·_,·Je~~-~,h·'aff~.~m~~i,on,;,. Humanis~.-.,~,d: Zionism blended together in 
' ,': ., ~-' . . . ', ' 

. , . the Recon~tructio~ist out.look, and even though the movement itself 
. . ' . ' 

did_ not at~r.act -~ny f ol_l~vers, its .. influence,. was strongly felt in 
. , . . \. .. .' I . ·, ' . .. , . '. 1 •!., . . ';", ' - :; . -t ,:; ;, , . 

.. 'the' Ret·orm5•m~veme'rit.~ and ;~~s :,a g~eat factor iJ Refor~':s new interest 
' . ' . ' '. 

in Jewish· theolog~cal'. problems :~n .the. I9a,o 1s. Its influence ·ta· 
. , l , ' ,' , . ;_, ·• • : • . ' .' . ·'.• ~. : \ '.• . . • . \ ... 

evident "in the ·phraseology of the Columbus Platform (1937). 
. -· ; . . . ' . '. . , ... 

.. 
'. . ... - . , ... . . 

Humanism .· ------- . ,, ... 
•· ·. 

' . 

'· ' 

Another. 'ide·o~ogy.}·whi,~h ·was sign~ficant in helping to bring about 
• f I • •· • • • 

. . 
' 

-a greater inter~st · in theological matters· in Reform was the wide-

. spread imp.act that humanis~ic thinking .had in America, especially· -
' , . . . ' . .' •. ' . '. . ' ... 

after.the Depression began.· Burnanism spoke·of man striving to 

' -, ' f 

'. ', . 
If' . ,'.· . 

' . . 

- . : ' ' ,,, 

" 

, •· . . 

better himself without.Divine assistance. It urged a ·greater interest : 
.. 

in scie,niific o.cl1ievement -~nd discovery ~s the means. by which the 

. evils in' society could be elim~nated. This basically seculariatic, 
: • • • I, 

. . . . 

. scientifically-oriented philosophy appea~ed. to numerous rabbis who _ 
• > • • • : - • • '. • • ' •, ' ' ••• 

. ,. 

saw·in i:t,s ·concern for social betterment a rediscovery or the . '• . 

. . . 

.. prophetic.' id,als ., \ Other rabbis however, Tiewed excessive involve-
. 

ment with }lnmanistic thought with. some apprehension. They wondered . • 

' . . 

i 
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. . . 

' . . . 

' . ' . . 
·. iMost ,Of .. these inunigr~~ts remained fai tbful to the Orthodoxy of . 
. , ,·. 

• , • ' •. 11,31,;~. i/,.' I , ' • ', "', , I I O > 
I ) "'l '' • ', '. ·,_., :::• .. '' 'I ' • .. • ' , _. .'· ' ' • • • '•' . I' • 

'·• :.· . · .. A;~~-;?'\) th•it' up~r.inging. , · B.~:t; ma,ny. of' their;- (jff'3pring' desirous of becoming 
i, 

4 
•• ,.,' ,o,,1.,.,J/ qi l;_j, • ,i :·,: I•~ j , • , ! ' 

,, ~ ~-<, -•,,,' 't,< ·,' ,:.,,.,<i: _·,,•• , I ' • ,\ • ,• 00' ~• ' • 

. ' .:" .. ",·:.•t-.:_/~-•::::;:;(i:'~'>>t~ore' 11.Alllerica'nized" forsoo~ th~' O~thodoxy of their. father.a and''. 
- . ·. ;, ' : . . ' . . . 

. . ·'' ., : 

·:i·,:,:::i:~r-::··. -:.;_,_·_:;:.\,ntered Reform Temples.· Cons.equently between 1915 ~ 1935, the 
: -·-,:·:_, \ ... ,-. a::i;,•_;/·-~·.: .. i. . '•;'·_ ..... ', ·: • . ·, ,, ·- • ' ·"_. - ' '. . • 

.. _:: .·:: · · ;numbers~-, ~f '·Re.form Jews .in America greatly_ increased •. In a s1:1rvey 
· l ( ~ 1 11 ••• • " . l' ' ·· .. ~~-. . .~·~ ,·; ._,.~ ... .. ., . 

': ' • ! • ' . • ' J ·:_. J ' ·J" . ' . 

·._··•·· of Refo~Ji{ Jude.ism ··.pub'l·i•s~ed _by the __ Union of American Hebrew 
' ! '. -: ., ' . ' ' . .·• . . . . . .. 

~: ,t . . ' • ., ' .• 
' •' •' ' , • , .' . I • , , •: • , ·,·' _,;:,. t , 

~ \. t' . . . ' ' . . ' > ' • 

Congregations, in 1931, i('.t ,ro.s' r~ported that "about equal prop~r;. 
. . . 

' . . ,. ' . ' . 
• ' .. ;. 't •• . ' ' 

/• ;'. -rr· : .. ·::-:'.::: .,,.:. -. 
• •. '. : ""~·. ! • • .•• - . 

. ·,·i •' _':; . . ' •·• : .. ; ~ .. 
··••. 

_ . · \ -~·:(.:;_,'::,ti.on~· o·r Temple. members are.· of ~erman parentage and of East 
. 

' ,, ' . ' . . ' .. , ' 

· · · ._. · · 11 'l · · : · 
··. :.··. :-- :•':;, ;_European origin. u Many. of these · 11ne,r" Reform Jews brought ,ri th 

\ 

' ta.stes"-an interest in the rebuilding 
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. : ' \. -, ·, 
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. ' .. ' ' 

' ~- . ,!' . t • 

: · <:-h_a•f:·:,i_lte_r~d intc, :.~~e Refiorm ranks·· b_~i-nging the recogni ti't>n that· .. 
. . ' ' 

'·, ' 

' 1 • • • ' .~'~-.. ·•~.:/,., ·., '. . ·,. • ' ' . . • .-,_i_.; • : 

;• ,_· .•,,·_·:,.,.•.._.: .• ~.' ;,.·: . .-.·. t •.• '' ' - .. • ,;: -:- . 

the gi':oup is of equal potency Yi.th the' religious idea in the ful~ .·,}; .... ! .. 
• ' : • ~4- ; >·· ·.·' ' . j 

• ... ' 

. fillinent of the· 11easianic principle,.·. _ 
,. 

·. ,.· .. · . _This bent: capit;l_izes· loyalty b~th to_ the community of Je,rs. as 

'' ,, 

, . . 

t . . r • • ' ' . . • • ·, ·, ' I ' ' • ' f 

.-.. . . \_- '· ,,·. .. ... _._·· ': ':~:··. '. :· ~ :,_·_. ;.·., .. ,,· .. .·.:· },• 

. ' 

.·:· ·'.''. clew•- as<well 'as ,our .devoti·on to the ~ag·og· . It k · 1·. · · _ .. ·. .· .. . _. . . .· . o.1.1- • , · . mar s a, s owing_ 
I ',' • •• 

' . 
down-: or. our pro~ene•s ~to become too muc~ like the world, and ~ 

. ' ,·•' . ' 
'•• ,!· ·,., ,-,. ! , . ' ' I ,· ' ' ' ' '•.-1~:. ,/:;••:• •/• 

r.~aring ,of,' ,~af~guards· .adequate for the--pr:eservati·on of the indivi'd· ,'· .· 
; : ,:, : :< > .: . i/ ;. · , ·. . . 118.. . . . · .·. .. . . ,;_ . : : , . 
: ··Qal1 ty ~t the Jew. n · Else,rhere in his spe,ech, Gup states, ,: :_. 

