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I'HLS1S DIGEST

This thesis is Ban account of the activitles of tha
Central Conference of Amerlcan Habbls pna ips relutionahip

to Zlonlsm snd pltunl-ceremonisllsm durlre the years 1942-

1959. w886 yeara wers u 2ruclal period for world Jewry.

'he yesrs were wrought with cataclysmie occurrences and no
Jew or Jawlah organizat!lnn coulsd eacape from the paycho-
dynamic effects of thesa historie forees unleashed during
this period of time.

Nith the pradusl destruction of European Jewry, in
13942, the Reform American Habbinate commenced to build Ameri-
ecan HeTorm Judulam inte 8 mejor religious organlzation which
would be able to apesk For &8 much larper segment of Amarican
Isruel] than 1t orevipusly represented, This rcould only be
ione {1 Reform attracted to 1ts ranks some of the milliona
af unafrilisted Amarican Jews who were of Eastern-Buropean
backprounda.

This deslre to expand neceassiteted eertain chanpes
in the Confarenca's politlenl position vis-a-vis Paleatine
and Zionlam as well as making & bridpe by ualng ritual and
capamony a0 that the pep between Heform Temple and Shula
might be bridped.

The war and the desirs for sugmentling the ranks of
Helopm Judalsm had turned the Conference from a noutral Zlon-

1at nosition to a dynamlicelly poasitive one. This affilistlon
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with fhe zionlst cause brought in its wake an amphaals on
athnocentriciam and Jawish perticulaplsm sa substitute ldeo=
togles in place of the broad universal messlenic outlock of
so-called clasaleal Heform Judnlsm.

Policy changes in arpanlzations create diffiecultling
pat oripinally contemplated whan new directions are set unon.
The ronference was directly peaponaipnle in 1942 for the cre-
atdion of the anti-Zionlst oppanizati on the "Amerlecan council
for Judaism" When 1t broke lta neutrellry apraament on Zinn-
fam by endorslng a Jewlsh srmy for Pealestline.

the absorption of Ens baern-Europaans into tha move-
ment brought about dlveras cersmonins ond practicsa Into the
iaform Ternle, wnleh led many to fenl thet the movemsnt had
parome chaotle without any suthoritative practlces or puiden
of relipious behavleor. Hence the growlng movement to eatab-
1ish codes of practice for this heteropenenus movement was
falt to be neceasury by & large s(ss'mrmlt af the members of the
Cfonferenceé.

1iving in an ape of post-wap reaction and Increasad
sentralizatlon of business and povernment the Confarense Loo
palflected the spirit of the tlmea by wanting a ecurtailment
of the freedom amd suthority of eaeh Rabbl and conprepation
in respact to lts own roliglous experimentation. These types

of* pestrietions are proponals whlch are cantrary Lo Lhe
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apirit of Reform. For the freedom of rellrlous exoression

ia the essence of Heform Judaism.

furing these years the Conferenre pald scant atbten-

tion to the gquestinn of theolopgy, though for soma Zloniam

and new rituals answered thelr sxlstentlal peeds. For othera
thls was not the enswer and for them the Monference had

falled to develop & meaningful theoloplesl poaltion,

Zionism had abtaimed {ts malor purpose and strong

forces are presently at work seeking on end to the Zlonist
Org 5 r :
Oppanirzet lon of Amrrier. Perhaps the Conference wlll in
futurs turn Crom ivs preocccupatlon with the Jewish State and

devote ita sttentlon Lo developing a meaningful Jawlan the-

olopy for Helorm Judsiam,.




larael's Heliplon 1s the Hellglon of History.
Far Crom belng either a ereed imponed on itas
adherenta by an ecelaslastic authority as the
condl tion of the soul's salvation, or a mers
tribal reliplon, Judalsm is an hiastorical
reliplon, pointing back to the very beglinning
of man, one which has been growlng and davelop-
tng, expanding and deepening under the influ-
ance of the varinus forces of History.

Kaufmann Kohler
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The fifty-third annual conventlon of the Central
Conlference of amerlcan Rabble wie cornvened at Clneinnati,
Uhio, Februsry ©4th, 1942. Sireca 1ts organization In 1ea9,
the Central Confersnce of American Raebbiis was never lnvolved
with the problems of WNorld Jewry to the degree 1t found 1t-
self to be in 1942, Thée mnjor Jewish setllements of Emstern
and Central Europe nad succumbed bto the Germen onslaught.
Western Burope had #lso fallen to the Nazlis, and the Mlddle
Kast was in 8 precarious positlon with Its hundreds of
thousands of orlentsl Jews. The fear of the destruction of
those Jewish colorles in Palestline, together with some three

million additlonal Jews livipg in the Soviet Unicn, seamed

to be a raallty.]

The United Steles of America wias In & atate of war
with Germany and Japen., The world was in a 1i1fe and death
strugple upon whieh the luture course of Westarn Clvilizstion
depended. For the firat time In the hlatory of Amerlecan
Isreal the great responsibility ror leadership and cere of
World Jewry fell on Amerlean Jews. The greal eenters of
European Jewry were emasculsted, English Jewry was ineapacl-
tated by the strenuous demands of the war. In this cheotlc
stmosphere American Jowry wes the "volee eryling in the wilder-

nesa, what do you do untc my peoplei”




Ths peport of the Conference's committes on Con=
temporanaous History imn the year 1842 outlincs the program
which the Conference would be strenuously trying to achleve
111 the immediunte future.

1. "The only chance for a Jewlsh Army in Palea-

tine is the grim loplic of © threatenad German
attsck, or the possible intervantion of Ameri-

can lesders backed by a strong Ameplcan publie

2
opinlon.”

wie Jaws in thls land are faced with 8 double
problem. Our first and most impertsnt prob-
lem is te do everything that lles in our power
to help win this warj the suennd 1a to help
oup fellow Jewa abroad, who are the outstend=
tng victims of Nazl oruelty*
wpmarican Jewry must set to work immediately
to Formulate the proposals Lhal will be pre-
gented to the eventual peace conference, pro-
posals that will atlempt Lo asaure decent and
honoreble treatment for Jaws e ea™
Paced with the possible destructlion of European
Jowry, the guthors of thls program set their minda toward the
preservatlon of those Jaws still able to deferd themaelves

sgalnat the Nazl terror, end the rehabilitsatlon of those

vietims of the World War who well mipht survive until the
day of the victory of the allied powera.

Thia program aroused once agaln the divergent be-
liefs oand emotlions of the Conference concerning the question
of Jowish Nastlonaliasm, 1.e., Zionism, Ono might think thet
the effects of the catastrophle world conflict woul have
convineed the members of the Confererce that the fourding
idenls of Reform Messlanism and Universslism were not adequata
to meet the Jewlsh world condltion in 1942, and the naw de-
mards of the I,‘.mnu.5

In 1937, when tha gulding principles of Reform
Judalsam were restated, in the so-called Columbus Platform,
the guestion of Zlonism which previoualy hed so emblttared
the dlscusalon of the Conference, was neutrallzed by revising
the Pittsburgh Platiorm's stard on the quastion. The new plat-
rorm affirmed the "eobligation of all Jewry to aild in 1t
(Falestine's) upbullding ss & Jewish homeland by endeavering
to meke it not only & heven of refuge Far the oppressed but
glso & pentar of Jewlsh culture and spiritual lif‘o."ﬁ The
Pittsburgh Platform of 1885 head not sought B return of Jews
to Pelestine.

With the rise of German Notlonel Sociallsm in 1935
and the implementetlon of its progresm of anti-semitlam by

Novembor, 1936, some 100,000 Jews had emiprated from thelp
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homeland to other countrles, among which was Paleztine .

With limited lmmigration quotas for Jews in Wes tern
lands the Zlonlst members of the Conference banded saver more
tightly btogether, snd by 1937 had supeeeded in gattlng the
tonference to reverse its former stond end 1ook te Palestine
ss 8 haven for thease unfortunstes who were soon Lo becoms ®
symbol of the twentleth-century "refugees.”

This Columbus Plstform's affirmatlon of tha “Up-
building of Palestine" was a victory of sorts for the Jewlsh
Natlonalists of the Conference, But thal was tn 1937. Hit-
ler had not yet merched apgeinst the world, and those forcea
within the Conrerence parslatently opposed to Zlonlam wers
conatantly diminlshing slthér through death or convictlion as
the Nazi menace ever lneoreased.

Five yesars after ths Columbus Platform, the situe-
ttop of World Jewry was such Lhat no prophet could have pre-
Meted lts dire circumatances. In Fupcpe the Jeawlah paople
were syatomatlcally ant mathodleally belng murdered, and in
Americe Jews were disorganized and aplintered.

or. James (. Heller's prealdential messapge to the
Gonferance In 1942 made recommendations whirh the laadership
of Reform Judaism bepsn to follow ip sarnent,. Hellep's con-
tertion waa that Reform Judalam must eveluste itaslf, ™Not
becsuse Heform Judalsm 1s to be discardedt Far from thatl

Mot because its prilatine impulse, -- to purily the rellglon,

Se

to draow digtinctions between centrel snd peripheral, to sm-
phesize the prophetie rather than the legal aspect of Juda=-
ism, -- ls lsss germane to, lsss needed by our generation.
On the contrery, it 1s more sol Becausec we have falled to
win over the masses of Jews in ggerlga."ﬂ In & moment of
truth the Reform movement 1s here confronted wilth the fact
that the dream of I. Ms Wise (thet in o short time all Jawa
in these Undted States would become adherents of what he
ealled "American Judaism") was not s resllty.

The effect upon the Conference of the destructlon
of the great storehouse of Jewlsh learning and centers of
Jawish 1ife in Europe was thet the Heform Rabblnate began to
realize that it wes one of the ma jor depositories of Judalsm
left lntact in the world, &nd in order to preserve whal was
left of Judaism 1t would heve to cepture and Hold the maas
of unaffiliated Amarlcan Jaws.

The explanation of why Reform hed fallsd to win over
the mass of Amarlcan Jews to 1te causs ls stated with candor:
", ..when the blame 1s to be nasigned, [it] should be placed
on these fectors: the condign excluslvensss of our temples;
tholr tendency to identify themaelves with an economic class;
the excessalve rationallsm of thelr llturgy; thelr growing
pre judlce agairat the use of Hebrew; thelr antipathy toward

Zionism growlng out of the speciflic situation in which the
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German Jewa had found themselves in the sarly years of the
ninsteenth century; and, finally, the lethargy and quietism
that soon settled upon them so that they made no serious ef-
fort to win over Lthe naw masses, 80 that their own faith seon
became for them B mere matter of routine."

The Reform movement sew its situatlon quite correctly.
tt was & minority rellglous orgenizallon whose membership was
composed of & certeln gelact repressntatlon of Amerlecan Jewry.
Ir 1t was to be an eflective organization not only for the
pressrvetion of the so-called Jewlsh heritage, but also con=-
gerning the war time objectives 1t wished to see accompllshed,
it had to enllat the support and loyalty of the masa of Amerl-
can Jewry. Thus Relform Judaism turned its back on 1ts past
with an earnsst desirs to become 8 MEAS movement. Who was
this maas that Reform Judelam wished to appeal to, and with
what did 1t sppeal.

puring the period 1B20~1B70 the Jewish emigratlion
to the United States was primerily from Western Europe domi-
nated by a Germenle influence. This esmigrstlon accounted for
about 300,000 Jewa.m 1n the yesrs 1A70-1914 more than two

million Jews entersd the United Stateaj for BOD per cent of

11
them, thelr lend of origin was Eastern Europe. The mass

of American Jews 1in the United Statas by 1942 was of Eastarn-

Eupropean descentj they held strong Jewlah mationslistic viaws,

and their reliplous emotions were tied topether with the
cords of traditional ceremonies &nd cbset-var.cen.l? If Re-
fopm Judaism wes to add this mass to its panks, 1t had to
chenge ita reputation from balng a movement which was self-
contained among the Germanie Jewlah element who repressnted
the soclo-scorcmic upper class of Jewlsh soclety with 1lts
antl-Jewlsh netionalistic views. Thls chenge would bring in
1ts wake a new interpretstion of Reform Judelsm which would
be a netursl consequence of such an expansion.

