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The problem of intermarriage is old. An
eénalysis of this problem in every period of history has
caused a re-swakening in Jewish life. Intermarriage is
the resultsnt force of Jewish adjustment. It is the
equilibrating force of the Jew and his environment. It
Also happens to be one of the few resultant factors that
is subjeot to analyeis. It is the indiocator of the
growth or less of Judaism. It shows us whether the Jew
is satisfied with Judaism, whether Judaism is & potent
faotor in his 1life and whether it has induced in him
that loyulty and love which can act as a powerful
deterrent, in view of the great difficulty of keeping
& minority group alive.

Whet are the tendencies in modern times? Is
the future of Judaism at stake? For is not the future
of Judalsm depandent upon the adhersnce of the Jew to
Y.ds falth, which will inspire him to help develop
Judaism and upon the abolition of intermarriage? What
are the facts? And if the number of Jews that are being
lost are on the increesse, oan we not find out why? Since
it ig the resultant of a number of forces, can we not
determine the power and direction of these component
florces? By analyzing these component forces and the
gonditions which cause their action, 1s it not possible
to diminish their power and alter their direction, in
order that the resultant force, the equilibrating force,

intermarriage, may be at a oinimum?
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CAUSES

The christisn church has besn just &s eager
to prewent intermarriage as the authoritative Jewish
Assembly. The only difference is that ths church, by
virtus of itspower wae able to set up more inhibitions
than the synagogue. The power of the church and state
were identical, Church orders were exscuted by the
state. It was the state that prohibited marriages
batween Jaw and Christian. The iupetus to abolish the
statutes forbidding marriage between Jew and Christian
came from the French Revolution, when Napoleon 1
abolished the state-church in France. He asked the
Jawish Synhed&m whica he sssembled to answer the question
whether Jews may marry with Christians. ZfJual rights
were granted to the Jew. The removal of this church
authority, which very few of us want to witness again,
contributed materially to the inoreasing number of
intermarriages.

Itws not until 1875 that aimilar conditions
were obtained ia Cermany. In Hungary it wag in 1895.
The World War liberatsd Austris and Hussia. The
ilohammedan courntries still carry thess prohibitione.
In order for a Jew to marry a Christian in Austria, prior
to the war, it was necessary for the ocouple to declare
themselves free thinkers. In Ruseia it could be brought
shout only by Baptesimals. These were deaterrents. But
with the world wer, hese laws were abolished. The power

of the Greek Orthodogz Church waned. The state was



independent of the church. Religion no longer influenced

the lives of the Ruseians, nor did the ohurch dictate
thelr lawe. COhristians and Jews are marrying more fresly
and in greater numbers,

But why has the Jew allowed himgelf to die
becAuse of the mercy of Christendom due tﬁ its inner
weakness? Why nas not the Jew beenable to withstand
these temptations? Is 1t not because of the attitude
of 1ts authoritative bodles? What were the official
opinions of the Napoleonic Synhedrin, the Braunsohweig
Conference, the Central Conference of American Rabbils,
and the nodern Frenoch Reform Synagogzue?

The opinion of t he Synhedrin was that only
marriages with Cannonites are absolutely forbidden,
but that marriages with Christisns ought probably nct
to be gelebrated by Jewish priests, but othsrwise,
there was no hindrsnce. The Rabbinical Conference of
Braunsohwsig proclaimed that the marriage of a Jew
with = Christian woman or with any adherent of s
monotheistic religion, is not prohibited 1f the
children of such marringe are permitted by the state
to be brought up in the Israelitish Heligion. The
Central Conference of American Rabbls declared that
mixed marriages are contrary to the traditioms of the
Jewish Religzion and should therefore be discouraged by

the American Rabbinate. 5Sut an amendment to the effect



thaet a rabbl ought not to officiate at & mixed marriage
was lost when put to a vote. The Reform Synsgogue of
Paris pemits mixed marriages.