' . , ... ' 

gr~atly disturbed and · . 

'' modi:f:ied by the presence of. this vast reserv~_ir of Jewish' life-~ 
. . . . . their • 

. immigrants·. have made·· available the b_oon of ·l/.i:) Jewish knowledge 
. . . . ' . ' . : - ' ' ' . . ' . ' . 

' . . ' 

•• !• 

·' .. . . ' . 
' ' . ' ;, . 

. ·,' ; . . . 
. . . _: t, '' 

• J.' . 

' . ' 

.'. 
I.' ' 

·' .:, . ' 

. :: quickened our need and apprec~atio~ of it •• ,They have reanimated our. · :-:i:/·:: · 
. ' '. ' .. . . .. 

,· ' 

' : ,· '' ' . ' .: 
' . ".•, ; .. ' , \ 

l ' ' 

f ' ,. . 

,rom :an F.ast European background- and they preached these notions '·troa{ ._. ' :· . ' .. 
. . . '· t· ·. ·. . . ~;, -. . . . ' - . . . .. : ' '' . . . . .•:. ', .. '' 

th.eir pulpit~, a~d ~h~ioned th~m at :the. c·~c.A,R. Conferences. 
, I •. ,- . , I ·-• 

.. "~- \' -

. · : ~l01fl:y,·' their i;~c\
1

.,bega~·-~0-be felt :,rithin Refo'rm •. · Ove~:-.a'per:i'.cid' ,. ' . :~ ' .. 
. · l - . 

., I • . ' ~i•,\ ... •,,,__:.' .. :.::-•!: ''.i. •., ' .• . . . ' i '. l ',' • ' ,' ; .; ' '. . . . . • ••, 

.. ·.·.·.of year, they g~adue.lly began taking· over the leadership of the .. 
. . ' . ' .· . . . 

Rer~~, mor~~ent ~ · _By 19~5 .. a -·ne,r -generation of Reform· 1eaders had 
•' .. . r: , , -. ' t . 

', • ~ •. \. ' ~ • I 

. ,·.. -~ '· . . ' . ' . ' ' . . ' 

· eme~ged, a leadersh~p'· radically-different in its conception of·:-the 
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'. ' 

. . . ,. 

the· preTious ge-.eration •.. 
' .,~· .. ' 
,' . - .. '.' 

• ' 
. . ... . ' -~ ', ,. . ' ' 

'' .·,, . ·.·. '.~ (:1\ · .. }:·· ·</.'· .• . ' ' . -·~ . ' , :~·; .r :' /. 1 ' ·, ".•' 

. ' . · /.))f:y ' !_h.! _£a!l_f_!l'_a_N_iw.,,_Pia~f,2.1"!! . , ·. 

'.' ·~t)':·:~~\:.:· \ . .\', .. :, The. impac, ·of·~; .. Zionism·,. the' D~pression, Humanism, Naziism and 
• • ' • • • I '•' ' 

: ' ! • • . ' '• • ~ •.'. ' ;.. ' •• 
.:';,: ,•:: .=,. 1 · , · ,I '• · 
• I • ' ' ' •, '.' ,I • ',' •. ,. ":· • ' ' • f• , • • ; 

·.:. /~t'::: 'ant•i.:..Semitism, the''Reconstr'uctionist i1Iovement, and the growing. 
·.• : ... ; . .' _. ·' " 

: "': :-_, '.. . ' . . . : . . . . - . . . . -~ . 

. ·.· .. ,; .. · nwnbers of &st Eu~opean· o~fspr~ng•' in Reform. congregations and 
'•· \'~1--i;·• l , . .-:• •,,, ... ', ·• •• ' .,, _~I ... •. •• ;;; ·, ,·' ,, 

_·; )l;;::(t:~;:',:-:./.· _pulpi_ts-a~l,. l~e~~.fa
1
~tors./.~o.ined -~ogeth~r, in tl1e early 1930's and 

. ,. ;·-.::_.·:.:}<~:·(_·~·-·~-~,::(·~-- ·:\. · .. ,.,, ~>:·< ·,~ ;, '_· .... '· .. ·<~t.":~ ~'' ·. ,' . '.:, :'._· · . .- . ·. ' .. ·_:• ',.:. ;- _.."· :, ·.• 1. 

. ', ;· ··:.\· ·: :,:ii\::: '::-'• -~~u~ett· a ground<.,sw,l;l: :Of. de•nds ',an~ req'1,.S~~ to come from. the Reform . 
• . . . • t r'::. ·, .:'., ,,\. '' ' '. . ,, r .~ f; . : . ... : • ' : . ' ; ' ··, ' . ' • • 

.. ,_.,._,:'>, ,;:' · .. · -/1~ti;; for pid~n~:e· i~ ~ewish -mattf,rs,,_ and \r:or· a· meaningful restate-
. ~, ',,;'; i I ~ ,·· • ." / ,'• . , .' t, ••· •· ';; , · . r . , , _;,' . , , I , ·, ' . •· i,,:,1 •, . 

. . . ' '.' .. :, '.' '.,, :' -:·.: ·.· .. _·. . . ···:· (:. . . ;_:·" . . 

ment of the essenCf!'· of Ref o'rJ;D, _Juda:ism. I~ these difficult and con-

\,i\i . .· 'fusing times I t~e OJ>ti~istic and ide~lisi!c Jlr'ln.ouncements of the 

.. ' ·. ·. ·,:; .. _' ·:\ -~i;ttsburgh Plat,t'orm, which._>had .met ,trith. the .unanimous approval of the 
. . .. ' ' : . ' ' ' .. . . ~. . ' . ' 

. ' ' . ' ' . '• . . ·, 

, . ::.: > .. ·::,\'.!:::'. .. ·.Reform ~abbis at .:the ·Pittsburgh Conference fif.ty years 'before, 
:•,,~. i):(·\. '.;::,',: ., ' ·'. ·: . .· ' . · .... •'.'.' . ' .· .. : . . . . . . 
·:· . : . ,. - '· . : .. · .. ' .. ' se·e·med ·. complet~·ly;-::i:rre·le'V'.&nt to a larg~ n~ber of laymen and rabbis• 

·, :_ '· ,', \ ' • '. ' •• -~ ' .'. • ...·' • ' •. ' • ' •• ·• ,' .:· • • 1, ·, . • • . . : • • 
. . , .. ' 

;,_; .:: ··: - · · .. :\ . in 1933, Isaac .La.~mati. in the. Conference lecture, succinctly and 
. . . ' - . ' .. ' .. . . 

: · :·.-·:_:: ·., · ·;. <..-./·: .... dr·~matically stated the si tue.tion when he said,. "Never more than 
, ' :', ' ' • I ' 

?/ . t~:Y were the issues ~hat COnfl'ont .Amerio.an lal'~el so complex and 
. . 

,·, . ' . 
' '. . 

and distract-
~~ . l . 1 . 

: •_ ·. :_., · >· · · · .· .:.. confused, 
.·,; . ' . 

and the. ·pr_Qbl'~ms that· face us so anarchical 
' . ·, '·· ., .,1.::- (·:_-7:',: ;· .' ': '.; :" ', : ' . . . . '.' 