The comblned effects of the Second World War with
ita snnihilation of European Jewry, and the mass indifference
of Amerlcen Jews btoward any form of synagogal affilietion
gpurred the C.C.A.R. to & re-svalustion of Reform Judaism
whick aet it in a new directlon.

of msjor consideratlon for the confarence was the
zionist question, for the majorlity of Jews, though they did
not affilints themselves wlth relipglous bodlss, were pro-
zionist and would not glve heed to n Jewlsh organizatlon which
wis noted for its lukewarm or snti-Natlonslistle views.

Thes esrly hlatory of Reform or Liberal Judsism which
origineted in Germary atated in no unequivocal terms its po-
sition towsrds Zionlsm. A Rebbinlral Conference was held in
Brunswick, on June 12, 1844, and chlef smong the serly ra-

formers, Semuel Holdheim, declared: "We do mot grant that
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there is such & thing as & 'Christian State,' and certalnly
we should not speak of a 'Jewlsh State,' or of the overlap-
ping of the religious and the political in Judalsm... Lat
the Jawish clergyman concern himself with religlous lnstruc-
tion that is plaln\'m

The C.Cs:AsHa,considering the Nstionallatic sympa-
thies of Americen Jews and its own msplrations to enlarge 1ts
ralla, passed the so-callad "Jewlah Ammy Resolution™ at its
convention in 1942, "Be it resclved, that the Central Con-
ference of Americen Hebbis adde lta volce to the demand that
the Jawish population of Palsstine be glven the privilege of
estublishing n military force which will fight undepr 1its own

banner on the aide of the democracles, under the allied com-

mand, to defend its own land and the near Esst to the end

14
that the vietory of democracy may be hastened sverywhers."

his resolution wes adopted by & vote of 64 to 3B,
This vote does not represent anywhere near & majority of the
mombers of the C.0.A.H. or of the 236 members who registered
for the l:(Jnvnnl!Dn.ls One wonders why @ resolution of such
major importance was voted upon by such e minority of the
confersnce, particulsrly in view of the fact that since the
Conference's inception the metionalist question had been a
purning and psaslonats lssue.

In 1935, prior to the Pittaburgh Platform, a resc-

lutlon wes passed in the C.C.A.H. whilch sttempted te unite

9.

the Conference on the Nationallst question. The "2ioniat
program should be left to the determinstion of the individual
members of the Conference themzelves, therefore Be It Re~
solved that the C.C.A.R. takes no offlclal stand on the sub-
Ject of Zlionism,.. The C.C.A.R. will ecntinue to cooporate
in the upbuilding of Palestine in the economic, cultural, and
perticularly spiritual tasks confronting the growing sand
evolving Jewish community tho-ra.'w This resolution was a
compromise with an original resolution that stated that a
substantial segment of the Conference was no longer in oppo-
sitlon to Zionlam.m

When this resolution wes passed, Jumes G. Haller,
an srdent Zionlst, expressed the opinlon that the resolutlon
was too wesk and thet he wished to see the time when thers
"would no longer be amy incompatibility between Zlonlsm and
HReflorm Judainm.‘w Slowly the complaxion of the Reform Rab-
binate and lality wss changing, for in 1935 a majority of the
students in attendance &t the Hebrew Unlon Collepe wons East-
European in background, and approximately 50 par cent of Lhe
laity affiliated with Reform congregutions was I'Km-Ger-nnlr.20
Yet the antl-Natlonslistic forces within the Conference were
abls to prevent the inclusion of the statement tha' a sub-
stantial rumber of man of the C.C.A.H. were no lonper opposed

to Zionism. The leadership of the Natiopaliats within the
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ronferenca wes biding its time. The cyeln of hizrory was un-
ralding In ity fevor, and 1t waa urwilling to take a atund
in 1935 which might result in a Conference divided over the
2ionlst question which might force men to withdraw from tha
ranks of the C.C.A.R.

Two yssra later, amidst the rising wave of National
Soelalism and world-wide enti-semitism, the Natlonallsts in
the Confarence woare successful in having s plank Included in
the "Columbus Platform™ which committed the Conference to the
#upbullding of Palestine,™ but not as a Jawish National Sl.nr.a.'?

Slowly, with the increaslngly dangerous politiesl
gltuation of Gorman Jewry and the sxpansion of the Nazl stute
abroad, the lesderahip of the American Jewlah community was
turning to Zionlat hands. The major Amerloan relliplous and
secular leaders were identlfled with Zionlam, smonp them
Habbis Stephon 5, Wiae, Abba Hillal Silver and golomon
Goldman, United States Supreme gourt Justice, Louls D. Brandals,
Goynrnor Herbert Lehman of Now York, amnd Bscretary of the
Tressury Henry Morgenthau. Thoase men spoke, and milliors of
Amori-zan Jaws raverad thelr worda, regerdless of thelr aynn=
gopal affillatlon. The Zilonlatas wera milltant; they had
1ittle time and 8 burning cause in thelr hearts.

The Zlonlsta wers out to capturs the whole ol' Jew-

ish 1ife in America. Dr. Solomon Goldman stated in the Jewish

11.

Exponent, September, 18938, "It is essentlal that 2Zionist propa-
pganda snhance the whole of Jewlsh life...to color and influ-
ange it. What 1s happening 1n the rast of the Jawlah world

s completoly bound up with the fundamental reallzation of
22
Zionlam."

With the OGritiash promulgation of the so-called
“White Paper for Palestins®™ in 1939, a paper limiting to
15,000 souls, the number of Jews that might legally be en-
titled to enter during the next five years, the clalms of the

Zionists thet the impending disaster facing the Jewlsh pesople
=]

waa more than a theoretical possibility assumed added umlght.?

By March, 1947, the British had further abanloned the Balfour
Daclapation by restricting the right of Jews to ecqulre land
in Paleatine. Thus, the fate of those Jewish refugsss wish-
ing to emigrate to Palsstine wes sseled.

The Confearenco wes then concernad that Lha future
dirsctlion of Amarican Jeawry would rfall ipto the hands of secu-
ler leaders, and if the Conference remalned noutral or pave
charltabla support to the Zionist causce it could never re-
celye the reapect and loyalty of the majority of Amorican
Israel.

To combat thls situation, James G. Heller who was
slacted Fresldent of the Conference in 1941, and who was also
Chairmn of the Natlonal Administrative Councll of the Zlon-

ist Organizatlon of Amerles, stated in the Jewlsh Exponont
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of Philadelphis on July 4, 1941, "...that Haform was no
longer anti-Zionist, and Jews muat unite to work for Pelea=
tine." Jews must "put the force of the llberal rabbinnte
behind the bensficent and creative work of Zloninm.'a‘

The realitles of the pollitical situstion for the
Zionists made it impoasible to have the rontrictions of the
Wghite Paper" revoked, but & new lden selzed them which would
have universal appsal, not only to Jews, but to frasdom=
\oving men everywhera, The 'lea:.jm-ship of the Zionlst organi-
zation atarted sn Intensified campalgn demanding that the
Jaws of Palastina ke sllowed to musater 8 large army, based
on Palmstine, te right under the Jewlsh M‘I_EJ.Z as an integral
pert of the Forcas of the Unlted Nutlum."z‘l

mhe men 1n the Cenference who wished to aee Relorm
Judatam lnersase its renks as well as the Mationallista of
the Conferance saw In this proposal an opportunity to commit
the Conference to 6 stand whi c¢h would have great mass appenl
to Amepican Jewry and flemly comnlt the Conference to the
Zlonlat cause.

1t is Impertant to conslder the manner in which
tns Jawish Army Froposal was bpought to tha floor of the Con-
feranca fop conaslderstlion, and the affecta of thls strategy.
Thare seemsd Lo have bean two impartant considerations in
tha minis of the backars of the nJewish Ammy Resolutlon,”

1, If it railed in getting the resolution approved the

13.

Conference would once agaln be identified with the forces
working agains t Lhe Zionlst cause, and In the publie's mind
atill be considered anti-Zlonist,. 2, There must have been
enough oppusibtion among the reglstersd delepgates to defest

or emasculate the proposed resolution, and a manner would have
ts be worksd out assuring thet & maJority of bthe member:s
prasent would vota for the resolution.

Bacnuwe of the above conaiderations the following
strategy was employrd by the buckers of the Jewish Army Reso-
lution. The rescolution was brought Lo tha floor of the Con-
foprance wnen only 102 of the 236 men whn were repgistered at
the comwention were present. Thils was donge on 8 Friday after-

noon during the flnel asaslon o! the Conventlon when many of

26
the man had already departed for thelr pulpits,

Though the clrcumstances glve evldence of beling pre-
arrengoed when put to the vote, the resclution was pussed by
64=-38 In favor of adoption. The discusslon which preceded
the passege of the resolution noted that the resclution vie-
lated the sltustions in this Conference so as tu divide one
group against ths other, predicated upon differences in our
midst on the Zlonist mbter.'27

Thea antl -Nallonalist forees within the Confarernce
wers convlnced tiat they had been betrayed lor they hed plan-
ned to introduce & “resclution prepared in opposition te the

fdea of the creation of the Jewish Army and in the intereat




of harmony that resolution was not introduced."”

Thers Were soms men of the Conference, such &3
Rabbl Aaron Opher, & member of the Nationalist block, who
had advocated a Juwish Army for Palsatine putside the con-
fines of the Conleranca, but favorad the wlthdrawel of this
rosolutlon bacause of ®the fact that a resolutlion committing
the C.C.A.Rs on this issus would huve 1ittle effect upon tha
Britian Govermment and would cause & rift in the unity of
this hody..."gg

Rebbl Opher's interpretation aof the affacts of" the
resolution was correct. The reason for bringing the resolu=
tlon to the Conference floor was to ldentify in the American
public's mind the sndorsemsnt of Zionlat asplrations by the
C.C.h.H., and thls mutual identirlecation waa almed by the
membars of the Conference lap beyond the halls of tha conven-
t1on upor the minds of the maga of unaffiliated Jows of Amerlcs.
Fvidantly, Rabbi Opher was mare concarned wikh the unity of
the Contfsrence aa & whole than Inecreasing the memberanip of
the ranks of Reform Judalsm.

The stretegr used by Heller snd the Nationnliat
black within the Oonfsrence wes successful in getting the
“Jawlah Army Resolutlon™ passed, but it also justiried the
feallng of Lhe anti-Nationallat forees of the Conferences that
they had been betrayed. Thess snti-Netlonalists grouped them-

malves together, and under the dipaction of Dr. Loulas Wolsoy,

15.

of Conpregation Rodeph Shalom, Philadelphls, assembled on

June 1, 1842, at Atlantie City, New Jersey, to consider thelr

30
sltuation.

Wolsey's oriplnal intent was to corvwens & confer-
enon of pabblnical leaders, but on April 28, 1942, Dr. Wolassy
solieited the views of Rabbl Elmer Berger, of Flint, Michlgan,
regarding the formation of such & conference to express the
santiments of the ant i-Nationalists of the C.C.A.H. The
thought behind Wolssy's actlon was that Berger had previoualy
organized ® lay opposlition to Zionism in Flint. Rabbl Berger
suggested a program of lay-rabbinle cooperation in fight ing
Zionlam for the Atlantle City meeting. Thua the Atlantlc
City maeting was a Joint rabbinle-lalty venture. This eatab-
iished ths Conferarnce by ILs very composure as & non-rabbini-
c8l organization, thouph 1t was called by Rabbl Wolsey, to
glve a mouns of expresslon to those anti-Nutlonallst Rabbls
of the C.C.A.R. whoss views on Zionism differad from the of-
fielnl pronouncements of ths C.C.ﬁ.ii.al

puring the interval cetween Februsry, 1842, and
June, 1942, a serles of latters was exchanged between James
G. Haller, Dr. Wolsey and the general memborshlp of the
C.C.A.A. Hallar was aware, on April 30, 1942, of the proposed
econfersnce to be held at Atluntic City, with its implication

for the C,CsA.R. and Reform Judslam vis-a-vis the Jewlsh
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musses, wrote to all members of the C.C.A.R. urging them not
to head Dr. Wolssy's invitatlon, and to bind themsalves by

the decislon of the majority of the C.C.A.H., who formerly
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ware 8 minority, and prevent & rupture of the Conference.

The hornets' nest had been stirred, and 1t was not
to be put at rest with such sese. The majority of the Con=
rorence, though willing to abide with the “Jawlsh Army Aeao-
lution® oncea it had bemen passed, did not have an opportunity
to vote for its consideration, amd the opposition to Heller
wrote to him on May 7, 1942, !nforming him that tae "Jewlah
Army Resplution® had "committec the C.C.h.lt. toa JawLah
Armny stand when only a amall perreantage of ihs group was
present at the msstlng.* Lt was thelr Iintentlon to right
"Rationallatic tendencles in Jewlsh 11ra". . but to right them
Wwithin tha C.C.A.R." They furthar advised Haller to return
to the former agreed-upon nesutrality ol the Catichalle in 1ta
afficisnl pronouncements poncarning the Zlonist guestion.