Thase authoritative bodies have not the coursge
Oof their convictions. They leave it to ths individual,
&nd then condemn him because of his actions. Since when
is the ressoning of the American Rabbi, "contrary to
tradition", greater thar contrary to 1ife. Their is no
coneistency. The individual Jew also beare no conviction.
Organized Jewish Religion 1e loosing its hold upon its
people. Each rabbi is a pope with different views. The
Jew does not represent anything definite. One ocan get
rermission tc do anything even though it be contrary to
the growth of Judaism. FHebbi and Minister officiate st
the same wedding.

The influence of religion upon the Jew 1is
declining. The rabbis bhave not won the confidence of
their peopls. They spsak to empty pews. Thay do not
reach and are not keeping their people. Even the very
small percentage that 1s affiliated with the synezogus,
has nct been religiously inspired., In 1918, there were
only 39,260 seats in all the synagogues of New York City
in which English samons were being preached. If we
repember that there were 900,000 Jews in New York City
then, moat of whom spoke and understood English, we
realize that less then 5% could be agoommodated. There

are not even the potential powers and oapacities for




influencing. Thereligious decline under these conditions,
is inevitable,

B, Rapchinsky in the Fassviet magazine of Parie,
April 19, 1925, declares that the Dutch Jewish leaders
of Holland are discussing very seriously the problem of
intermarriage, and their declaration 1s, "The chisf cause
for the increase in intermarriage between Jews and
gentiles in Holland, is attributesd by some to the falling
away of religiosity among Jews as well as non-Jews. Ths
nurbar of persons not affiliated with any rsligious
institutions in this country is growing from year to year,
a8 04N be essn rfrom statistics of the lsst twenty years."
Thie lrok of affiliavion is universal.

This indiffersnces and neglsct on the part of
tha older zeneration is transmitisd to the younger
gansration. Thare is only a very wseak stuampt to davelop
the religious occnaciousnsss cf the young. In New York City
during 1917, 275,000 Jewish children attandad the elsmentary
schools. Only 05,400 received some rsligious sducation,
less than 24%., C%n we pravent Jaws Ifrom intermarrying when
their loyalties are founded upon ignorance rather than
upon Torah and Truth?

Minority groups ocannot pereeive survivs upon
blind loyalties. Thay @xist sither becsuse they fesl that
they have soms distinct contribution to oIrfer, or bscause
outside pressure hus basn brought to bear. We 211 1like to
be martyrs. Martyrdom fascinates. But now that the Jew

is no longer oppressed, he seeks to get cut. Blind



loyalties will not hold him. His group aonsciousnsess

h&s becomas weakened. He is no longer proud of his people.

He revolts against the remaining restriotions. Intermarriage
to him is an apparent solution. Nothing was saorificed

by him when he tried the experimsnt. He had no religious
ocomsciousness to trouble him.

There has alsc been & movement in Jewry which
believes it can solve the Jewish problem by means of
minimizing religion. Their dominant slogzn is that we are
& Jewish Race, a definite ethnio group.

They have nothing to offer religiously. Their
loyalties consist in the gloating over their history.
And:it 80 haprens that their children have not received
any Je wish education, and if they have not suffered or
witnessed suffering because they wars Jews, will they not
intermarry very rendily? Of course they will. It is only
the driversity of religious belief that is evaerywhers tne
great stumbling block in the way of marriage., For thenm,
religion is non-existent. Also when the temporary shyness
and strangensess which usually disapnoars in two generations
has besn worn off, the road is wide open. What is to held
them? Intermarriage to them is not sacrilegious. They
raquire no clergyman to sanctify their marriage. They
scoff at the religious cersmony.