. . ·:,),\/'t,' ,.· ·· .. i·ng.,. · At no time. have American Jews been more perplexed; nor have 
. . '' ... ::. ',. . 

, I/ • ': '. -•.(. ~•~ ·,' : '. • . • . 

· · · .. - ·,,·'·:·c·,'.', ... :they been so inad•quo.tely and inefficiently prepared to cope with 
' I, > ',I. ' 

, . ', t ,; • ' 

'•._ .' : 

.•• t ' 

• ', ' L • 

. ' ' ' ' . ' . 
•· • I '. • • 

' . . ,' .'. ~- . 

, , 

, -' 'r. 

· :· inner ~nd outer chaos. · Our ideologies are ill-defined, entangling 

us hopelessly in a,labyrinthic rund~e that termine.tes in a blind 
' . ' . . . 

i 

·.' ',. .... , .. 
The formation· of another set of ll.ef'orm "Guiding Principles" was . '. J • . . 

' 

formally reque~ted by Abraham Feldman in· his_C~nference Sermon in 
. . ' . . . . . . . • ' 

1934, "Nearly l1alf a ·century has elapsed since the Pittsburgh 
'. ..... ' . 
.. ' . .. .. · .. 
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Platt·orm vas 
. ,' ........ . •- . ' . . 

. ,•. ·, . 
.• .- .. . . ', . 

adopted. · · Much has happened, muc~ has t·ra.n~pired ~nd. 
' .. ·, ,.: .. ' 

· ... ,~hi~ged· in Jewish li-fe. and thought, as indeed .in' world thought, in. 
. ' •. ' 

'. these. rorty-nine .. yt,ars. 
I ' • , • 

A· ·ne,r statement, a new declaration ·of 
. . 

.. ptin~ipl~·s:./,J:~ i~e.rat_ir,e, a declaration that will rec·~gnize · and 
f, . • ., : ~. i' ' .- : • : , • . '• • , • ' • . l ' • • • . 1 , ; ' ., : , ·• ' , ' ' ' ' ' • 

· .. :>, ·r~ass~rt'. tlie · spir'itua1: a~d. ethliic Gemeinschaft of Israel and take 
' : . . : . ) 

. ' 

the Po.le~tine ·that is· being rebuilt, of 

. . , 
. ·' 

,, ( !j. '."'., , , . , • . I • 

. the 'si>1,ti tµa~ .and .. cult1:1tal; · val ue,s inherent , in that phenomenal 
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, ' ' . ', : , :'· • •:. ', ,,, ·, ~ ,; . •• '. l . •. • • ~ '' •.· •, , : : ' . - . . . • • ! .'.• , .. 

· ci~vel6pment·. . :such ;a. declare.ti on; I urge,' should be ~a.de. forthwith. 1112.~./(; .. ,_. · · 
. ,· . ' ... • ) ·.i 1-,·: . ' :. 

• · The· ·rol_lo,ring day his· ,reconmendation was placed before. the Conference·. 
·, 

' 
. ' ·• )~': . 

' . , 

· · · by the ~omn1i ttee ,on· Resolutions, which proposed the following · 
. ' . ' : . : . 

•' • I ' L • 

~ ., ' • • ' • ' I ' ' . . 
" -;: re·~olu£ions:: ··"The ·year 1935_,rill mark.the-·fiftiet~year of·the 

. i::\ ~d~;{f~n ot the P1t;s~urgh Pl~tf:;..,., In view of the many ide0logical .· •· · .. : · 
. ' -:•;•:rJ~t~ . ':. ' . ' • ' . ' .· ' ·, _' ' ' • ' I ,' • . I, ' . ,1 

,'' • ' :,, ' ' ' ' ' ' • :· •• ' 'ii - • ,' • • ' • • • ' ' • • ' • ' • • • ' ·.: ' 

. , . .. . and material .. changes i:n Jewish and general life which have taken 
• ' '. ,' 1. ' •• • ,• I • ' , : ' ' ' ' 

• •;I, ",, ,. , ','''f ' 
I ' • ' ; ' ·, ' ·, ,. • ' ', '; • 

. ,' I 

. -·~ 
• , I\ I 

, I ' • • t • I' • - • .~, • 

. place·'si_n.ce ·then ·artd ~hie~ have had the.ir inevitable repe'rc~ssion on .•. ·.,,·. / ·. 
'-~ ; ·, . ,• :. : ' ' ' . ' . ' 

. _, .· 

.,,-,,:,.'•· . ' • ',: -: .·' ;,··.,··,•1 , ... ·, ' ~ ' ;,· .. :,• ' ,, 
I ( ~,, < , • • , • ' 

,:•_: .·..-ou.r. Reform poi~t/'o,:r: view,. we rec.ominend: that the Executive Board ·of , · · 
: l.. . ' , • ,, , 

/,• •,, :· ' . 

' 

the ~~C.A.R;•.- plan to -have presented at next year's :sessions a 
' . 

,; ; .. ; ~ymposium .,re~eva_luo.~ing the platform vi th -~ view· of: formulating a 
. . . . 

. . ,. - . 
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. . . :· . . . -~'J' .·· . . ··• ,· 

pronouncement' touching·' the phi l,osophy and program of. present-day. 
. . ' . . 

·Reform Judai~m. 11 ~
22 T.h~ .resol~tion-was passed • 

,, ' . 

In 1935, in keeping -with ·the resolution p~ssed in 1934, a ·, 
. . ' . . . . ' . ' ' . : . ' . . . ' . . ;. ' 

• ,", •, I •• 

,:number· of' addresses were given bef~re the C~C.A.R. on. the topics. of· 
. ., •. . 

• 

. · Go4:, .. · 'Israel and Torah. 
. . • I : ) ' . • . • I 

. . 
In addi ti'on, Philipson also · spoke on :the · 

·: ·, 

... ·:: .:. ·. Pittsburgh C~nf~ren~e • The purpose of these lectures '1'8.8 to pre-
• I , ' ' • . •• " . . ... . 
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· ne.c~tiisa.ry ·to car~fully consider in any· reformulation of "gui4ing 
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principlestt for Reform ,Judaism~ After the discussion of. 'these.· . 

, 1·~c:tures; . a Commi1aion. on Guiding Principles of Reform Judaism ,ras 
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Its opponents generally, felt 

. ' . ,',: . . . ' . \ . ·: ' ' 

· :<;~f::t)'i{;{ .. >/.;::_\ new creed ••• we. offer our .p.~ople information on everything but 
• . :·. · · •• ,t. /. ~ 1_ '. ~ •• ·- .-· ·:· ' • ·- > 

· · :·· . Judaism, The time h-~$· _c~~e for us in 't,his age of cho.os, to. take our 

· : : c' / ··: ·: Judaiiim Beiiously and t.i .in~truct our people in the way they should · 
. r---._;:~·,:::--: .. . : . 

. ', :. . . ,,; ·:_:,IC)~~~- -and tlie things: th~y' ·should do. 
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' • • • • ~· • ,. ' : I,•' •• ; ,: • • ' 

•· .. ·\;,:',I:t, '1"8.S ~o~ed_ ~nd adopted .. that the D~claration of Principles 

' . . . . 