Heller, realizing that the future unity of the
C.CuA.H. was at stake, after he had usurped 1t, wrote on
May 15, 1342, to Morris Lazaron, of Baltimors, offering to
presant & resolutlon to the next C.C.A.R. Conference which
would retursn the Conference to lts former neutral poaltion,
an the coniltien thet the proposed meeting to be held at
Atlantic Clty be cengelled, Hellar furtier statod thes he

thought sueh 8 reanlutlon would be defeated unid ms such be s
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personal defeat for him. This offer was rejected by the
anti-Natl unalints.sa

Heller was known Bs & pagslonate Zlonist, and 1t
would be difrfleult for any members of the C.C.A.H. to take
his presentatlon of such & proposal serlously, no matter wha t
reasons he would adduce in calling for {ts passege. Secondly,
he had alrsady indleated thet such 8 resclution weuld have
11ttle chance of passsge. UOne really wondera then why Heller
would have made such a proposition to the anti-Nationalista
in the flrat plsece. Perhaps, he thought that such action on
his part would enable the antl-Netlonslists to eall off their
convantinn and at the same time pive hlm more time to try
ard mens the fences of the Conference which he had been in-
strumantal In tearing downs

Ninety-six pabblis attended the Atlantic City meet-
ing eslled by Dr. Wolsey in June, 19-12.:“ Thias conlerence
drafted 8 resolutlon whieh emphasized the universal inter-
pretetion of Heform Judalam agalnat the par tioularistic viewa

sxpressad by the Natlonliat members of Lhe U Ouh.R.y restor-

3
tng the C.C.A.R. position on Zlonlam Lo the 1935 decleration. i

Rabbinle lsaderahip of the Atlantic Clty Conflerence
was not long In duratleon, and on Decemner 7, 1942, Lassing
J. Rosenwald waa slected president of thls group, which wis
to be known 88 the American Couneil for Judsiam, The slec-

tion of & lay president for the Amerlrcan Councll for Judalam

-
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and 1ts subsequent lay lsaderahip 1ed to the realgnatlion
rrom its panks of most of the rabbls who sipned 1ts orlginal
statement of purpose. By August, 1943, only twenty-six of
the original ninety-six rabbls who hed been present in Juna,
1942, wers affiliated with the (Ioun-\.lluﬂ‘5

Heller was aware that something had started that
would not seslly be contalned, for now that the lalty wera
8t the helm of leadershlp there wers ample finances avallable
to the orpganization and there were also many membera of the
Amorican Jewlsh communlty who, for & long time, had had no
sther averus in which to plve vent to thelr anti-Zionlst
ylews. Thus, Heller feared that the Amsrlcau Council for
Judalsm would prow into u rivel rabbinle=-lay organizatlon to
the Conference and the Unlon of American Habrew Congregetlond.
Hallor apaln pleaded that the rabblnicul membership withdraw
and "disband, for lts membera Lo pontinue to apgltate for
their point of view within the framework of exlating organi-
zations, to advance 1t Aa strongly as they can in the C.CeAaR.
ard from their own pulpltaj but L9 ceass conatlituting an or-
ganlzation which, in my opinion, 18 bound to become an
sntagoniast of the Urlon and of the Con:'erancu."t'?

More than s majority of the origlinal rabblinie mom=
bershlp nad realgned from the Amerlcan Councll for Judalam
by lete 1943; the unity of ths C.C.A.H. wes once mors aasurad,

and the remaining "plagalenlly minded” Reform Rabbls had
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besn dafeutsd 1n thelr attempta to reverse the new trend of
tha C.C.A.R., but & mew Toree was created from thls sltua-
tion In the Américen Jewlsh scene which wes to be a thorn in
the alde of all those who held Zlionlst asympathles.

In Furthering the ldentificetion of Reform Judeiam
and Zloniam, & pound table discusslon wes held in executive
sesalon ab tne 1943 Conference entitled "Competibility of
Zioniam with [eform Judslsm."aﬂ A committee was appointed
"to Popmulate and to present to the Conference a resolution
or resolutions” on 2ionism and Reform Judalam growlng out of
this discusslon. The committes formulated two resolutions
which It presented to the Cnnf‘arm!cu.ﬁg

Tha Mrat of those resolutions denisd that there
1a any "mssantial incompatibility betwsen Reform Judalam and
Zioninm.""o This resolution was slgned by auch Zionists ams
Stephen 5. Wise end Parnott H. Bricknsr, ss well as men
known for thelpr entl-Zionist lesanings like Julian Morgenstarn
and Josaph Hauch.“l

The second majority resclution thal was raported
to the Conterance called upon "our colleapucs of tha American
Counc!l for Judalam to terminate thls orpgenlzatlion™ because

"{tas continued exlstence would become & prowing threat to our

o “4_
Ffollowshlip. This second resolutlon wes not slgned by

Rabbi Heurh, and a minopity resclutlon wes presented by him
4
and Rabbl S. H. Goldenson.
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This minority report challenged tha authority of
the Conference and questioned the wisdom which had led 1t to
state "that there is no fundamentsl incompatibllity between
Reform Judalsm and Zioniam™ as well as to urge or "requira
the Con'srence members of the Amerlcan council for Judalsm
to dlsband.™ The minority resolutlon condemned the Confar-
ance for saying "unlty™ and meaning "sonformlty," regording
Wihalr program" as the only one for Relform Judalsm,

The minerity resolutlon was delfestad by e roll eall
vote of 157-45., Several members of the onfearance asked per-
migaton to explsln thelr vote on this report. Thaoy expressed
the opinlon that it wes beyond the seope of the authority of
the Confepence to mak "an crganlzation of not only rabbls but
also loymen to di euumi."ds Rabbi Ispoe E. Merouson, the
Administrative Secretapy of the Confersnce and one of 1ta
most estesmed mombers, said with sapaclty, "It is 1llogleanl
to sak the non=Blonlsts to dlabend thelr organizat ion for the
sale of mmity unless we likewlse aak the Zlonists to withdraw
from tholr orgsnizat h:n."“'

Marcuson was oulte sorrect in his opininn, but the
Confersnce was no longer govarned by the preat llberal trodli-
tions of the pagt, where respect Tor indlvidual d'fferance
on the Zlonist guestlion had been the norm, Tu inject further
hoatllity intu the Conference and embittcr its mombers, the

anti-Notlonalista wers Eccused of "rpeason™ for thelr stend.
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This certelnly was a cry smacking of a polltical convention
rother than 8 rebblinlesl ::mc:.‘r-llr

The Confercrce was determined to erush the antli-
Nationallistic forees within 1ts renks and silence tholr volce.
‘The Conference's effort to joln forces with the Zlonlats of
Amerleo was ever more succeaslul, and during the next ysars

the presiduncy off the Conference dovolvaed upon such noted

Zioniats ea Abba Hil1lel Silver (1945-47), Abraham J. Feldmun
48

(1847-49), and Philip §. Bernatein (1950-52).

Thoe Nelionelist forces were Iin rumerical control
of the Conlerence, nnd with tholr alleglance to Zloniam and
thele desire thut Reform Juisnism bacome s mass movement,
certein chanpes In the reliplous oplontetion of Helorm were

CBsSsary .
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In pa-evaluating the Reform movement and its new
dlpections, the political identification of Reform with
Zionlam might prove successfl in removing its anti-National=-
ist reputation and winning for itself a fevorable poaltion
in the thought of American Jewry; but how was this going to
attract new memberas into its ranks? The synsgogus ia the
primery place where formal religious expression takes placa
tn Reform Judsism. If the former eriticism of the Reform
Movement was true and Reform Synagoguea were indeed charac-
terized by “condlgn exclusiveness,” by “axcesaive ratlonsl-
1sm of lliturgy,” by “prejudice sgainst the use of Hebrew,"
and "antipathy toward Zlonism," this sltuation would have to
ba rectifisd from within if Reform was to attract the Jaws
of Eastern European herltage.

The report of the Commission on Synagogue Activi-
ties for 1942 attempted to offer a suggestion whlch would
move Reform on a new peth. In connectlon with Heller's
presldentisl message of the same year, the Commission on
gSynagogue Activity had been "amphasizing the new tendencless
in the direction of a revitalized and more appealing, not
to may, more complacent Synagogue; and by stimulating ob-
servances of meaningful ceremonias and customs in aynagogus

and homs..."
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This program was offered by the committee, and con-
gregations were urged to have ™more ceremonials...Friday
avening...the wesring of robe and attire by rabbl and cantor
vesrovivel of intersst in the teaching of Hebrew as shown
by the re-introduction or extension of Hebrew in many Reli-
glous Schools and the organization of Hebrew classes for
ndults; the agein chenging sge of Confirmatl nn.“so

Thus the Synagogue entered into the campaign to in=
crease lts membership. It attempted to do thia by introdue=~
ing ritusls and cuztams formerly absent from the majority of
Reform Synagoguoa. The return to Hebrew, the use of cleri-
cal attire, and new home snd Tample ceremonles were certainly
not principally initieted for old lips Reform members, but

rather to bridgs the gep between temple and schul in order

thet the maas of unaffiliated Jews with Eastern European
backgrounds would Pecl more of an emotional amttechment with
the Reform Synagogue than they had formerly experienced, for
thers was no other way that Reform could bescoms 8 mass move-
mant «

To further enhance the synagopue end Reform ritual
and ceremony, the C.C.A.R.'s Committee on Ceremonies wasz
responsibles in 1942 for having m new Chenuko Lamp for the
synagogue designed by Ruben Leaf, formerly a teacher of ap=
plied design at the Bagalel Art School in Falestina.sl They

alsoc created & Chanuko service pageant as well as a naw




e4.

Megillsh for Purim in English. The holidays of Chanuko and
Purim are both occasluna when In former times the Jewish
people have bsen rescusad from defeat in the face of over-
whelming odds. It seemed fitting, in the face of auch an-
other cataatrophe which befell the Jewish peopla in 1942,
that these ritusls should be re-smphasized, for they embody
®the ildea of Jewish lurﬂvnl.‘se Thus in the darkest years
of World War 11, the Reform movement looked to the historle
paat for strength end encouragement to face thes contemporary
catastrophs of Jewish experience.

This ravival of Chanuko and Purim, which are the
most particularistic of the Jewish Holldays, wam & far cry
from the universal and messlaniec emphasis given to the Jew-
ish experience by the sarly reformers, who felt uncomfortable
at the phrase Iin the Haggadah ®and thou shalt pour ocut thy
wrath [ete] «.a"

The Committee further introduced special Sabbath
services: Sabbath §i'koiim, which wes a revivel of the anclent
Jres will offering; Sabbaths Sholom and Todo; as well us

urging the use of rabbinical robe and attire; and the use of
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the Shofar-with mouth-plece, originated by the Committes.

Along with ceremonial revislon and addition, the
Liturgical Committes of the Conference had for noms time
been editing and revising the Union Prayer Book for Heform

worahip services. The revision of the daily prayer book
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appeared in 1940. It contained a greater amount of Habrew
text than the former edition, as well as & service which ex-
pressed the 7ilonist hope in the "hsarts of Israel...that
Zzion might be restored...and that we may share jJoyously in
the work of redemption sc that from Zion shall go forth the
law ard the word of Cod from Jerusalem"...and “Uphold also
the hanis of our brother sho toll to rebuild zlon.'s‘

The inclusion of such a service in the Union Prayer
Book was a ma jor departure from the poasition of the early
Reformers, in particular, Isasc M. Wise who "conaidered it
un-Jewish to pray for, or work toward the restoration of a
Jewiah State." °

The second work issuing from the Liturgical Commit-
tee was & revision of the Union Prayer Book ]] for the New
Year and the Day of Atonement. The liturgy in this volume
agaln increased the amount of Hebrew text, returned to the
"tradition of varying the standard blessinga®™..."the ple-
tureaque traditional cer WessKol Nidre...reworded." 1In
the former edition of the Union Prayer Book, 1822, the text
of Kol Bidre wes omitted, and the words Kol Nidre did not

appear in the text, for the prayer Venislah was recited in
ite place. "Greater use was made of the treasures of Medi-
eval j:u:bat,r,.'ﬁB About a doren of these Medieval plutim and
aelichoth, which had been omitted from the former sdition,
were introduced imto the revised High Hollday prayer book.sq
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In his work Jewish Liturgy end its Development, Dr.
A. 2. Idelsohn writes: "In aurveying this ritual we ses...
the tendency toward universallsm and rationalism, stripped
of all leanings towsrd mationalism and mysticlsm, robbed
this ritual to & large extent of its Jewish coloring and warmth.
The omission of manmy texts resulted in the omission of many
traditionel tunes endeared to the Jew of all .E“_.sa

The discusaion which followed the pressntatlon of
the Report of the Liturglcal Committee clearly stated the in-
tention of the editors of these new editions and thelr ob-
jectives. ™Some believe in drastic revisiona; otheras beliave
that the liturgy should conform very closaly to the tradi-
tional puttern, The committes has trled to take s middle
course betweasn the sxtremes and to provide new material and
grester variety. Traditiona] materis]l wes introduced wherever
possible spd you will find that Lt 1s 8 well rounded gompro-
aise.*>®

Treditionaliam, with its particularistic emphasis,
was being openly re-introduced into the Reform Liturgy with-
out much opposlition.