Many of these marriages have besn made possibls
due to the lsnisngy of Christendom and the enlightamment

of its adherents. The Jew is no longer s thorn in the




side of the clergy. The ediots whioh prohibited the
clergy from dining with the Jew, have been revoked. The
Christisn is undsrstanding the Jew to a greater extent.
The Jew in his syes is no longer the unusual or rare
rerson., Thay are not distinguished by their resemblance
to Biblical patriarchs. Thay are no longsr dspictsd =a
the arch-herstics,"lerocide or Inoarnate Anti-Christ."
The Christian folk lore which regarded .he Jew ns
infrahuman, 1s being discnrded.

The basic idea of the age has beocome the
Brotherhood of MYun. And this ie greatly responsible
for our attitude and is accordingly influencing our
behavior. This has sven helped Dbreak down the barrier
batween the Catholic and the Protestant. They too are
intermarrying in greater numbers, much aghinst the protest
of the zatholic church. This besic idea nss acted as s
powarful solvent of all the old ideas and sstablished
customs., We =re now living under the warm sun of
tolerance. And under such skies, those who live on good
terms with their neighbors, mmrry with them rogardless
of etonic strsins or religious belisfs, For the Jew who
had no desire to ba hranded or sat apart and who felt he
had no destin:tive contribution as & Jew, this atmosphers
provides a very easy avsnue of escapd. And they have
ascapsad.

Their escape has been made easy because of the

apparent esse with whioch they have been ablas to adopt the



western custom. This of course, made 1t neceesary to
drop their old customs. It is also a curious f=ot that
with the greatest proportion of Jsws, the strength of
thelr religiosity varied directly with the number of
religious precepts and oustoms that they observed.
Reldgion was synonymous with custom. When customs,

like distary laws, paylacteries, shaving with'; razor,
and Sabbath were droppsd, religion too was dropped.

In the west, the home has no longer become the centsr

of influence. This custom was also adopted by the Jew.
With this, he lost the influence of the old Jewish home.
He had no memories to trouble him., Father and mother no
longer influsnced him. They could not help him carry on
ag & Jew,

Being removed rrom the 8ast, the menory of
pogroms did not taunt him. The Christian was friendly
to ham. He h2d no training .onioh czused him to spittle
when psssing = clurch. They naver sufrsered in the name
of Jesus. Chrietianity was not to them the mnathema oI
0ld. What would then deter them from intermarrying. Did
they not have & similar outlook upon lifel Wers not the
goals of both of them, the devalopment of good human souls?
Did they not speak the same language and havs & similar
education? There no longer were any animositizs over the
problems of Theology and Religion. They both agreed that
there wes no hell, no savior, no ged, nor any immortallty.

Can intermarriags be prevented where people think in this



manner?

Very few of us have the proper sense of
perspectivity. If we are not in direct contast with our
object, we rarely ses it as it exists. But rather thru
the lense of distance which distorts the reality. This
unreal imsgination by Jew of Christian and vice versa,
caused by ignorance and lack of contaots was ons of the vary
strong berriers of the ages. But now tLe Jew has attainped
e higher sconomioc ststus. His mobile powers are greater,
He now ie allowed to movs. There are very few restrictiona.
He 1s one of the greai contributors to modern culture, He
has been assimilated linguistically and soclally because
of his intense participation in the modern world. He
studies and teachse at any university. There are no guilds
whioh require certaln rsligious belief or affiliation. His
religion is nc longer = stumbling block. And if it wers,
it has besn sc diluted, that it could bs further watered
until 1ts strength could hardly be deteoted. Hie clothes
and hie living quarters mrs the same as the Christianh,
Waen thers is this incressad intemingling without any
s2lf oonsoliousneas, thers is greater field from which to
choose to marry. Under these conditions, christian women
and Jewish men can learn to grow fond of each other and
develop a true love, With m greater oholce, there are
more temptations.