; • ., • • ,_.. •.''.'./• ,; ,' I 

be ·_ .; . . .. '.j~_t:'·. :· , _;; 

ac~e~ted as th'e ~as.is f_o~ e. final f-ormule.tion, and tha.'t · ~embers ot· · · .;· · · ::·::',· .. --:· ·· 
the Co~~l"~.llc~ s~nd ,wha~irrer sUgiestiins o~ criticisms they· .,r1· she· d· · ·,: 1 

' ' . '~-',!'•-. ,\,, ' •••ff•'' ,' ,•-..., t,
1 

' ' .• ... ,. . .· ,.' '1' ·->'.:, ·, ' : "·\ ,; . i .. ' '', ' 

to; iiiake to the ~--issi on during the yeO.r, The f ine.l report woul~ / ... · •···. · .. / . 
._ ' . ' ' 

be dis~ussed,)ind acted upon at the next conference_,. in ColUD1bus, 

oht.o.· 
!. . • ' . :·, 

., ·. 

., 

' ' ' 

. TheColumbua.Platform 
.•-. - -·- - - --- ---

' ' . ' . . , ' . . 

• .. ·, 

' ' •• , t i 
·.' I, . 

' 

. . ·, , 

' . '. ' . ' , , , "I I , , . . 
,. ,J 

" 
" . 

. '.',i. - -· ,-_: ':'- .. ' .. 
. . . ' . 

' . ' :"',· '.. . 
' •' ' 1 I ' ' l , . ' ' ' .' ,': '. . : '. . 

' ' ~- . .. ' •-. . . 

•.•, 

. . ,·. " . ·,' 
. ' . . ,•. . 

. ' · .. . ' . 
• . ' . '' ' 

In· 1937,. t~e'-Conmi.issi_on'.··on Guiding Pri~ciples ·of lleform Juda.is~ .... .. . . ' . ' . . -; . ' .. . 
' . ,... . .. ,, 

' ' 

prl!'!.il.!'l~j!a_ a s l_ight.1\1, revised edition of its 1936 Guiding Pri ilci ples , · : ·.· / · , · · i,,2::: 
• S At~r}the repOrt, l!.nothitr l~vely diBcussion e~sued, The oppositici~ · · · · · · 

' ' ' ' J!: : ., . 

. . :. aigii~d despi!rat8ly in a~ ~tt,mpt to pi-event the Prin:iples from being, .• •. (; . 
'! • . • ·I .. I'' ·! ,, ,"''( • 

0.a~pted~ Schulm&n, Tho in 1936, bad submitte.d a draft of principl~~ ·, ·· i · 
• . . . 

. . ' , ..• ' t ' 

. . ,- ,' . 

• draft re'!l~nsidered, His reas.oil was, "Unless you send forth a: stroii'g:..' '. \':; • 
-- I : . r . • • ' • • • ' 

!:··. _,- ..... ··-·,':,_ ·_:-· .• , .. · , . ',.. .. .. ·· ... 

. er·sta~e~entthan the ·one which.is at present before .the house, yo~:.·,:' 
, , I , ' . . ' ' , 

.-· should: ·not., send: ~orth :any statement at' -~11.11125 . Those who _opp~sed . · :· :·i,• -: : ,, ;._: .. 
j ' ' • ·i . . ' : ·. ' . . 

', I ' • ' ' : , _. ,. ,:•.- '."• . 

·the .. Guid~ng P.ri~ci~_les champion~d·, Schulm;ii'is· request. 
' ... .. . ' ' ' ' . . 

' . ' . 
. . ' . : . \ .' ! . . .'• .. ' . ·;-

They hoped by : ·. • • ··. ·J ,\..:,', .:. ·:· 

• • • • /•;~ ' •• , '1 •• 

,: 

: ' · •• : !'· ·. • ' . 

;:· '.' -.~aving -~h~· c~nre·~ence 'discuss: the . two 'drafts t'oget,her 
. . . . , . ' '' 

.. . ). ' . . 
' ' 

so -to muddle ·· 
\ -' : ' . 

.. 
·, ! . • :, ~- . 

. ,, ' ' .. ' 

j..: • . 

' . . " 

the issue th_~~t .:the final re.sul t~ ~~uld. be no platform: at al~ •. But~ 
. ' •. . •I .. : . ' . ·, . . 

_1.n th_e end;. after a se,ri~s of exceptionally close votes on each 
- ' • -♦ '. . . ' ,: . ' > ' ' ; . 

principle of the Pla.tfotm, ·whic·h. ~s considered seriatim, the entire 

. ~:-'. ', 
r •• • 

. •. ! ·-:_ I_.,' 

.. , 

. . 

i 

members· pr~~ent .asking :that t_h~ir .. ~ames be. recorded. as ·having be~n 
. . . . . ' ' .... . . 

oppo.sed. to iti· adopti·on," . Thus·~ tJ1e Columbus Plat£ orm came into 
r 

·: . '' . . ' : . . . . .-: '·~ . . .. ''. . . . '. -· .' ' . 

Pla~fornf yas · a~opted, .wi t_h '..only_ seven 9Q.,t,·:;ot··the one-hu~red and teil \·: ::-· ,_.-.,- · 
' . ' .. ! . . . ! . ' • ,· ' ·,· '. ,.- - ... , .. ':,~. •, 

. ,. '' 

' .. 
' . -, . ' . . 

' ' . . . ~.:-... : '. -~ . . 
' ''. . . '' 

' . 
existence, 

' ' 
• 

. . ', ... 
' . ~ . 
~ ' ... ' .. 
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' ' 

,, 

'' ' 

• • I • • • • • 

1. Juda.ism ..:. Judaism is.:the-::'.~.i~torical religious e~e1iience ~f '· · .· ./ ., 
. . . ~ .,, ;:_•.. . .• · .,•·· . . ' ·, _.- ,\· 1 . . • \ .. 

.. ·, .. , 

I I "'. •, ~ l • • •, • • .- • ' : :, , : . ,- .· ' . )i :. ;i' • 
' I ' • . • l • , • 

'.·. ·, ; .: ·,·.- .. , .. ·.·: ' ' 'the. Jewish people. ',' Its message is _univer,sa·l. Ther:~ is ,,no. c.,onflict 
. ·:·.·:·.-•;.:·-.1 1," '•, . ' t'·, •. , ··.i, .'. ', '.' . ' -,-1:_,1\':~·.•:·,. .. . . ,• ·, .. . ,, ' !" • ' ., ' ',. ; ' '. . . 

' :·• )'.'1'.'i_( .. : .· .. }. - /b,;tveen 'Science and ·Judaism. '' (ih~- :-i~p.orta~t' ~drd here is' "pe'o?,]ie"'-~.:<r 
. ·.•:':·_: ,:, : ' /.' :- '' '. . ' ':·' ,, :'./:. ' ' .. ... ~ ... -.. ! ', ' ,•,.·•, ' ' .. : • ' ' ' . .'• :. . 

'', , Ref'6rm now regarded Juda.ism and peopiel1ood as having· .been i'rrevocably 
. ' . . . 

:_· · .. -., - . . . ' . . . ' 

' .. ' . . .. . '1·.' . . ' .. 

. ·. · ··. · \ . ': :,: .. -I.inked toget,~f)r. The noti~n· that 'the Jews are essent·~ally .a peopl'e, . · • . 
. . . . 