Yet there were thome who still struggled to main-
tain the Classical Reform spproach to the Liturgy, but their
ranks wers sver thinning. Dr. David Pnillipson, a Classical
Reformer, who served as secretary of the original Commit tee

on the Union Pprayer Book and as chsirman of the firat revision
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committee, wes requested to serve on ths committee producing
the Mewly Revised edition of the prayer book, but refused,
Once the prayer book was lssuved he found "several of the rew
festures in the book...quite objecticnable,..notably the so=-
called '2ioniat prayer' in the Sabbath evening ssrvice, and
the Yizkor service on the seventh day of Peumor.‘oc

The attractions had been created; the question was
now to dangle these new innovations before those for whom they
had been created. A "nmation-wide Enrollment Campaign®™ had
been erdorsed by the Conference in cooperation with the Union

of American llebrew Congregations, The goal of this initial

campalgn was set to "mobllize an amdditlonsl twenty-five
61

thousand members for our Reform Congregstions.”

The Reform movement, 1.s., the Conference and ths
Union were to embark upon an svangelical campeign which
would furthar inerease the number of congregants who would
be from an Bsatern Buropean heritage ami who would be at
home only in an environment that reflacted the smotional
tie they had with tresditional Judaism., The leaders of Re-
form were out to see to it that that emotional identification

could be made by its mew mdherents.
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The ysar 1843 was a turning polnt in the Second
World War, srmd when the Comference convened that year, ths
spirits of the Allied powers were greatly snhanced for “slowly
vesthes tide of war changed. The Axis forees have finally

been driven out of North Africa; American forcea are making

slow but steady mdvances against the Japaness. The Russlan
62

advances have gained increesed momentum,"

The prospect of complets victory over the snemy was
seen to be possible in the not too distant future, and the
confersnce commenced to formuilate proposals to be comaidered
by the United Nationa st the pescs table.

Tn order to have & mors uniried American Jewish
community, the Confersnce jolned with the Americen Jewish Com-
mit tes to unites for defense ageimat anti-semitism. Thia
action brought Reform Judalism Iinto & cooperative relation-
ship with other Jewlsh ard non-religious Jewish bodisa work-
ing on the Americen scena. The involvement was hsartily ap-
proved by the Conference, for a "salutary terdency toward
unity has manifested itselfl in American Jewish 11.1'9."65 To
identify itself further with the great American Jewish com-
munity, the Conference mlso Joined the "Amer ican Jewish Con-
ference® which was organized with the Intent of apeaking out
for all American J“ry.%

Once agein this aetion opened sll wounds in the

panks of the Conference members, for this arfiliation of the
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Conference with the American Jewish Conference drew 1t deep=-
ar into Zionist affilistion and identificstion. The anti-
Netionalist members of the Confererce attempted to restrain
the ever increasing total identificetion of the Conference
by means of & resolut‘on which informed the public that the
C.Cuhoft. delogates to the "American Jewiah Conference™ were
®uninstructed and were fres to vote in mccordance with thelir
individual comvictions...and the C.C.,A.R. positlon on neu-
trality adopted in 1935 remains mahm:ull.r-mi."ﬁ5

One wonders what effect this resclution had on
changing the general impresalon previously created by the
C.C.A.R. delegates to the American Jewish Conference that
had voted for the American Jewish Conference resolution re-
garding Palestine.

The general American Jewish Press 1n 1844 was pro-
7ioniat and intarested in marshalling all the foreces in
America to the Zionist ceuse. The action of the C.CiA.R
delegates would receive much great”notoriety than the lat-
ter resolution passed by thes C.C.A.R. concerning the ®indi-
vidual convictions™ of the delegates.

The disruptive situstion which developed after the
Jewish Army Resolution wes pessed by the Conference was not
desired again. The Nationalists within the Conference,
therefore, gave opportunity to the anti-Netionalists to ax-

press thelr views and kesp peace in the hallas of the
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Conference aa long &s thelr actiona did not impade the goals
of the Zlonists, and the Conference could atlll reap the bens-
fita of being identified with Jewish Hationalimm,

The awakensd Asericen interest and revival in Juda-
ism and Jewish culture was psrhaps caused by the paychologi=
cal sffects of the murder of their brethren in Europe, lead=-

ing the Jews of America into & mense of insecurity never be-

66
fore felt in this great land. If 1t had happened in Cer=

many, the mst scientifically advanced and cultured nation
in Europe, why could 1t not happen here? Whers to turn for
atabllity and purpose of 1ife, was one of the major questions
in American Jewish 1ifs during the closing yeers of the War.
The former avemes of asssimilation did not offer security,
for the Jews of Germany had been, for the most part, the most
assimilated Jewlsh community in burope. The altara of con-
version were no more secure and now took on the significance
of batrayal of thoss who had perished in the War. Thease
roads led only to dead ends, The final blow was the disil-
lusionment with the Soviet Union which started with its Nazl
dsfsnse pact of 1939 and betrayal of 1ita ®socialiat 1deals...
which made it incressingly dirficult for the unaffiliated to
remain aloof, to hope that the problem of thelr own identi-
fication would ultimately be dissolved in some meglec dlaap-

87
psarance of the Jewlsh problam,."

1.

During these years, a great number of Jews joined
the Zionist Organization of America, Put what was, later,
to be of equally great import for ths American Jewish communi-
ty was an awakensd Intereat in the atoreshouse of Jewish cul-
ture. There came about & new interest In Hebrew, and the
C«CiA.R. passed a resolution praising the Hebrew weekly
Hadoar, tha "Histradruth Ivrith," efforts in the publishing
of Hebrew books s wall as the periodicel Bitsaron. The Con-
fersnce pgreeted the advancement ™of the Hebrew renalssaice
and urges its membera to use their best sfforts to cooperate
with Hadoar and the "Histadruth,*®®

Theae Heb~ew publications and socletles were not
only instrumental in glving volce to Jewlsh cultura, tut
they were militantly Zionistie, In giving its endorsements
to their effortes, the Conference once again identified it-
self with the Nationallst cause, After the satablishment of
the Stute of Iarael, this previous identification with Zion-
iam was to have benaficial effecta for American Jews, as I
shall attempt to ahow later, for the immigration of American

Zionists to Isrsel was almost nil,
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The fifty-rifth snnual mseting of the C.C.A.H. took

place seventeen days aftar the Allled imvaaion of France.
The Soviet Union was successful in pushing back the Nasi
armies on the Esstern front. North Africa had been libarated
The Paclfic campalgn was going

now sppeared that victory

as well es most of Italy.

well for the Allled forces, emd it

for the United States and her Allles wae ghortly in the making.

The aitustion of the remaining Jews in Europe waa

deaperate. Those who survived the War were phyaically and

mentally slick, as well as destitute and dislocated from thelir

families, homes &nd ecountriss. They had been pathered from

the face of Europe and irterned in concentration camps as

well as alave labor factories. The Conference was deaply

concernad Bbout thelr Europsan brethren and the problem of

pehabllitating end settling tham in the post-war world.

For many of these European Jews, thers was no re-=

turning to their formar country. Whole communitiea of Jews

had bean liquidated by the Germmans, Towns and citien whers

Jewa had resided warse no longer in existence. Vast areas

L7
of Eastsrn Europe ware now under the control of the Soviet,

and Jewa had no desire to peturn to a situation where rell-

discouraged, if not oppreased . Immlgration quotas

though somewhat 11 berallzed

gion was

aftsr the
to the United States,

War to admit refupaes, were not sufficlent for the majority
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of Jewish survivora. Once agaln the eyss of Wo..d Jewry ware
focused on Pulestine as a land of refuge for its people.

The Eritish Government's mandate for Palestine was
to expire in 1948, and plana and preparations for its with-
drawal and the future status of Palestine were even now being
formulated. The "White Peper" which had been imaued in 1939
was still the official British policy in 1944, and if it con-
timied, ths Jewish population of Palestine would remain a
weak minority.

The Confsrence, promptad by humaniltarian conaldera-
tions as well as seelng tha future political handwriting on
the wall, recommendsd that "the White Peper must be repudi-
ated™ ani that it was the “rightful responaibility of the
Allied Mations...® to give "the Europssn Jew...a chance to
reclaim the waate lands of Pahmt.ine."sﬂ

Interestingly, the C.C.A.H., without mentioning the
words "Jewlah State™ or any other terms that would imply a
Jewish political organization in Palestine, demanded that the
Jewa of Europe ba able tc emigrate to Palestine without
quota, This recommendation of the Committee of Justice snd
Pance was sdopted without much discusaion. Thus the Zionista,
avolding pollitical terme in thelr resolution, were able to
achieve their ends without disrupting the peace and unity of
the Conferanca. For who, emong the mambers of the Conference

in 1944, could object to the opening of a haven of refugs for
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their downtrodden and oppressed co-religionists who had sur-
vived the Nazi onslaught in Europe?

One yeer later the European Wer had bean drawn to
8 victorious end for the Allled powers, and the Pacific thes-
ter of operations was in its final stapes of confliet., View-
ing the world acene, "the only large Jewish group left in
Europe is Russian Jewry..." With this turn of historic
svents, almost aa a matter of default, for the first time in
ite history, the United Statea had become “the focal point
of Jewlsh learning and leadership..." And it was no longer
& theoretical discussion that the responsibllity of maintain-

ing and supporting Judalsm in the world was anAmer ican Jew-

7
ish duty but s atark apd frightening reality. ¥

The new United Natlons were meeting in San Prencls-
s0 in 1945 to try and orgenize the natlons of the world into
8 body that would bring peace snd concord to an exhausted
and war scarred humanity. The Confsrence viewed, with dis-
appointment, ™the of ficlal Jewish advisory groups™ who were
peresent at the United Navions., There appesred te be no uni-
rficatlon of Jewish organlizations in presenting the cause of
World Jewry before this body of World t}warmma.ﬂ

Dismaysd at the disorganization presented bsfore
the world by disunited Jewish organizetionas, the Confarence
strongly commended the “Vaad Hatzalah" the "Yishub" and the
United Pelsstine Appeal for thelr efforts in "saving Jows
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from the inferno of Hitlerism...® and once again demanded the
immediste sbrogation of the "White Paper,™ and far the natlons
to "facilitate the migration of such Jews to l’nail.t-.ml:im.".'lla

The C.C.AR. was firmly committed to the restora-
tion of Jews to Palestine. The question of a Jewish politi-
cal state was again put before the Conference in & disgulsed
form, for If there was unlimited Jewlsh immigration to Pal-
estine, with the Britiah mandate soon to terminate, 1little
would be left to the imegination as to the new political
statua of Palestina. Neverthelesss, the resettlement of Jews
in Palestine was treated as & religlous-humaniterian obll-
gation of the World, as a recognition of the atrocities and
murders cormitted ageinst the innocent Jews of Europe. The
anti-Natlonalista within the Confersnce, coming from the
great liberal humanitariesn traditions of the ninateanth cen-
tury, could hardly offer sny opposition to thias proposed re-
ssttlement, regardless of what the Healpolitik was.