They come and g¢ unhampered. They operate &s
equals. They have absorbed the oultures of their

respective countries. To differentiate betr -~ = the



Jew and Chitstian is difficult as is the case in Prussia,
Soandinavia, France, and Itaty. And not having any
dietinot message ss a Jew, they must intermarry. Where
immigration is limited, and only a small number of Jews
remain in the country, their appearance in Christian
cirels is not resented. A love will develop. Therswll
be =& disparity of sexes and Cnristendom, not the
imnigrant Jew, ms herstofore, will be the reservoir from
which the Jew will choosa.

Under these conditions, the road to intsrmarriage
is made very smooth. Ruprin says that the more Jews and
Christians mix with ona annther in economica and social
1ife, the more likaly it is that they will murry with one
another. I believs that in our day, when Jew and Christi=n
receiva the same education, develop the same contempt: and
gimilar psycheclogical outlooks, when they are both
zbsolutely ignorant of t heir respective religions, when
they fesl that they heavs nothing distinctive to contribdbute
e & Joew or & Christian, intermarriage must increase. The
adict of the priest and rahbl may he hesded. 3But thelr
inner consciousness rebels. It is this inward fseling
that sounte, t%st will record future nistory. This
inward fesling, I believe, approves of intermarriage.
This, the priest and rah"i have be=n unebls to influence
by their outwsrd oommands, This oan possibly be explained

by the four year experiment in New York City. The play



"Abie's Irish Rose" deals with this type of theme. It hes
already been seen by over 4,000,000 pecple, something
unusual. Critics c2ll it stupid, impossible, inartistio,
and bad a¥t. Yet the innsr consciousness of the mople
like it., The priest says thou shalt not intermarry.

The rabbi says thou ghalt notlintsrmarry. The populace
heeds only after & fashion, but their hearts and emotions
aprrove of intermarriage. They enjoy seeing it and give
their consent to it, if only on the stage. If we &re
against mixed marrisges we must somehow alter these

emotional reacticns, Otherwise they will record history.
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RESULTS

Man 1s not born fres. He is born into =
definite scheme of life. His birth may bs likened to
another link which has been attached to & given chain.

He absorbs &ll the tradition, memories and habits of

his grotp. They are his whether he wills them or not.
The world recognizes them. No amount of mumbling of the
lips or outward oonversions will sltar the clircumstances.
Once born a Jaw, ycu are =lways recognized by the world
as a Jsw. You may Af you choose, hava an adjactive
preceding the word Jew, but the syes of the world =Te
not tlinded. Even such a ons as & very liberal
Unitarian minister of lNaw York City, spenks of &

trustee of his church not «a & Cutistian, or a Jew
converted to Christisnity, but ane ths Jew who is tne
merber of his board., By intermarrying, we do not sclva
the Jewigh proolem. We just complicats it, and cuuse

an inoreasad embarrassment in the iives oI the participants.

It is not very rleasureable tec livs estrangad
from ona's prrents, trothers, sisters, and relatives.
Intermarrings brings about an abrupt gseparation with
family and traditions. Rarely do the parents torget.
Their link hua bean snapped from the chain of tradition
instead of being developed or causing further growth.
Practioal difficulties are developad. In smaller oities,

sooial aotivities emanats from the church, Even if ons




adopts the religion of the other, yet there ie the
suspicion in the adopted group. Your traditions are

not my traditione, The president of my conpgrepnticn

has a son and daughter who live in the same town as

he does. Both sre married. Ths dsughter has
intarmarried. Prior to the establishment of the libsral
synfhgozue, neither sver attended divine service, or
sagociated themselves with Jewish activities. Now thay
aAre both members of the synagogue. The son in faot, is
ona of its most nrdent devotees. 5ut the dazughtsr =nd
ner ex-getholic nusband do not come. She fesls stranzs,
suilty nnd out of place when he accoupanies ber to the
synagogus. He in turn is slweys "rad in the face", tho
hs hams expressed on many occneions that ths services
inspirs nim. It just osn't De erndicsted.