' J • ' ' ' • 
' . \ ' ' ' 

. . ' ' . ' . 
,• '' . 

r .. ,- , ,. . . : . . . ·.,· . , ,· , .'. ' . . 

:. ··:•:.;-.:::· ,:- .:. ·.'and not members of a religious _mo~ement. reflected ,t_he gr,~a~ .. ~ra.ns- . 
~ . ' ,' ,_ / . .,' ' . ' ' ' ' ,, : . . 

... ,. :, ; .. ·.. ~~rm~tion ·1·n·: the nature ,'of: ~~form which, h~~ o_ccurred '~iric~':.1·885 •) ··: . · 
. •. , ·r ~· . .. 

' ' 
' ' ' ' '• . .. 

. . . . 
' ', : . 

2 ~.God,~ God rules the world,. • We vor~~ip Him as the Lord· of, · : 
' , .. . ' . . .. '. 

. • i ~•: ' . ' \ ' . 

,the .. universe. In God, mankind.has 
' . . ' . . ., . 1,;• •. ·, ' • • • ' .-. ' . 

its · idea.l·_·:.of condii'~'t,;> (This is 

. · :,.::: .. :\:.·/' ;,,.<:·.: . basically the!, sam~: a~s :the Pitisburgh ;Platform.:).· ': ; ·.:\' ' • .:· ', 

• • . I '. ,.- ·, .. . 
• :.. •.• ' .... ' ' J 

' . . 
' ,, ' 

.. ', t •• 
' , ' 

' .,. '' .. 

. ' ' '. 

. ' 
•, ' 

, · 3. Man ·- :Aian · is.· created .in: tl1e Di vine im~ge ~ .. :Man .is 'the c.o'"". -' · ·· 
r , • ' . ,· , ./ •·· , . { . . • . ' , . ' 

worker of God. . His soul is i~ortal :·.: Ma~' has f~e;don\ ~-~ :::t~~· :Will •. 
. ' t • 

' ' 
• . . ! ' . 

, . .· . . . ' . I' . • . 

(This is basically the same e.~ the Pitt~burgh Pla~form.) .·• . 
' ,, :, . . .. 

' ' ' ,• . ~ . . 

. ·, 4. Torah';.... Revel~tion is a.:·~ont_in~·ous 'process. ·: ~he Oral and -
' . ' . 

. ' ' 

' \Vritten Toro.Ii enshrines Isr&e1:ts'. consc'.io~s11e~s or'•'•aod :o.,nd .. ~f .the 

• ,! 

' ' ' ' ' 

' ' ' 

' ' 

' ' 

,, ' . 
·" .- 1 . ' 

I 
'.,. j . . I . . 

L '. • 

"I •. , 

' ' . ; 

I 

I 

' 

which v·irtually had ,b;e'en. re·legated to ~n :obs~'le~,~e~, st,e.tus• •in 1~85 ~- ·: . :.· .. ;· . 
~ I • ' 1 • . , ' , • ' ' .- _. • ' • . ~, 

" ' 

,, . ' . ' . ' 
" . ' , . 

'· ·' ' . , \ . 

,ras nov regarded O.$ being an impor.tant 1. sou~c·e ~f Ref~~~m :Ju~~ism·•,·:. ·,c , . , ... 

' ,,, .. 
. . ' . . 
: '.. Y". 

-.. ; . 

., '' .· ,, 
. ... •• 

. ' ' 
•' 

• t '. . ', . --. 

.. 

i 

" 

I • 

. ,. . ' 
:i/. 
' '1;\ . ., 
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I. • , . ',. ~, 
' . ; i.... ' ' . -~ .. - . 

. . '. . " ·:, , . . . . . ' ' ,,. ' . . ' ' ·;. ... . .. 
. . .· 'T;tte' :once negative atti-tude towards rabbi,n'ic 

. ' .; ' . '·' '• , ': ' 

: 
. •· . ' ' _' , I • 

. :.;:-.·.: .,5 •. ~sr~e1: :- ~11 ·Jews have bee_n held toget~er by the ties of ·a 
' . " . ; . . . ' . . . . . . . 

' 

c~rinnoJii·history and a. h·eritage of faith. 
. . . ,• ' .. '.. . 

Jews see.k to be .loyal · 
'' 

'' ' '. ' ' . ' 
'! . .. t ; ' • . ' / ' • • '. ' " . ,· • • • 

.. ,. , , citize11• ;.of, w~e.teve,r country they liv~ in.. Jews are obligated to · 
. . ' . . 

· : . · work -f<>t.:tl1e ;&ipbu~ldi~g. of Pal.estine as a haven of refuge and also a ' 
. . . . ' ' . ' .... ' ' . '· .. 

' ' ' \.. ' . . . . 

. ;, ·;~~nter of .Jewish culture and· spiritual life •. (Once again the· 
I ' • · , 1 • 

' .':" . ":-'. : i 
• •,:)°. ,' -:· ~ ' 

\.' 

·:;:,4~~t.rine.·of "pe.opl,hood11 . is stressed. AI,so, it was. DOY incw,nbent · 
: . . :·. . . ,,• ' . . . . : ' . ' ' -: ' 

,·, . 

up.Jn··each. Reform Jew to aid in rebuilding of Palestine a~ a 'Jewi~h · · / :· 
. ' ' 

, ·: . · ·. ,homeland~certainly a great change since the resolution of 1897 ! ) 
' '' . ' .. '' : _. ' . . ' . '. ·. . ' . .· : ' ' '. ·, . . ·." . ' . 

' ' .. 
· " · · 'Ethi~s ~_; . (Like· the Pittsburgh Platform, Planks 6, 7, and s, 

. . ' ' . . .. 
' • . r 

' ' 

reflect., Reform' s · continued interest in problems of· social welfare amt 
' ' ' , 

' ' 
... ·, /' .... ' ' ' . '' . ' 

international relations.) l 

' 

; . 6. Ethics ·and Religion - We strive to establish the kingdo.-. of 
. '· ' 

' G~d~a..: ior lei of brotherhood' etc. 
. . ' . ~ 

In Jude.i~m, religi~n and morality . 
. :,,', .' ' . ' . . . . '. 

' . 
' . ' 
· · blend i·nto an indissoluble unity •. 

·. '.° ·.• 7 • Socia.I Justice - Judaism seeks the attainment of a just 
,. '. ' 

. ,. society by the applicatio.n of its teachings to·· all aspects of· li'fe. 
, , ;· . . . ', .' . ' . ' . 

" ' . . {'. ' . - '". . . , 

' 

·.:.:8~ Peace - Judaism,· from ~he 4ays of the' prophets, has procla.tm-
.. 

' ' 

· .ed to ·inankind · the ideal of uni verse.I peace. 
• . ' . .";'-I '•;I • ,' 1 :,_' , . •·• .' • •, ,, \, i," 

• ,, , • :, , I 1 , ~ ',, , ,. . , , , . \ . 

Platf,orm' i~~luded •_a;· :whole section dealing with religious practice. 
• \ l ... • , •,;: ·.•,•'• ,'. -•~,.•· _,• . • . • • • , , 

' . . . ' '• ,. ·, ,; ,·;-:.,,:•.,: : ' . ·.:.. ·, ,,"· ... . ' . . " . 