Whan the Conference convened in 1846 under the
lsadership of Abbs Hillel Silver and Abraham J. Feldman, two
renowned and pessionate Zionists, the direction of the Con-
terence's Zlonist arfilietion was sealed, publiely end pri-
vately. For in the American Rabbinate, with the exceptlion
of Stephen §. Wise, Silver was the nat ionel rabbinic spokes=

man for the Zionist cause in America. Silver's presidential
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sddress to the Conference confirmed the view that was ex-
pressed in Jemes O, Hellar's term of offiee, that in order

to become & mase religlous movement and not a "minority sect
i{n American Jewlsh 1ife,™ Reform had to becoms Zionlat-affill-
ated, In preising the sotion taken by the Unlon of American
Hebpew Congregations in March, 1946, Dr. Silver declared that
"pmerican Reform Judaism cleared the way for a notable for-
ward advance during the year by resoving ths formidable ob-
stecle of & political commitment which was never part of
essentisl doctrine and threatened for a time to disrupt it

or 1solats it &s & minority sect in American Jewish Life."
This metion of the Union was the confirmatiocn of the 143
resolution of the Conference which atated that therse 1s "no
essential incompatibllity between Relorm Judaism and Zionism.*
The laity and the Conference were united in the affirmation
of the right of Zionists to consider themselves “within the
spirit snd purpose of Reform Judn!.am.""

Ones sgein the truth of the past had been sscri-
ficed to the meeds of the uraannt.? In a discussion on the
significance of ths day of lamentation which commemoratea
the destruction of the Vemple in Jerusslem, Dr. David Phillip-
son writes in ks hlstory, Reform Move 1 alam,
Wehat the out and out reformers went much further than thatj
in placs of the traditional service of lamentation on this

dry, they sugpested the subst itution of a service which,
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while it dwelt upon all that was preclous and dear in the
memory of Peleatine and Jerusmalem, laid the chiesf stress on
the universaliatic prophetic teachinga of the feith which
stands out all the more olearly aince the fortumes of the
religlon sere no longer bound up with the petty politiecs of
® small country. Thip today is the yital distinotion between
Heform Judaigm, the imterpreter of the universalistic ocutlook
of the feith, snd political Zionism, the reincarmation of par-
tow nationslise.””®

We might onece agaln conslder the viaw of Isaac
Mayer Wise and hia attitude concerning Zionism and the Jews
vutslide of Palestine, since he wns thes founder not only of
the C.C.A.H., but of the U.A.H.C. ™Nise denounced the im~
pending First Zionist Congress and declared that the questlon
of a Jewish state was foreign to the spirit of the American
Jew. Wise ridiculsd the Congress, but, nevertheless, thought
it necessary to warn against the sasumption "of the existence
of s desire for a separate national life among the entire
body of Jews. Durineg the remaining years of his 1life, Wise
again attacked Zioniam on the grounds that it would make of
the Jews alliena in the lamis of their birth and rul!duma.““

Thus the Reform movement aps & whole, excepting the
Hebrew Union College, had allied i{tpelf with Zionism, Chang-
ing historic times and patterns bring new needs to & soclety,

end 1t 1s an axiom that many organisatlons change thelir
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gttachments, loyaltles, and sympathies during various historic
perioda; otherwise they fosailize. However, the need to say
to the past, "You are what we =ay you are," doos not always
describe the true historlic econdition, regardless of all the
officlsl pronouncementa of the present .

The American Council for Judalasm had suffered severs
defeats by 1946, The sndorsement by the Conference as well
as the Union of the Zionlat causse had isolsted 1t from the
mein contingency of Reform Judaiam in the United States.

The plight of the homaleas survivora of Nazism, combined

with the Amerlean government's sndorasment of lmmigration to
Palestine of these “unfortunate men, women and children...
with utmogt diapntch..-"m atilled the anti-Nationalist voices
in the Conference.

The prowth of Nationallsm in the Conf'srence and
Union was not held back by the American Council for Judelam,
and Silver called for the remaining Rabbis who were members
of this organization to "dissoclates themselves from this or-
ganization™; it wes no longer in thelr power to "terminate"
the organization as had previously been asked of them by the
confarence, for such powers were no longer in rabbinic henda
as the crpenization wes now eontrolled by the lalty-.?

Time and the historic contimity of events do not

walt for men to sanction them. The Aritish Mandate Tor
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Palestine was swiftly drawing to & conclusion with ever more
restrictions on tha Jewlah population who resided under 1ta
jrisdiction in Palestine. During the final sesalon of the
Conference on June 28, 1946, peports Tiltered in to the Con=
fersnce hall that "Sabbath morning searches suddenly were
mde of the Jewish Agency in Jeruaalem, Mr. Shertok and Habbi

Fishmen, the World President af Mizrschl, one of the lending

80
Orthodox Rabbonim, and other membars of the Agency.®

Ferhaps this actlon of the British suthorlitica
would not have made & grisvous impression in the Conference,
considering the ant!-British and 1l1lsgal activities the Agency
was engaged in, However, this raid was cerrled out on a
Saturday morning, and "Rabbi Fishman refussd to enter B ve-
hicle for transportation to police headquerters and the
police bodily threw him into the vehicle and took him to
headquarters ."81

Dr. Welgman wes hald {ncommunicado during this
time,az and serious squirmishes broks out between British
troope and the Jews of Palestins, The land was put under
mar tial ht.aa

This sction of the Mendate guthorities struck mem-
bers of the Conference in differsnt sreas of emotional com-
mitment. For the Zlonlsts 1t was @ severs blow against
their Nationalistic hopes. To those of the Conference who
regarded Brngland as the great preaerver of 1iberal tresditions
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und enlightemment, they appeared no better than the snemy 8o
pecently defssted in the World War. Dr. David Phillippson,
anti-Nationalist all his 1ife and at this lste date the Dean
of the Conference, spoke with strong emotion and convietion
in suppart of & resolution condemning this "horror® and "these
unprecedented unjust Cestapo uets .* "I psraonally have dur=-
ing all my 1ifes been & great sdmirer of Great Britain, but
in this act of hers today, if proven trus, she has forfeited
sll the respect and the love which 1 anc many others have had
for Great Britain..."

Whon the resolution of condemnation was brought to
the Conference hall, Dr. Phillipson stated: "I have differed
on many points with many men in the Confarence, &s you know,
but here T am in heartlest mecord with what the Committes
has brought in; I think it is worthy and admirable and T
should like to know whether it will be possible that I could
be of tha Committee *hat shall present this resolution to the

Pssident of the United States.® “Whersupon the Convention

B85
arose and epplauded.®

Thersupon the resolution was unanimously adopted
amidst mpplause .Bﬂ A committee was appointed to deliver to
the President of the United States the resclution which
called upon him to "procurs the immediats relesss of the mem-
bers of the Executive Agency and ell other victims of this

terroristic procedure, and the prompt implemsntation of that
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recommendation of the Anglo-American Inquiry Commission's
report which calls for the unconditional admission of one
hundred thousand Jews into Paleatine ."BT

One is smazed at the political maivete of the Con-
ference. One wonders just what the British should have doms
to the memoers of & Jewish Agency which,from its point of
view, was taking the morally correct actlon, sctually was
a4 hostile army encamped within the British fromt, The in-
dignation expressed by the Conference would have been comi-
ecnl if the Palestinian situation had not been so tragie.

The Conference had now become a militant supporting
organization working for the establishment of the New Jowish
Commorweelith, though as late ms 1946 it weas still unable to
urge metion in favor of a Jewlsh St-ta.aa The emotional con=
notation of the words Jewish State still were too electrically
charged, and apparently would st1ll have brought out into
the open smotional arguments and outmoded political views
of the older generation, who were now willing to support ths
cause of Zionlam by self-deceptive acts, linking themselves
with humsnitarien or social Justice traditiona of Judalsm,
rather than its political traditlom.

Never theless, the die had been cast, and thers was
no turning back. The future of American Judsism, and one
might add World Judaiam, was to be deeply affected by that
small land ares in the Middle Esst, The circle of Reform
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Judalam hed made & full swing, from the early bitter stands
apainst any nationalistiec sspirations of Jews, through the
so-called charitable mationalism of the 1920-1930 period, to

88
militant support of the goals of Nationallsm by 1946.
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In conjunction with the Conference's ever inecrems-
ing support of Zionist sctivities during the 1940's, another
feature of its return to a more traditional position was the
inereassd amount of ceremonisl and ritual materials created
by the Committee on Ceremonies.

By 1945 the new Megillah ritual introduced in 1839
had sold 30,720 copiles, and waa in use 1n 184 congregations.
The atoro for rabbinical robeas was adopted by ninsty-nine
congregations .91 The Chanuko service pagesnt was used by
aixty-one uungregntiom,w and the Sabbath Sh'kolim 11turgy
had sold 2,261 copies and was used by twenty congrogutiom.ga

Encouraged by its initisl success in introducing
these new religlous mctivitlea, the Committee on Ceramonies
prepared, in 1845, a ritual to be used st a family Yahrselt
kindling and urged that Xiddush be celebrated at the Friday
evening service in the Symagopue with accompanying n\uie.ml

The revissd Union Prayer Book of 1924 had omitted
the traditional Kiddush text from the regular Friday evening
sarvice, and placed it only in a trenslated veralon in the
ssctlon entitled "Service in the Honw."as In the "Newly
Revised™ edition of the Union Pra Book, Vol., I, the text
of the tnditlnmll Kiddush now appeers, with the excluslon
of the phrase mi-kol m-nng=95
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The enrichment of the ritual for the synagogue was
attempted to give it mome of the overtones of traditional
Judaism, The effort to do so met with a measure of success
and encouraged the Commit tee to continue to introduce new
practices into the Heform Temple in later years, as we will
have occasion to see.

The years immediately following the conclusion of
hostilities in Europe and Asia were a period of religious
transformation in the United States. Church and synagogue
attendance were on the upsurge, but at the sams times the war
seemed to heve caused & spiritual vacuum in the United States.
The recent destruction of millions of innocents as well aa
the physicel rulns in which s great section of the globe
found itself seemed to undermine the moral and rellgious
suthority on which pec,le had come to rely. Ths once United
Allies wers beginning to separate, and the people of Western
FEurope as well as the United States, having hoped for a Just
and lasting pemce, wers beginning to experience the firat
cracks in the war time alliance bstwaen the Western Fowers
and Soviet Ruutl.“ Thus their faith in the unity of pur-
pose for which the great war had been fought was undergoing
sttacks of doubt and skeptlcism.

The old faith of Reform Judaism and its jJustifice-
tion of the ultimete triumph of the "Messlanic Prophecy® was
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now to come under severe attack from many quarters of fmeri-
can life. Nationalism, particularism and anti-universalistio
ldeologles were to remssert themselves in the United States.

The former period of American llberalism was ever
slowly evolving into an age of political conasrvatism, if not
reaction. The govermment of the United States introduced
loyalty ocaths; the Congress further restricted immigration
and expanded its un-American mctivities investigations; leg-
islation unfavorable to union labor organizations was passad,
and permanent peace iime military conseription was made the
law of the land for the first time in the nation's history.

In 1946 the Central Conference of American Rabbls
had two nddresses presented to them which wers significantly
indicative of the secular atmosphere of the time: "cuiding
Principles in a Defestist World," written by Rabbi Morton M.
Berman, and "Reform Judaism and the Halacha,* delivered by
Selemon B, Preshof.

Rabbi Berman was u chaplain recently home from the
war, ard he quite candidly stated his analyais of American
1ife as hs found it upon hia discharge and return home.

e e R R g

sure of itmself, stronger in its falth in Jew-

ish values, end more hopsful of a better future

for itself and the world. I have returnsd to

find that it had only been m dream, for I dis-
covered that Jewry is filled with a mood of

[

-l
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defeat rather than of victory. 1f not &

mood ar Lo %au alons, for 1t 1a shared

by many non .

This temper of the post-war years was disenchant-
ment with the condition of the world and alsc of religion
which had it seemed, failed in saving mankind from {ta de-
structive impulses, end yet man did not know “any other
shrine at which to -onhip."aa The immediate problem con=-
fromting the Amsrican rabbinate as well as its Christian
counterpart was how to regain the falth of its peopls in the
value of religlon.