Their socisal activities must be curbad. Arnd
ginse Man is a gregarious ceing, thls seclusion cuuses
stress. Thelr minds cunnot be free. It is imposesible
for them °ven to &tzend & congregational sedar with
perfect freadom und eassd. Somenhow, they do not fe=zl
wt home., Discussions of religion muat be avoided. No
amount of logic or rationslization oun cvercoms this
di ffioulty. Ths devslopusnt of the ewmotions in thelr
youth, for whizsh they are not responsihls, cennct be

ovaroomse,
There is mlways 2 breath of apology and

restraint in such homses. Even an ungonsciocus remakk

1 ]



ccrearning thelr raligicus differences is like prodding
61 & sore gensitive spot. Religion to them is assceiated
with pin pricks. In such homes, thers oannot be any
religious devslopment. They are too sensitive. It is a
houge divided und disrupted, & house with two ssts of
ideas and 1denls. And where there iz undus gansitiveness,
there are sdditional causes for trouble. Statistics
verify this.

Divoross among mixed marriages in Berlin nre
from thres to four times as numerous as pure marriages.

The ohildren of mixed marriages are not under
ordinary conditions attached to the parent who belonged
to the mincrity group. Very often they desplse the
parent for not being a member of the dominant religien.
The ohild in rost cmses has never attended the religious
scnools. They have no definite rsligicus convicticus
themealves, but theay have the desire to associate
themsalves with the dominant group, Thay will lie and
deny that their Jewish parent is of Jewish origin. They
are unhappy over the entire matiter, whioh could easily
have been golved if we did not live in thie complicated
civilizatitn. The child must be labelled. Who ever hesrd
of just a ohild? He must be a Cnrietian, Mohammedan, Jew,
or some other standard ensign bearer. Just as the man
without a ocountry and without & union is locked down upon,

0 is the ohild who is not labellad beocsuse of any

religious effiliations.




To what Sundsy School shall we send our
child, is an impertant home issue wheh the child reaches
his sixth or seventh birthday. Houses are divided and
relatives are talking. A hornet's nest has besn

disturbed. And the poor 1ittle innocent ohild is the

osuse. Whet @ send off to one who is about to begin
his advesnture of religious developrent. But it ends
not hers. Even by the children of his Sunday School,
will he be unduly noticeed? He bears the stigms,
somehow, of an intemarriage. He feels stréngs among
Jew =und stranger azmong Christisns., Children will
slways ridicule Aand rut forth spharrResing guasticns.
They will say =s they havs inmy town to & child of a
mixed marriage whose father 1o a Jaw, "Your father is
not allowed to eat this =nd this." #hy?" It inoresses
the sensitiveness of the ochild. He cries. Ha 15 tewused
and mzde uncomfertabls, Probably & fight will ensua.
Ie there & principle involved? BShall we forestall any
such ocousions? Whom shsll he marry? Shall it te Jew
or Christian? He fesls squally st®ange in both groups.
The Jew looka upon him halrl heartadly; the Christisn
doss not with opsn arme accapt him. Why shall we cause
our offepring such feslings? Skall minlstsT OT rabbi
ganctify such marriage?

Ususlly, the ohild s dopts the dominant religion.

Ruppin says that only about 10% of the children of mixed

marriages remsin definitely Jaws and marry in the Jewish




community.

It may ceuse meny blushes, becmuse tha sti
of the Jew in him is not easily eradioated. In eagh
succesding generation, the blush will be less pronounced,
but to Judaism and to the Jewish pescpls, he has said
fdrswell. David Einhorn well epitomized the mattar when
he said that every intermarriage is another nail in the
goffin of Judaism.

There ars those who do not get out immediately.
They must rsuain because of the wills of their parents or
because soclety does not =llow them to emcape. They are
somehow branded. This group increases disloyalty among
others who look to them as pointad exsmples. This group
i3 not interested in the growth and developmant of
Judaism. Their preeence, I believe, jeopardiZes the
grosth of Judailem.