,;. '• .~h.i'~~l:~.~-~~ion emphasized t.~e · importance of: actively· participating in 
• ;:. -.:,, :;.: ;,, _.-- • :. ' ' , !_ -, _,: •• , 

the:Je~ish c~mmunity and of rituals and ceremonies in Jewish.life, . ' 

. 
. . . : .strea·sing th~;i role of the home, syne,.go·gue ·and school in incul~o.ting · 

.. ·, . . : .. , 

' 'j, ' • , ; ;_,:• I ~•i ' ._ • •, I 

a love r.~rthe Jewish.people within each Jew:. 
' . . ' . 

,. 
,, 

..-, ', 

: . . 

' ' :·-.' 

' 
_, 'i ' 

' . . ... ' .. 

,. : 'i:·, • . .. . . 

' ' 

' • I < > ,< 

. . . . 

, . 

., . ' . ' 
' . '' 

- : ,' 

.. 

.. ' ' ' ~· ' 

- ' . . ' 
' ·•~:· ,:,~, ·., 

. ' 

' ' ' ~-J ._,.,·,~• 
' 
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. ·. ".. ' . . 

~· ' • i ··.' • - • • ,. 

· ·~tat~·~nts ··were vigue:', which allo:ifed··tor a very wide range of 

". I 

··.· ··. :./{/ · · .· .. :. i.··':any. kinc1: ~ot d~fillitive statement~ 
• .. ,•,•:.•:.:.>:i.,:i:/{ 1 ;\\i.\;:--: ,•• •i-:,' :-,::'.;-•. • '••.•,,',, o >':;'',.'I ',;, • ,, 

:·· .. '. .. . '.':'.·.:?:,\i/:.·. '.'t</\W,!:'.~everth,i'~as•,-· ,the ;Platform i,s ':an exceeding~y intere.sti~ 
,'!.' · .. ~- ' . ' '·(~J:. ·,' 1. . ' ·.,., 

''\_:•,'!••.: ••, :.:s:•''\ '··.••·:,:I, 1•_·:••I:;~;·,~-.~;;>·.'. ,• • • 

. : ·: ·. · .. :,. ;':· · a,cwnent. When it 1s c.0E1pared to ,the :E>i tts~urgh Platform which wo.s 
. • • ' . (,' ·, I - • ~ ' • ' • •: .• , . :·. ' • ·•;· ' . . • ' l ' ' : 

• .. r, , • ' • , • ,,, , • 

.. ·•·,\·l :._._ ·,' ' ~ ...... ·,I' ',, '/ ,·· i .' •· 

.. ._ .. , _·.·::· -::_.,·drawn up only ~itty.;.t,ro years/ betor_e;, a·- number :·;of i~ortant -
' ., ., . . . ' ', .. 

I ,·· .,, I ·;-. . , • .• '' , • ' ,/, ' 

· ·· . ·, diff.ere~ces and .siinilari,ties- ·are illDll,dia.tely 'noticed. There are a 
.. · ... ·· :_·, 1_,_ .::-·. •, ' ,'.' ., ·.: ·'•··' . . 

9 
',, • •,. ;);'. t • I , , O .. ' • 

· ·· ·-: · .. i;°:'\\;-,_::;\ .· .... ,nu#tb~·;:·· ~f.-at,at·,~,~ts· ~on ·simil~r. ;subj~ct~:. 
·. ',·",;;.,, .. ·, .. 't;~\ ... i{i' .,. ,·. :·. •.:,-:·. ' ' ' . 

·i· .',,,· ... ~;, ' '' " . ·., .. ':'•. : - "" 

' .- ,': ·_. \:r ·_. ' ·:..:i~o. Platform~ ~ere in basi~ 1 ~greem•nt) ,. on imortality ~f the soul; . 
. ,\ ·,:,:- .:. ,'\. :·:. . : : . ·-· i •. . . ,, : . . .~. . 

' . 
on God (theologically, the · 

. ' . ' ., ' ' 
: . ~ . ' ~' ·,;. ,: . ·. . ,. , F,.... I,, t :; -: . .. . . . . ,' :-;•,. 

• J ' • ~,. • 

~ •, --~ 

,•II 

·._: ~n· the:- e~oiutionary develdpme~t,. of Jude.ism; on the 
:' '. ... ·. ' .. . ; . ' ' . ' ,· . . ' . .. ' . 

mission of 

'l, '1 . 
. ' .. . ' ' . . 
• _:;·',J''. I :~ 

: . : ·)•:(,· _:,'.Judaism; on .the _r,e'lationship between Scien~e: and Judaism; on social 
.. ' ; :':'.:i~~}:::-:'~_·::- .: . :: . ', . . . ' . . ,. . . 
--"•; .··:":':. · .c _._ ;. ···. .Justice. But t~e· .C~lumbus P,la~form "went beyond the Pittsburgh_ Plat-

. ' ;, .·,':(:/' • ' .· .... ·. . . . . ,' . : : ... ·. . . . ' . . . . . ' ' ' ' ''.' . . . . 

\·.. . . - .f:~r~:.on.·a nwnbe~. of other subjects~: ·1t called for: the ._rebuilding 
.... :,::· :,, .. _'·-,·' ,'··:--.· .. · . 

- '. . - . ', ,• 

'· ·' . '. ~ ' ··, ' . ~ •, ' ·· )}i'~~:o: :;; of ~ Jewiali · hoaela~ci:' in Pa.1estine; the stressing of the. "peoplehood" 

, : ,:,-•'•\ · . •of, Is~ael (the Pittsburgh Platform- continually emphasized the idea of 
·, 't'; ,' ~- ' .• 

. ' . ,: . : . 
. " • , • I . 

·Judaism as ·a religion); and grea_ter importance to be given to· 
' .. . . . ' : 

•. '1 ,. 
, . ' ' ,, 

, . . . . ' . 

. . . . . : ' :•,; -, . 
. '' ''. ' . 

. . 

' . 

. ' . 

, . 

'· ••, I. 

. .., . . . ' 
', ~~ . '• .- :· 

,_...,- .. ' . 

·_, '. ·. ' ' 

' ' ·, ' . ' . ' 

' " . 

·.' 

" 

. . . ' 

• • I • 

-
' 

• . r . i' 

.~ ;· . ' . ~ . 
I,.· .. 

; '. 
. . ' 

' ', . 

' .. :, ,' 

I • 

' '· . 

. ' 

I _, ' • 

: ; ' 

,· .. 
-'!-·~ ' .. . 
,. 

t : 
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· . · ·.· . ~~ligio"Qs. p~~ctic~. It_ ·~ff~rmat,ive·ly -supported .those 
-. . . <:- . :. :. , :'i :/ ::'·:L. , ,}, , : :. <>- : . . : .. : , .•: . : : . . . ·: . -.. ·. . . . 

\;. · .. J~,rish ·life. ,rhich would. aid in assuring the_: m~ailingful 
• . ,• i •, . : 

. . ·, . . 

. , . 

• , • , ',1 • ' I • • , • ' • , • 

. · i~. the. almost: opposite _states:-- of. spirit ref_lected .in them, In. 1885 ,' .. · : ·. i :' _·._· ... 
. ,., • . ,,:,,_., '' . . : .. ,·· .. ,·/;', '· . .. . . ,. . ,j'_'·.:~.:''.:' . 

. i• ,, '·, •.•,,•, C ' 'I ' "• ,, ~•:,,~/(,):.'' 