The answer of Rabbi Berman was that the Jew of the
mast belleved that “God, Torah and Israel were one..." “While
the Jew bs]:ievsd in the God of Israel, he could not doubt the
ultimete triumphof Justice. While he studled his Torah and
precticed its mitzwoths his falth in Cod snd himself were
daily renewad .‘100 Herman saw the causs of this rellgious
dilemna of the Jew as his inability to accept the tradition-
al theolopgy of Judaism. Unfortunately, Berman did not ask
why this theology was no longer satliafyling for the Jew, but
plead that we "turn our psople from the relat ive norms of
our timss to the absolute standards drawn from the pattern
of God's own conduct '-101

Barman's recommendation to capture the people of
Israel once again for the Synagogue was the "formulation of
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a code and the authorization of 1ts use by thls body."

"?.

Thia was truly a suggestion of reaction often re jected by
the Conferemnca in the mat as alien to the Spirit of HReform
Judaiam, but this waa a different age and times and a cods of
beshavior was demanded by somes “for the rebuilding of their
morals and their will to live as Jou."ma

Appealing to a code of religious practice and be-
havior for American Jews haroly seems a likely msans for re-
capturing the falth of men in an age of transition from war
to peace., It seems rather an attempt on the part of soms to
securs their individuality by the curious method of glving
up that preclous individuality -- and thereby, in fact, de=-
stroying thelir own creative spirit and suthority ss rabbis
by surrendering their autharity to a collective body which
would decide just whet their religlous spirits shall do and
shall not do.

The addresa of Dr. Solomon B. Freshof at the 1946
Conferance concerned itself with "Reform Judaism and the
Halacha,®™ Dr, Freeshof stressed the point that “eertaln mat-
ters can't be adjusted by 1“."..104 and plead for an in-
ternal organic growth [which] would at present lack a spirit-
ual foundation and would actuslly hampar us in our creative
pmans-'ms

This desire for a code of religlous practise was
not = new question to the Conference. Calls for aynods and
codes of muthorized Jewlsh theology could be traced to the
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founder of the C.C.A«H., Inanc M. ““.105 who had himself
sxparienced defeat and A megative response to his sugpestions
that the Conference approve an authoriszed theology for Re-
form Jou.lm

That these two different approsches to the develop-
ment of Reform Judalsm have always been present 1n the Con-
ference is evidenced by Wise's early experisnce as well as
the differently oriented appeals of Rabbis Berman and Freehofl
in our own generation. The discussion which follewed the
preasniation of these papers clearly indicated the divergence
of opinion in the Conference concerming the queation ef whether
or not Reform Judsimm should have an authoritative code of
mractice,

Dr. Samuel S. Cohon, Professor of Theology at the
Habrew Union Collsge end & long time member of the Conference,
reflscted the conservative view that "we need a small Hayye
Adam if not a Shulchan Aruch, written for the average man and
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woman. "

Rabbi Prederieck A. Doppelt sympathized with Cohon's
view: ",..,ws in Reform Judalsm have not yet been able to re-
vive authority -- the right to demand our people to abide
by certain practices. I balleve r.hn{ogeunh authority can be
hed if we have but a definite code."

Representing ths other aide of the question wers
sueh srguments s those of Mabbl Julius Gordon: "We cannot
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EC back to a codififed, ritualistic Shulchap Arueh -- and no
ona of ue wants & 'printed pope' -- what abaut a Guide to
the Preplexad thst will deal with the ethical, moral and sdu-
cational phases of our entire 1ife? We are perplexed, Way
not glve us a pulde.*

This request for & guide is & type of compromise
between the extreme poaltions of authoritative codes and no
codes at all., Nevertheless, 1t 1s indicative of the spirite
ual and moral dilemma men of the Confersnce wers experiancing.
Those who did not wiash to give up their individusl muthority
A3 rabbis were aware that the movement as & whole needed some
sort of code which would render it & mors unified religlous
body, yet were wary and fearful of any type of amnctioned
codea of religlous behavior and practice.

In his summation to the Confersnce, Dr. Freshof
smphasized to his collsapues, "The essence of my paper 1s not
thet we do not need a code, or will not mmed m code, but that

we noed a great deal of careful and creative study for some
111

time to come."

The demand of many of the men of the Confsrence con-
cerning the deairablility of a code of religious practices and
behavior for the Reform Jew which would glve the rabbi an of-
ficial sanction for his pronouncements larger than his own
authority is an attempt to gain loyalty from the rabbi's
congregants and blnd their differences into some sort of
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homogeneity. Onme wonders if thlas proposed method was very
different from the developing ideclogy, in secular go:un-
mental affairs, of requiring those whom the Goverrment is
to employ to algn so-callsd loyalty caths. Tha movemsnt of
oath signing was just gaining momentum in 1946, n;:d by 1948
the Executive Branch of the Oovernment of the United States
issued an order making the slgning of a loyalty oath a econ-
dition of employment. The attempts made in the Confersnce
to formulate & code were not so unigus, for incressed attempta
st centraligation of suthority and control over the beliefs
of individuals were also reflected in sscular American life.
In opposition to the growing climte of reaction
and the sttempts of leaders to place demands of conformity
on thae eitigenry of this land, Abba Hillel Silver denounced
the oxecutive order of President Harry S. Truman which was
apparently formulated in order that "Communlste and Communiat
aympathlzers should be screened out of thelr joba..." Silver,
standing in the traditlion ninsteenth-century liberallsm whare
the fresdom of though* waz a primary consideration, rightly
ob-erved: "Nhen & country gets lsunched on an anti-Communist
eampaign it quickly passes over to an anti-liberal and anti-
demceratiec cu-puisn...'nz The correctness of Silver's as-
sumption was borne out in the subsequent developments of
Amsrican political 1ife when the smear technique snd guilt
by associstion became the common vehicle of public defaming

of innocenta.
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The age of reaction began to grip the American
political seene, and the Conference's concern with ways to
gain suthority over the beliefs and practices of its members'
econgregants was no leas than a reflection of the secular at-
mosphere of reaction and fear produced by the free thought
of individusls in a period of tranasitlon.

The attempt to curb the individual authority of rab-
bis was continued ac the next seasion of the Conference, al-
though no official code ar practice of behavior had been
asuthorized by 1947. In a discussion following the report of
the Conference sntitled "Mixed Marriage and Intermarrige,”
once sgaln the question of the curbing of the rabbi's indi-
vidual muthority was at stake. The discussion hinged around
the 1809 resolution of the Conference which stated mixed
marriage 1s "discouraged,* but the sdherents for centraliza-
tion wished to return to the Orthodox position and to reword
this 1809 resclutlon by substituting the word “forbid® for
'dl.aewrnsa."lu

In the arguments presented at the Confersnce, the
statement of Rabbi William F. Rosenblum gave evidence of the
new alr which had permeated the thinking of & large number

of its members: "I probably de not represent what seems to

be the popular point of view. We should not legislate in

the spirit of pssction that is showing itself in many guarters.
«ssnothing 1a as sublime as 13 the love of a man for a woman
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and no legislation and n9 resolution that you will pass here
1s going to stop it.., To use the word 'forbid,' or...
'panction' 18 m step hnnlnard."nu

The plea of Rabbl Ephraim Frisch was candid soneern-
ing the lssue at stake in thess attempts to reatrict individ-

ual authority, ™I waa opposed to the mild resolution in
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1909, leave us our freedom..."

The proponenta of this word change were also apolo-
glats for Judaism and brought evidence from the world of
sociology to support their position to farbid mixed marri-
ages. Rabbi Samuel 8, Mayerberg: “rhis Conferenca should
go on record against mixed marriages...on good scclologleal
bmplB... Ws have & right to suggest that & marriage between
people when there 1s & fundamantal dif ference in tha];:yn
of 1ife, cannot result in & happy, harmonious homs ." ma
might note that the Conference had already suggested thias
in 1909, and since tha® time no statistica had been presanted
to tha Conference imvestigating the amount of happinesa
gonarated elther by mixed marriages or marriages between
Jown.

The opinion of Rabbi Gunther Plaut,speaking in
favor of the proposed changs, 1s of interest for it glves
his interpretation of liberalism, which he attempted to de-
fend whils advocating s reactionsry point of view: “We are

taking a step forward when we as Reform rabbla declare that
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we have certaln standards and that 1liberallsm 1s not identl-
cal with lawlesaness and that Reform is not identlcal with
expediemo-'n Plaut confessed that he was one who used to
"make exceptions," but upon returning from the war had
changed his beliefs concerning thisa m':.\:ur.u The feeling
was that the tlghtening of the bords which bound congregants
to Judalsm seemed to be & result of the preat mumerical loas
the Jewlsh pesople had suffered in Europe s well as the gen-
eral climate of resction on the American scene, both & result
of the recent war.

A unigue Interpretstion of why the 1908 resclution
ahould be amended was given by Rabbl Bernard Hellsr, “We
ought to say in order to meintain the philosophy of progres-
sive Judaism that we feel the traditional attitude to have
relevance t.udny."l 9 It 1s extremely diffieult Tfor this
writer to see or feel that the theologlcal views of Esra and
Nehemlah or other repressentatives of Jewlsh t.rldition con-
cerning mixed marriage can be equated, let alone reconciled,
with the unlversalism and humanitarisn view of man as under-
stood by the Reform movement until tne reaction of the late
1940's,

In order to bring harmony into the discusaion of
this question, Rabbi Ferdinand Isaerman proposed a substi-
tute resolution "that members of this Conference officlate

only at such mixed marriages where both partners give thelir




oath that the children born of their union will be reared in
sccordance with the traditions and teachings of Judaism,.."

This substitute motion was lost, and by the narrow ma jority

of two votes the Conference turred down the proposed motion
that mixed marriages should not be sanctloned .121

The Confersnce then proceeded to endorse the 1908
resolution that mixed marriages shoulc be ‘ducmngod.'lﬁ

Though the attempted passage of this restrictive
motion wea defeated, it was indlcative of the resurgence of
particularism which smacked of orthodoxy and its authori-
tarian neturej it also reflected the desire of a number of
men in the Confersnce for suthority and suthorization inde~
pendent of the strength they were able to exert in thelir
locel communities., Pinally, 1t econstituted an attempt to
preserve the racial integrity of those persona professing to
be Jews. Howaver, didn't the proponents of this restrietive
messure understand thit it would frequently place them in
the invidious position of endorsing marriages between agnostlie
Jaws, while restricting merriage betwean an agnostic Jew and
an agnostie Chriatian,

If qualifications are to bs established before s
rabbl performs a religlous marriage cersmony, perhaps it
would be mecessary to request information from the Jewish
participants if they are %true bellevers" and members of the
faith in ®good standing.” It appesrs that such an inquisition
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would be contrary to the apirit of any liberal religion which
endorsed the equality and brotherhcod of man befare his
creator.

Perhaps this tendency wilthin the Conference ean
also be traced to the secular scens where the State also was
peeking to preserve itself by inhibiting and restricting ths
political freedom of its citizens by intimidation and public
investigation of one's political opinions. I believe that
& correlation could be establimhed betwesen religious liber-
alism and resction, and Covermnmental or secular beshavior
towards the freedom of ita citizens.

We have seen, in the intervening years between 1942-
1947, Reform Judalsm alowly changing in charascter. It has
become lesa universal in ita orientation and more ethnocen-
tric and particularistic. It hss also abandoned the antl-
Netionalistie policies which were formulated at the genesls

of its German and American inception.
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The 1948 session of the Conference was convened in
an stmosphere unique in its history. Since Titus destroyed
the eity of Jerusalem there had not existed an independent
state governed and populated by Jews. Thls new Jewlsh atate
in Palustine was to change the perspective of world Jewry
and no less the members of the Conference. In the words of
the late Dr. Stephen 5. Wise, “'D.P.' will no longer mean
'Displaced Person' but those 'Destined for Palestine,! " 00

In 1880, the founder of the Conference had declared:
®The idea of the Jews returning to Palsstine Is no pert of
our ereed. We rather believe It {s God's will that the habl-
table world become one holy land and the human family one
chosen r.uut:upls."’ml'I We might contrast this view with the re-
port of the Committee of Contemporanious History to the 1948
Conference. "Your committee suggests that the Conference
go on record as directing 1ts prayers and efforts in the aid
of fellow Jews who are gallant fighters in the new State of
lsrael...ns sre inapired by the rebirth of Jewish nationhood.
The dauntless valor, courage and dedication of our brethren
in 'Israsl' are a source of great hope and light to ua."ma

The question of the Jewish raticnal state could no
longer be an academic one. It wap @ political reality, and
the Government of Israel was recognized by the major and

most of the minor powers of the United Nations where 1t waa

admitted as & member atate.
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We turn our attention now to e&n investigation of
the effect that this new Jewish body had on the actions of
the Central Conference of American Rabbis and the Union of
American Hebrew Congregetions.