Very often, this groupr is respectad in tha
compunity. Thay may be honest business men, gifted
sttorneys, established bankera, scientists, artists,
or literary men. They very often wre the exemplars
of the youth., Yet by their intermarriage, they also
rob Judaism of their osn pctentisl qumlities. They
no longer pley any part in the development of
Jawish culture. Their gifts do not benefit Judaism
nor do they enhence its growth.

Judsiem is more weaksned thru intermarriage

then thru persecution or forced gonversions. Onoe




intermarriage becowes a "fad" or no longer is associated
with questionable motives, and immigration into that
district has been checked or eliminated, the entire
community willl ultimately bs absorbed.

The Jewish coleny in Karfengfu, China,
remfined intaot while it had ite own religious and
spiritual gentsr. Oberet Gudowis, the wekl known
explorer and Chinese authority, ssys thatwith the
impoverishment of its centers and the weakening of 1ts
spiritusal ties, intermarriage set in. Cradually the
entiras Jewish community was abscrbad by the Chinesa.
Pictures of tha Karfenpfu Jews show them to be Chinese
in every reepect, including the charaotarisatic "rigtail",
only one of these Jews still preserving soms2 Jewish
raoinl traits, says Dr. Holm, the Danish sxplorer. Nax
Nordau writes that of the desoendants of the Synhedrin,
not half are now Jews; and even thoss who have not
abjured Judaiem, many have Christisns in thelr families.
He further writes that there is not a single Jewish
Housa of moras t han hslf a century's standing which
had not becoms relatad by murrisge to Christisns. Yet
another generation and not one of these old families of

Frenoh Jews will any longer adhere to Judaism.



A few wes=ks ngo, I spoke to & young Jewish
won&n who wis recently divorced from her huebsand. Shs
had no Jewish trainingz or eduocsntion and was raisad in
® home thet wig free from Jawish influences. She told
ma that she never f=1t as thouch she ware a Jewess, And

t 80 happened that ghe learnaed to love a Christian,
She married him. The caremony was civil, Her parents
were not very bappy ovsr her match, but her husband was
raceived by them. It was =fter theic marriage thst her
Jewighness was awakened., It was due to the remarks of
ber husband when he bscame angry. The shout "Dsmned Jow"
somehow stirrea up the thousands of years of 1lntent
manorias. These norories she s»id woula net dis.

The dogma of our modern age 1s that "Love is
grrnd," Evary on2 nust love il he is human. And that
this love 18 the solvent of all prejudices and concapticns.
We are nct suprosed tc snalyze ths possible results. Tne
love of the individual ig great and will ovarbslance and
dissolve all possible bad resulte. NMost love is just a
certain form of infatuation and this modern dogma 1 mos?t
dangerous. MNust we not break up this falsa dogra and
induce inhibitions which will prevent intsrmarriage? OSut
what type of inhibition shall we develop? Shall we
encourage such outward forces as Ghettoes, colored
garbadines, pogroms, anti-senitic movements, exclusions,

and gocial ostrrnciafms? No, they will not osuss growth.



The Chief Rabbi of Englsnd proclaimed "Be
8tasdfast in your sarpsrsteness 30 that your wedded
state may bring you heppiness." This has very little
effeot. Compulsion or threst is not daesirable in
religious matters. It nevsr solves the preblanm.
Complaints and lawsntations over religiocus 1life or
depracating intermarriage, are only signas of religious
congern, but they are never lvents.