.. ~_aught up __ i:n· the 'J:ii~ete~nth cent~ry .American_ iiat,i~nalistic. sp~·~it, '' ·, : .. . __ : .,,-.'c_'-_:.: . 

.... ·,., · .. i\.' ,·. ;. • .. ; . . . . .\. . •·. ' ... · .. , .. ;_ . . . . :-:·/:.,·_", ';. :::;•·' 
_ . ,Re:t,~rm Jevsi regar~,d the~~elves as being--Jews by' ·:religion on·l,y. , ' .. , ;.•;_. :- : ,, . >.'< . 
·:,\ i '·•. ;,:,. ·.·, ,, ,; ·:,, /.' . : . i '', . . . , ·',:ir ... :_. ·. r • ;·:: .•·•· :_:\:1,;.'"',:;:,1. ,•: 

·,:·\,?>~~r·9~~·was· a co:r;it:fde11t :rel,igious:'movement~ ·. It we.·s' sure··ot its~l:t·\it'·_·,·f,l.: ';,-:'.:': . 
• ·, '. 1 .: '·,•·: ' ' • ' • , . ..: ' . . . ' . . : :: • ,:., ' • \;, ':;::,· /:::. ( f .. ::,_:,;~·.:,.:·:·' ' 

a~d 'c,f its mission. · ~t _b,el~eved 1:,ha.t -t.he,: lilessian~c Age ,;as.: r!.~_qut to. . .. . .·: ... :· .. , 
.)'-,. .-°'.:~·:; ';~.> ;·.•,. .·· ·. ', : . . ·.' •: ·. - ,·,' . . ... ''';,.:;' ~i.·· .- .. i' . .· .. ~·:, .,.~ .. ~ 

· . .' co~ence, arid it fe~t that i'ts enlightened;, scientific, idealis~ic · .' '.,•.· 
.. '·~ . . . . r . 

' ' . . 
• ,' . . , • , . ·, . . . • ,. ; ; ~ ; ' . ' .:, '' ', . ·,. I 

: ·,' ', 
·t r~ligious mess_t1.ge vould be 

. -. . '. . ,I·. 

ideally suit,d· .. for ·the. new- age thati was : • .·~· ·· .. ::-:0::::'°:·.· .. 
, .. )_':::, ·:, ;• ',.\~:•·• '•! ,'.·:,:_'(l.•:'>• 

1,; ' ', ; " /. 

da,rning ~ · Th-i:~ _optimistic, 
. I . . . • . I '' ·• ;· . 'i• •. • 

universai-istic attitude· shines through the_> · · :",:-\· : 
' . . ' 
/ 

~ . . . -;: . .' ·'.· ' . ,. . . ' . 
: . . ~ . 

Pittsburgh Platform. 

' '• . ' .. •, 

('. . ' 
'' ·, '., I 

'. j•· 

·I 

' ' '., . .. .,, ' .' 

.. 
• ' 1, • ' •· : • 

,;' )··. :· .. :_i",:< 

• • I: . 
: ·• ·, '.• ~ . 
. ,: . ' 

. ' . ; 
. . . ,, ' 

.. , 
'~ . ' . •>,-,._, ·, ' 

". . ' ' . 

' . . , 

. .• 

.. , 

, . . 
- 0~ ·the: ot~~r _l1and, in 1937·, the M,essianic Age seemed centurie~: 

' ' 

a.wa.y. ·.• 1,1his .. ~.:~_. a. peri~~ of fe~r and·
1 

co'nfusion, of 'dou~t. and uncertai11~ · .. . 
. .. ., . . :, . . . ' . . ·:.' . ' . .· ' . . • .. ,:._. .;-._··)'.,,' _, , ... :. . .. 

• • , I , , , ,t ,. • , ' I, 

ty.· The .'J~,r:was · unsure of his posi_tion in the world. Co,nsequently, · ~-::· ·,:;.··· \: 
' ,• ; . : ' . , 

' . 

American·Jews were more prone than ever before to regard each.other 

as,}}brethren ... , ·ro·r they needed one anoth~r •. As a result, in Refornr, · 
.. ' ,/ 

. . 
' . 

th'e ' lmp ot.tance' of_ .. the mi as i OD of Israel wa_s greatly ; mini mi zed' . as i:-,o .::::: :- _;. <} ... ::: .• 
:; ; ' . . ' . , . , . ' .. , . 

· were th•e: religious ·differences between Jews~ :Emphasized were the· · . . ·. . 
. . .. 

, ;noti~ns of _the: •~one.:Jeirish people", of the upbuilding of a Jewish ' 
. ' . ': . '. ., ' ' . . ' . ' : , . . : . . . . ' ' 

. . •· .. , .. ' . : ·-. . . . . '. . . . 

hom.e~an~, · a~d ·the value of "tradi tionai'' · Jewish symbolism .. in 

religious -life~ The spirit manifested:· in the Columbus Platf.orm wtts _· 
. ' ' ~ 

. . ; . 
.. 

basically cautious and·much.less optimistic than that-of the 
.. 

' ' . . 

··: .- Pittsburg~: Ple.tform~ Thus, the Columbus Plat~orm r~flected bo~hi.~->-r: 
' ' . 

' ' 

. . . 

ihe revolutionary changes that had occurred within the Ref9rm 
,\ ' . ' . . 

' :· . ' . 

movement.from 1885 to 1937, and the troublesome historical conditions 
, . ' . . . 

·.: > .. · ·.of the 1930 's. 
' .. 

s 



. 

,. 

. . 
' 

. . . 

101 

CHAPTF.B TEN 

Union Prayer Book 
,. 

._ ..... An examina.tion·of the attempts at creedal formulation in . ' . 

. . 

American· Reform Judaism· (before 1938) would be incomplete without at 

. . ,. least a brief discussion of the Union Prayer Book. Even though 
'. 

"" ,I 

' . ' . 

, .. neither the orig~nal Union Prayer ~ook (1895), nor its revised· 
. . ' . 

' ' . . . . ' 

edition.(1922) contain within them a Reform Jewish creed or a . 
'. 

. .' ' · sy~te~tic ·presentation of a~y ttguiding prin,ciples11 of Reform, 

nevert~eless both books are valuable sources of Reform theology. 
. . 

. ·. ' They mirror the essential beliefs and concepts. of the movement at . 

. i :,: the time .of. their publication •. 
. 'I ''i . , : . . • • . ' - ' 

' ' . ' ' . . ' , . . . . . 

··.::,_ . · . ; .. ·_:·· '. . There were m~ny Reform Jewish. prayer books in circul~tion 
' . . ' ' ' . ·, ' . ' 

I 
. ' .. . 

' before· the. Union Prayer Books. The two most popular were the· · 
• ,. 1 • 

. ' . .-. 
•" 

Minhag·Jm~rica-and the~Olat ·Tami·d. ·· Isaac ~iayer W~se_ long sou~ht to 
< •, I 

. have a -common ·p~~yer book for all . .American Jews. The Minhag .America 

:'{1855) wa.s his contribution to the fu\fillment of this goal.· It was.· 
' . ' 

basically the traditional prayer book, but with a number of _11nege.tive 11 
.. ' 

' ' 
revisions_; viz·~,- a denial of the following: the sacrificial system, 

. . . ft . ' ~: . . ' 
I 

' , ' . . ~esur._rection of the dead, perso;nal ~ssiah and Palestine as the . . . ,- ·,. 