In 1948 the Conference authorized the formation of
a standing Jommittee to inform it of developments in Pales=-
tine. In this Committee's report of 1548 thers is avidence
that leads tc the conclumion that the Conference had become
an arm of religlouvs endorsement for the activities of the
new State of Israel. The Conference was now firmly committed
to do all in its power to support the new State and marshall
all Jews to aid it In every way possible. This support was
not 1imited to financial asslstance, but inveolved approving
and cordemning the forelign policy of various povernments as
well ms urging that, in any future peace negotistions which
might take place, no nation should be "allowed to handieap
Israsl and thet no decision be reached that shall compromiss
the independence of Tsrasl or its territorisl integrity and
the free immigration of Jews into the new State in accordancs
with its immigration pnlley."m

The emotional pelationship to a political ideal is
asignificantly mltered when the ideal becomes & reality. In
the first reletionship, the 1deal is to be sought, and in
the seeking, the idenl dosa not necessarily affect the seeker
by its existence. Once the political ideal iz realized,




however, 1t can exert influences on the sesker whlch he never
contemplated when anticipating the establishment of his
political ideal.

This was the situstion that arcse with the new Jew-
ish Btate. A paper was presented to the Conference ln 1948
by Rabbi Philip Pernatein entitled "The New Iarsel and
American Jeny.‘nﬂ the paper attempted to give an analysia
of the present relstions between the Jews of the dimspora
and the State of Tarael, as well as offering recommendationa
for the future direction of this relationship.

Rabbl Bernstein was concerned about the guestion
of dual loyalty between Jaws who lived in the mations of the
world and those in the State of Iarael, & charge which had
beon leveled by anti-Natlonalists as well &s anti-Semitem
againat the Zionist csuse. Bernstein's cleim was that Jews
had always fought other Jews who belonged to a different
national body politic and that this sate "will give Americen
Jews who desire to settle in Israel as citlzens the oppor-
tunity to do so. On the other hand, it will clearly free
Jews from involvement in divided political lwlltlaa-'mﬂ

This, howsver, seems & rather naive analysis and
suggestion concerning the loyalty of American Jews and thelr
emotional reletionship to Israel. No mtter how strongly
they felt ebout Isrsel, most American Jews, due to sconomie

conditiona or family relationships, were not going to move

there in mass. It is quite true that Jews have fought Jews
who were natiomals of another State, and in the mncient past
Jews outside of Palestine have fought ageinst Jews who lived
in Palestine, but after the massmcres of World War TI and
the destruction of millions of Jews, there is every reason
to believe that the Jews of the United States viewed the
ereation of the new state as a symbol of resurrection for
World Jewry, and one wonders how many of them would have
actually borne arms agaimet 1t, regardless of the political
oratory.

Barnstein was of the opinion that the Zionist
organization of America would, of necesaity, undergo changes
thut would make of it a "largely ocultural, spiritual, phil=
anthropic organization as well as economic primarily 1in the
flelde of loans and inveatuntn."mg This abandorment of
the political ectivities of the Tionist Organization was
seon in the light of national experience of the Nerman Ameri-
can Bund and the Communist Party of the United States. What
& strange comparison. Both of these organizations were
parties whose primary function was to deliver the govermment
of the United States into the handa of forelgn states. The
objectives of the Zionist Organization was always to obtain
support from the govermment to further the ldea of a Jewlsh
rational state, which in no way would interfere with the

sovereign atate whose aid was requested, but the fear of some
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Jews 'that they would be open to dual loyalty attacks appeared
toc be real, and the nalvs sttempts to change the activities
of the Zienist Organization were a complete misunderestanding
of the causes of anti-semitism, which have nothing to do with
the fact of Jews engaging in political amctivity.

Rabbl Bernatein's paper was answersd rightly by =
member of the Conferance f'rom the floor who declared: "I,
for one, cannot conceive,..of the Jews of America being unin-
interested in the sscurity of that State, or in its political
soundness; being only interested in cultural and philanthropic
relationship to it..,willl we not continus to be vitally in-
terssted in seeing to it that this country helps in interna-
tional relationships, in securing the estebility of Falestline
w130

Time has proven thus far that Rebbl Bernstein's as-
sumptions were in error, The Jews of America have not been
accused of dual loyalty, and the political mctivities of the
Zionist organizations uf the United States as well as the
Cenural Conference of American Rabbis on behalf of the State
of lsrael have not abated during the intervening years.
Whether or not in a time of economic breakdown this same
amicable relationship between Jews and thelr neighbors will
remain stable etill remains to be seen.

It was astute observation on Habbi Bernateln's purt

that the new State was going to have & strong cultural impact

upon American Jews, and the "revived Hebrew Culture of Fales-
tine has been wafted like a fresh breeze across the “._.131
American Jews did become keenly interested in Hebrew-Israeli
songa and folk dances, as well as atuning thelr ears to the
Isranll pronunciation of Hebrew. Bernateln envisaged this
new American interest in Hebraism as a "return...toward tra-
dition..." with Ameriran Jewry demanding more Jewish sduca-
tion and the development of a parochial school .”“..132

If Rabbi Bernstein's account of the demands of the
Jewiash community was valld, then American Jewry, and this of
ecourse includes Reform Jewry,was becoming more ethnic-centered,
losing its .universal outlook, and concentrating on the up-
bullding of a rellglous body which 1s particularistically
centered and intent on self-preservation in the immediate
post=war era.

The hopes of hHeform Jewry, disavowing its own claima
to the spiritusl leadership of American Jewry, were sturtlingly
put forth by Rabbi Hillel Silver: "I am thinking of Jerusalem
as a sort of spiritual and cultural center of World Jewry,
and the beginnings are there...that Jarusalem will become for
World Jewry, in generations to come, a real powerhouss, &
real dynamo of spiritual and cultural influence...to make
Jerusalem the /s [J 7' in Jewish 1ife and Jewish thought," >3

If Rabbi Silver's opinion was common to many members

of the Confsrence, Heform had done a complete about face, and
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s totsl immersion with the seculariats of Zlonism had taken
place, The early Reformers saw the United Statea of America
as the new splritual birthplace of Judaism; consider, for in-
stance, the lyrics of Professor Moritz Lazarus:

We have no fear for the future...The new inter-
pratation that Judsism has received among us in
this land has clothed the eternal basic princi-
ples in garments fashioned rocording to the de-
mands of this later time...Judsism in America,
free, noble aspiringl ...Judaiem in this land
has, in the besutiful words of our American po-
etens, Emma Lazarus, "purst her cobwebbed sheath
and flown forth attired in the winged besuty of
immortality.” Here indeed tha Jew hea once agaln a-
risen to the height of man; here lsrael has come
to @ new Sinel, whare God has revealed Himaell a-
new...From the Hilla of Palestine the prophet's
volce floats down the vestibule of time, enjoying
the apulful command, "Hear, O Israel, the Eternal
18 our God"; from the broad plains of the Uni{gﬁ
States the answer is sent back, "God is one."

How is one to reconcile these totally different
underatandings of the splritual rejuvenation of Jewry? Did
the decades between Lazarus and Silver so change the Jewish
payche in America that the only hope for the creative Jewlsh
spirit lay in the resurrection of the anclent home land?

Did the philosophers of Reform Judaism rind that the politlcs
of the middle twentleth century undermined their commi tment
Lo the universal concepts of love, consideration, and falth
14 one's fellow man? Was Judaism to revert back te a tribal
situstion where concern for members of the famlly wes para-

mount, taking precedence over universal considerations?

It appeared that Reform Judaism had feiled to capture

63,

the American Jewlsh community, sither spirituslly or politi-
cally, and that it hed not realiged its utopian gosls. Some
loocked to Falestine for spiritual rejuvenation, but others,
realizing that spiritual strength hed to be & native product,
looked within themselves; the latter, looking at the American
Jewish scene, were cognirant that a great deal of thought and
work would be necessary to establiah Reform Judaism in Ameri-
ca Be & vigorous, dynamic religious bedy.

Some sixty years after the Central Conference of
American Rabbils was organized, it still had not reslized the
goals of its founders to become the majority Jewish religiouns
group in America. We have cited reasons for this fallure,
and though the incressed amount of tradition and gravitation
to the support of Zlonism gave a broader base for the attrac-
tion of non-affiliated Jews, Reform astill seemed to be with-
out "appeal to the laboring Jau...“l35

Constituting a majority of the Jewish laboring
cless in the United States were those Jews "who yearned for
the type of ritualism they knew when they were children in
an orthodox nnvironnanb.'lj& This emotional tie to ritual
was taken into sccount by the Conference and the Unlon, anc
the increase in the peremonieals of Heform Judalsm can be ac-
counted for by the report of the Joint Committee on Ceremonies
of the Conference and the Union for 1949. During the years
1945-1949 the Commlttes lssued "four new experimental publi-
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cations...ceremonial for lighting of festival candles...No
provision was made in the Unlon Prayerbook for the candle
lighting ceremony on the feativals...Installation of ocongre-
gationsl officers and trustees, revised...New sdition of Me-
gillan ritual...Supplement to the Haggadan."}?

The Joint Committee had to its "credit ninetesesn ex-
perimental ceremoniea and related materisls and six cersmonial
objutn."n’a The Joint Committee planned in the future to
publish "seven certificates for important occasions in Jewish
life.,.Jewish book plates, birthdey cards, get well carde...
music for Kiddush...ceremonial art objects,..ceremony in connec=
tion with naming of a child...Shoshanas Yaakov..." and a host
of other ceremonies and Jewish cbjects of nrt.uq

fhe report of this Joint Committee concluded ms fol-
lows: "The time and the means are short, but thes work 1as
great and the demands of our sacred cause, as well as the
gratifying response that we have received from all over the
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country urges us on."
In the fleld of Jewish Education, Dr, Abraham Franz-
blau carried out an intensive research project "in an effort
to re-svaluats the methods and the techniques of teaching
Hebrew in the Orthodox, Conservative and Reform u.hoo:l.-"m
Dr. Franzblsu arrived st the following conclusions:
the recent World War and the establishment of the new Jewish

commonwealth "have certainly helped to emphasize the importance
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of Hebrew." The effect of these developments on educators

wae that they were "pushing harder and harder for the subjeet
of Hebrew in our religlous schools today." The net offect of
this had resulted in more achools teaching Hebrew, extending
the amount of time devoted to 1ts tesching and in the revival
of publishing Hebruw tuu.m

In turning his attention to Reform Religlous amchools,
Dr. Frangblau found that the students were being taught to say
grace before meals in Hebrew and that they were maying it with
ever increasing frequency. He found that Reform had a "Seder
and calls 1t & Seder, and that we say Out Shabbos at the end
of our services...the benediction for Chanuksh is said...more
than we did twenty-five and fifty years ngn."m

The sixty years which had gone before had seen little
activity in Reform Judaism with respect to the field of cere-
monial creativity or Hebrew education in the religious school.
The “"Circumcision of the Heart" had been held more important
than the waving of the lulav, and prayer in the vernacular had
been considered just me efficscious ms the Hebrew tongue.

The lsadership of the Conference in the forties tried
to tie Reform Judaism to the Orthodoxy of the past ceremonial-
1y while doing nothing about Reform theology. Consequently,
Reform theology remained one of universalism while its rituals
and ceremonies, particularistic in character, continued to

grow in order thet Reform might appeal to those who found that
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"the old Judalsm of ceremonialism that meant so much to their
parents and grandparents...(was] miseing from cur Reform
snagesun.'m

This manufscturing of ceremonies and incorporating
ancient rites intc the Reform temple did not pass without no-
tice from those members of the Confersnce who feared the new
direction upon which the movement was embarking. One wonders
at the reason for such suddenness on the part of the Reform
leadership. For the first time one could feel that Reform
was being pressured into this activity by = power that had
formerly not been there, a threatening power that was going to
snare unaffiliated Jews into its own ranks.

Rabbl Karl Rosenthal's views on the circumstances
surrounding the ceremonial creativity of the Conference were:

o L e B eantais brend 420

Reform movement today to overemphasize the value

of ceremonimls...l'm afrald that there 15 a cer-

tailn fear amoni some of us that we arp _loaing the

race with the Conservative mvmnt.llk
One might conjecturs that what the Joint Committes called a
"gratifying responss” to the new cersmoniss sprang in part
from the fear that the Conssrvative Jewish Religious movement
would capture the major portion of American Jews who had re-
1igious backgrounds only one generation removed from East Euro-
pean Orthodoxy.