In Germany, the "C. V., Zeitung", the organ
of the Centrel Association of German Citizens of the
Jewigh Faith, bslieves that it ocan solve tha vroblem
with the slogan, "Back to the village to rresexve
German Jewry." In their issus of June 2, 1925, they
write, "The plague of intermarriage and apostacy is 2
result ¢f the Jews settling in tas largs oities. In
the orowdinz orf our co-relizionists in the clviss =wnd
toa sontinuous oxodus of the Jewish comuunitiss from
tne villaga, we ss¢ the mailn faotor in the disintegration
of Jawry." But ths Jews ars in the olties snd we must
help them thara. Tas ory of ths grand old days in the
villags is no colution. We cannot aiford to revionaliza.
The lenmders of Jawry must reach their religionists. They
must grappls with ths problem. The blama 1s on thelr
shoulders. Thay have not te2sn abls Tc cnuse Judaiswm to
growd =nd develcp in such manner toat their co-religionists

vould find 4t to be a nscessity instead oI belng asble to




dispense with it with vary little concarn.

Rabbi Israal Brodie, an Anglo-Jeswish minister,
writes in the Australin Jewish Herald that the true wethod
of reducing intermarriage, is in the gultivation and
ravival of Jawish home life, which is the rseal centar of
defence againet the ravages of what is in nsny oases, &
disenss. Itv i1s beautiful rnetoric. But home tiss in our
modern civildzation, are very weak. A homs 1life is almost
aghainst the spirit of the sge. We huve our own problem
and l2t us not try to sclvae it by complicating it with the
rronouncement of a general remsdy wnich may cure the ills
of ths civilized world.

We must recognize the conditions of the world
in which we ag Jews, are livinr. What are cur own
specific weaknaesses? Tha st:ongest inhibiting rorce of
intarmarriangs must come from within the individual., HKe
pust be made to fesel the distinctiveness of nis religicn
becaus= intermarriags varies 1ﬂ\varsely 48 ths strength
of religious distinotiwenese. The ideal of & Jewish
individunliem or the potentisl powers of & distine?
sontribution to the world, honmstly, fully and consistently/
amhracad, if induced in him, 1is alona able to check
intermarriage. He must not ba axpactsd to b3 & J3w by

virtus of his nagation of Christianity. In ordser to hold

him, he muast as 3 Jew evolva enough positive mlements of an

intenge Jewish religious consclousness, toc f22l hnimsell



dietinot from all other forus of religious liberalism,

constantly given off by Christianity. Libersl nagstivism

pust ba replacad by &1 irmation, with semething diatinet, '
unique and slemental. His motto should be "I sz still 1

thou art still thou." The curve of progress of liberal
Christianity and liberal Judalem may approsch tune same

agymptode, but they must resuain in our time, in

sapariate Juadrants.

Hew can we best aevelep this inniciting
force, I belisve that it is thru the reerganizatiom and
reconstruction of the aynaﬁpg. The oasio iaea or purpose
of the synagog should ve changed., It should no longer
be oconsidered as an institution, It should nct be
architecturally constructed so that it would artificidlly '
induce us to pray. For prayer with such mysterious
associations leave us whea we arz home amlast simple
arohiteecture, It is a pschological rhenomenon that our
hacite are developed with definite associations, Prayer
gshould be associated with the home atmosphere ani not with {
the drab institution, And if the basic idea of the
synagog should become that of a congregaticnal home for
the community and should contain every activity that is
associated with the iceal home, then sach individual
would feel free to contribute towards its advancement,
That is the way of the home, Ther parents teach and

aivise and are then taught by the children. The process

———---Illlllllllllll.l.....li




is circular, There is no autocracy, Every member

is equally important,

But in the institutionalized synacog, we are supposed
to go to learn, The rabbi preaches and we are expected to
absorb it., Very few laymen ever feel or are made to feel

the responsibility for the growth of Judaism, Their

constribution is their money. Their initiative and
creative powers which woulc enhance the growth of
Judaism is not demanded, The circular process does not
work, He 1s always on the receiving end, After a num-
ber oI poundings, he becomes fatigucsd, weakens and drops

away from Judaism, He 18 dulled, If he has nothing to

contribute as Jew, shall we ‘hen wonder 1f he inter-

marries?

—
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