. ' 

,. . 
j· ' ' 

', . 

. ' 

llis' prayer book 'W&S. very popular among Reform. 

congregations in th~. West and South • 
' . . 

. ··David Einhorn' s Olat Tamid ( 1858) was the second. most popular . . .. . 

Reform prayer book.· ·1t yas::,an Eastern "radical' s" answer to Wise's 
. . I 

. rather. conservative approach. His book 1ras much more than a mere 
' ' 

· ·revision of the traditionwl service. In .addition to including the 

same reforms e._s Wise, Einhorn introduced original prayers, which 
' ' : .. ' 

strongly stre.ssed the· ethical content of Judaism. . Universalistic 

·, 

• 

· ·statements filled its pages, as it reflected e. ~trong feeling 

against Jewish nationalism. The op.timism of the early. German· 
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· immigrant·s to America wa.s manifested in its idealistic a.nd rational

. istic spirit. Many of the large·st eastern Reform congregations u1ed 

. Einhorn' a work. 

When tl1e C.C.A.R.· was founded (1889) one of its first te.sks was. 

to undertake the creation of a standard Reform prayer book. Isaac 
. . 

Mayer Wise gracfiously agreed to use the one which the c.c.A.R. would 

. publish and to s_top publishing his ow ?vlinha.g America. He realized 

the impossibility of formulating a standard American Jewish minhag, 

recognizing that the best that could be achieved ~as the formation· 

of a comn1on Ref9rm minhag, a~d to this new goal he dedicated hiplself. 
'· 

·Einhorn's prayer book was taken ·to serve as the basic liturgical 
' . 

structure for· the C .c .A.R. 's Union Prayer Book.· . Jn. 1895 the Eastern 

Reform congregations completely dominated the Conference,_e.nd 

Einhorn's spirit _(he died in 1879) was still the motivating force 

' . 

in Eastern Reform thoug~~• Thus, German Reform, whicl1 had been 

the predo~inant ideology of both the Philadelphia. and Pittsburgh 

Platforms now becam_e the basic ideo~ogy of, t~e 1 •• Reform prayer book. · · 

The Union Prayer Book was virtually no sooner published than· 
. . . . . . . . 

. there began to arise ,ri thin. Reform ranks marked· feelings of' dis-
• ! • . • 

satisfaction towards it. Some of the very radical reformers fel_t . 

th~t it ,ras no~ radical,. ~nough, and some. of the more conservative 
. ' . ' 

. ' 

ref'o.rmers re'l t just the opposite. 
. \ . . 

. . 

Also, on top of. ,this internal 
. 

dissension over the nature of the prayer book, the impact of the · .· 

large-scale East ~ropean iDDDigration ,ras beginning to be· felt at 
' ' 

this time. This immigration, which we have seen was the biggest 
I ' , • , 
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" ' . ' . 

. factor i·n the attempts to .establish .. a·.s;ource of authdri'ty in Re~_o,rm; .. 
.. •: •· .. ' ': 

, ·, ' ·. ' ' . . • • , •~ • I ;, ' • ' 

. ,raa a\so very influential in producing discontent towards. the pray~~ · 
, ' ' I , ' • : , . • • 

' 

book. As Qtore and inore of tlt_ese iDBDigra.nts began . to become members. 
' . f .1. : : ' • . • . ' 

. . . . . 
:, . ' .. . ' . . 

of Reform congr,gations, the demands for· ·a· mo~e "traditional" . . : . , . . 

• liturgy.·be·gan· slowly increasing in volume. 
' ' ' ' . 

. . The Revised Ed.ition (1922) was an attempt· to answer some of the 
. , 

·. critic:i.spr raised •gainst the origi_nal· ve~sioil. It made the Reform 
. ' 

·1i·turgy· .l~ss theo~~gic_ally-oriented, and less rationalisti~ in its 
. ' . ' . ' . . ' . ' 

·. ' 

spir.i t' 'pla:cing mor'e 'emphasis ·on social justice. But in its effort 
,• . , . . . . . ·, 

. . 

to please different,. widely vary:ing views, it became a more incon- . 
' . 

sistent d~cument of Reform belief •. In 1928, inr,a. pa.per entitled 
. ' ' . ' . . ' 

. "The Theology· or· ·th~· Union Pr~yer Book", Samuel Cohon dealt with this 
. . 

. . 
problem. He sto.t~d that ~ecause the prayer book was the product of 

. ' . .. . . 

c~i ttee. endeavo·r, with_ me_n rep~esenting dif'fer.ent viewpoints, it 
' . ' . 

was ofte11· necessary :for compromises to_ be reached. Be'ca.use of these . ' . . ' . . ' ' ' -

compromi-aes·, .the Re!ised· Union Prayer Book was filled with incon~ 

. . l'f d .. 1 t· .. llO I 
sistencies on the mission-idea, after 1 e an reve a ion. n 

. the ,discussion vhi~h followed his pa.per, rabbi :after rabbi asked for 

a change in the·~vised Prayer Book becau~e they said that their 
. . . 

congregants found -the cold, over-rationalistic services unstimulating. 
. . . ·, 

By the time of· the Columbus Conferenc~, ._ in 193'1, there wa.s a wide-

spread feeling ~of dis~atisfaction. It, was clear that another revision·. 
' 

. ·was inuninent. And, _in 1940, the Ne~ly Revised. Union Prayer nook was 

·. published. . · 

.It :has-been said, "The ·prayJr books·of.the Synagog are the 
• ,·. "f 

. ' . . . . ,. . ... . ' 

true.st g~ides to .what our_·people cherished at different ages and in 

different lands •. Like other. movments, Reform'.· Judaism is reflected . .. 
. ·-

1 f •. , - • 

' " 
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in its books of devotion. The very multiplicity of' its r~tuaJs, the 
. . 

frequency of<.their revisions and their ·-ready adjustme~ts to. new . . . 

viewpoints and situations reveal the elements of strength and of 

· ,127 weakness of Reform Judaism.' · 
'. 
' 

Th~ •-inabil.ity of Amer~can Reform Juda.is~ to formulate any 

definitive statement of Reform belief has been manifested in its . 

prayer books. · The virtual- lack of any kind of auihoritative ·. I •; 

. . ' ' 

· ideological. boundaries bas opened the gate in Ref, orm to inconsis~e_n't 
' .. . . 

and sometimes contradictory ideas. Consequently, it has been 
. . 

impossible for Reform to COJ.DPO&e a systematic, homogeneous prayer·. 
. ' 

book. This confusion and·contradiction has been reflected in the 
" 

religious thinking of most Reform Jews. 

Yet, the Union Prayer Book has been the practical 11agent of 
128 . 

union" · · . . between the Reform congregations. It probably has been 
. . . 

. . . 

more responsible tha:ri any other factor for keeping the Reform move- . · 
. ' ,. ·, ~' ' ' , 

ment together, a·religious movement ·which has.lacked a.creed, any 

fixed dogmas, or authoritative hi~!a.rchical structure. 

! . 

' ,. 
• f • ' { 

• . 

:, 
., 

.. . ' 

.. 

. ' ' . -,. 

I' 
' . ' 
. ' 

. . . 
i . '· . ' • 
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