The increasing amount of ceremony and ritual intro-
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duced into Reform, together with Reform's alignment with the
Zionist cause, brought a measurs of success to those in the
Reform Movement who wished to augment Reform ranks, The 1949
report of the Committee on Contemporanecus History stated:
"The increase in the number of synagogues and members in our
movemsnt 1s a sourcc of satiafaction and indicates the vast

field which is still to be uplorod."m




with the increased number of congregstions in the
Union of American Hebrew Congregatlons, the question of or-
ganizing &n equitable system of pulpit placement for rabbis
srd congregitions was presented by the Central Conference.
This wea the third time in the history of ths Confersnce that
a "serious attempt (had been made ] by the C.C.A.H. to organize
s system of rabbinical placement...” It was felt by some
members of thes Conference that the entire system of placemant
was in a state of “chsos and snarchy" and that a system of
placement was nocessary which would bring order to the abuses
and freedom of individual prerogative in seeking pulpit
usismerl::-lﬂ

The growth of congregations brought with it the
need for greater order and for a more syatematic and efficl-
ent method of rabbinical placement. Of perticular interest
to us in this connection is Section Five of the propoaed
rules for prabbinicel placement. This section demanded manc-
tions against members of the C.C.A.R. and congregations of
the Union who disregarded the proposed rulss of placement
aprroved by the t:onroranee.“

The two sanctions which illustrate the new struc-
ture of the Conference &rs best stated in Sectlons Three and
Seven of the Report of the Joint Placement Ccommission of the
Union and the Conference, Section Thres called for removal

of an offending rabbl from all committees or commissions of

the C.C.A.R.: and/or the U.A.H.Cuj 1t urged aimilar removal

af all prepresentatives of an offending congregation from all
commissions of the U.A.H.C: Section Seven prescribed, as =
final snd extreme penalty to be invoked peluctently, when

2ll elae had failed, expulsion of the rabbi from the C.C.A.R.,
or of the congrepation from the I:!.Jl.l'l.c.'l"'a

The propossl of a plan of this nature that would
carry with 1t thess drastic sanctions sesma out of character
with the past of a Conference which elaima to be a voluntary
assoclstion of men of good will bound together for common
purposes. Nevertheless, ss hus been lucidly steted by Dr.
Ellis Rivkin,

Every structural complex involves human

beings interrelated wilth each other in

the specific way demanded by the prevail-

ing economic, accial, and politicel system

»es Bnd a8 such must cope with the fealings,

atrivings end sspirations of men..., Esch

system of social organization attempts to

preserve ltsellf againat the upsurge of re-

calcitrant particulars,.., This peralstent

fallure to bring all particulars inte line

has pguarantsed development and novelty --

to say gst.hlng of pain, enguish and con-

flict,!

Tha former demand by & substantial number of men
in the Conference for codes and guldes for religiocus beha-
vior, for Conference rabbinical declalon reather than indi-
vidual rulings, indicates the new structural ecomposure of
the C.C.A.,R. Not only was the demand made that congreganta

glve up their religious freedom to determine thelir own
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practices, but in sddition the rabbis themselves were asked
to relingquish the privilege of free pulpit negotiations, a
privilege which had hitherto been unattended by sanctions,
The growing number of pulpits thus created a new structural
situation, end this new situation ourganized the “feelings
and strivinga" of the men of the Conference into demanding
the curtailment of recaleitrant members who would sesek freely
to compate with other members for pulpits without recourse
to an official placement body. The new falth in suthoritative
codea as security agalnat deviant congregational behavior 1s
reflected in the proposal to esstablish an authority squipped
with sanctions protecting men from other rabbis who might
freely attempt to fulfill their own deeires for more advan-
tageous pulpits without consultirng the wishes of their col-
leagues .,

This new direction towards sanctions was beat stated
by Rabbl Allan Tarshish:

The compulsive features cof that plan are

very repugnant to me. One of the reasons

why 1 have been attracted to the liberal

rabtinate has been its moral authority.

T do mot belleve that the C.C.A.R. has sver

before ordered its membera in this compul-

asive fashicn on any of the great principles

for which we stand..ss This 15 & dlgiirau

and slien tendency in our movement.

Rebbi Tarshish's opinion was no longer the volce
of the majority of the Conference. It is this writer's

opinion that the Conference waa reflecting the peneral
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political climate of the United States, which was moving to-
wards a soclety structured by strong suthoritarian controls
againat individusl freedom and against independence of politi-
cal opinion and action. Just as the American Liberal tradi=
tion wes being nlowly undermmined in the seculsr reslm, so
within the confines o” the Conference, too, there was a de-
cided change in emphases from left to right.

Rabbi Harry Essrig presented a paper befors the
Conference entitled "Jewiah Relig ious Liberaliam in the World
of Tomorrow." In it he categorically stated that the spiri-
tual dilemna of the American Jew would not be solved by the
®growing noetalgic tendency™ toward the "fatish of cere-
monialism,* nor by the attempts to eatablish s "minimum code
of huhlﬂ.or."me

Rabbi Essrig plesded that Reform Judsism see ite
“drive for expansion in proper perspsctive and avold felling
into the pitfalla of rivalry and competition with other seg-
mants of Jury."laa The cese of what had been happening to
the Reform Movement since the early 1940's had been clearly
described.

In further eliclting the 1lls of Reform, Essrig
stated that the cause of Reform's fallure to attract the
American Jewish community in masa was that the movement had
becoms “spiritually umwoductiu.‘“‘ The attack on the
Heform spiritusl dilemna was again made by Easrig in hin
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decrying the fact that Rerorm wes "atill too much tradition-
bound....,»e must always cite chapter and verss for svery atep
we toke towards the amelioration of human suf fering and for
every attempt to see the phenomena of 1life in new, atriking
relatiomships.”

fe urged that Reform try to direct ita creative
powers in order to change the temple into a

Do sTER Peorie-Somcaraa and pon PP

cantered, whose primary function it will be

to help the members analyze their experi-

ences, re-evaluate the changing velues of

everyday happenings and weave together sysg

pattern of life that will be meeningful.

The following year Dr. Jacob Rader Marcus waes presi-
dent of the Conference, (Cognizant of the positions which were
held by thcse who wished & re-evaluation of Jewlsh theclogy
and Reform gosla, and those who desired s more traditional
orientation of Reform with sn establishment of codes of prac-
tiee, he proposed two rssolutions to the Conference; these
he huped might guide the Conference slong & path which weuld
take and combine the best from the two divergent tendencies
present in the C.C.A.R. for the heslthy growth of Reform. >’

The rirst recommendation of Dr. Marcus called for
& re-sxamination of the grals and theology of the aynagogue.
Ths se d dation prop d consideration of the men

of the Conference who wers concerned with arriving at = code
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of practice for Reform Judsism.
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These two problems were now formally to be conaid-
ered by the Conference, as well as the formulation of a Com-
mittee to “study every aspect of a code of practice, includ-
ing 1ts femsibility at this che...'mg

In mid-century, Reform Judaism was concerned with
ita ontological status, end it saw {tself as having "moved
toward ritual und ceremony...the Zionist movement, [with a)
new interest in Ohnn!.dlu...‘“o Solomon B. Freshof suc-
¢inctly stated the mood of the C.C,A.R.: "We began to be in-
terested not, s hitherto, only in Judalism; but also in
Jewishness." Dr. Preshof's explanation of this new interest
of Reform Judsism was that the tragedles of the Jewish world
had brought all Jews closer together end, in particular, had
called attention to the folk movements of Judsism and re-

established in Reform Jews a pomanptic love of the ritual and
81
the drama of their ruuu.l

After a decade of planned membership growth designed
to obtain adherents to Reform Judalam, the members of the
Corference were experiencing deep concern over theip Bpparent
inadequacy in not having formulated a clear ideoclogical or
theological program and conveying it to thelr adherenta in
lueld, cogent language.

President Marcus' suggestion of holding & conference
on Jewish theology similar in nature to one hald the previous
March, 1950, at the Hebrew Union College, was referred to the

162
executive board of the C.C,A.R., where it languishad .
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The Conference was not ready at this time to thrash
out the guestion of Reform Jewish theology or practice. Poer-
haps the pace of the average rabbi involved in his daily
routine was such as to cause him to ignore the apparent weak-
ness of Reform Judaism mnd to be content as long as the rolls
of his templs kept incremsing.

In 1950 the State of Israel was two years old, and
the C.C.A.R. ratified s decision to establish a summer insti-
tute in the Holy Land, The immtitute was designed "to help
erect a two-way cultural bridge between the United States
and ltﬂal."ma The cultural bond between the new state and
the Corference was fully reallized by the Conference. The
political effects of Isrsel also had its ramifications in
the memberszhip., The Conference adopted resclutions request-
ing the American Goverrment to use ita "good offices to sup-
port vigorously* the pasyment of reparations to Israel by Weat
Gernny.““ sz well as the "immediste implemsntation of the
Huleh reclamation prnjmt.“lu and the granting “of 150
miliion dollars in 1951 to mssist the pecple and Rovernment
of urnl."l

The climate within the Conference was ons where
eriticism could not rise and expect any degree of success
concerning the C.C.A.R.'s involvement with the domesatic af=-
feirs of ths State of Israel. For, in the words of the then
president of the Conference, Pnilip S. Bernstein, "obviously

Tﬁl

it 1s our desire and determimstion to do nothing which may
hurt the Stats of Israsl, We will not permit the creation
of a dichotomy between the Isramelis and ounelvu.'l”

In support of ita president, and to emphasime 1ta
faith in the durabllity of the new atate, the executive board
of the Conference irvested flve thousand dollars of 1ts
"1limited funda" in Tsraell Oovermment m..ue

The one ares of contention betwsen the Conferance
and the State of Isrmel waa with the "atatus of Reform and
Comnservative Judalam in Iu'ul...-"]'69 The Conference passed
a resolution which expressed its "deaire for equal rights for
all religious groups in Ilrul.'lm This resolution waa pre-
sented to Judeh Maimon, who was then the Minlater of Religlion
for the State of lsrael.

Anyone who inedvertently wendersd into the halls
of a pession of the Conference might well have thought that
he was attending & convention of the Zionist Organizetion
of America rather than ons comprised of Jewish clergymen.

The presaures of the American scene and the neces-
sary conditions which presented themselveas before American
Jewry worked to bring about closer cooperation between the
Household of Iarael in America. In addition, the need to
unite American Tarsel in support of their war-scarred breth-
ren abroad and the necessity of ralsing -woney for the New

State of Israel led to m meeting in Jume, 1951, between the
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Rebbinical Apsembly of America and the Central Conference
of American Rabbla. Confronted with the brunt of support-
ing World Jewry, Conservative rabbineste and the Reform rab-
binate temporarlly swept mslde the theological differences
which divided them and faced the need for co-ordinste actlon.

The Conference, reflecting the mtmosphere of coop-
eration in so=ealled Jewish defense activities and the sym-
pathy within lts ranks to the idea of Jewlsh Peoplehood, de-
voted 1ts 1851 lecture series to “Reform and Conservative
Judalam.” The following toplcs were reported upon: "Reform
and Conservative Judalsm -- Thelr Mutual Relatiomship® and
"Conaservative and Reform, Shall They lerge!"”a

There apperently was a need to restate those prin=
elples of Reform Judaism which differentlated it from its
sister movement, Conservative Judaism. In delineating Re-
form Judaism, Dr. Robert Oordle statad that Reform now em-
braced the concept of the “world-wide peoplehood of Iaresel™
and had peconclled 1lte:1f with Zionism; both, eof course, had
bes. "basic postulates of Conservative .Im:la!.m'a.“]‘FMI But
the bLeale difference between the two movementa yet remalnad,
and that was the "statua of the concept of nut.horl:y."“srm
Reform "will continue to stress the roll of free experimanta-
tion in religion without the llmitations imposed by Jewish
traedition... [Conservative Judaism] will emphasize the dis=-

176
eipline of Law,..and [1ts ] inherent capacity for growth..."
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Thus, "firat and foremost the whole basis of authority in
Rabbinic Judaism is and haa not been acceptable to H.!."lﬂ
Gordis summed up his argument with deep conviction; Reform,
he sald, recognizes the place of suthority withlin itas ranka,
but "it 1s not an suthority wielded by an ecclssiaatic power
that coerces, excommunicates and Impoaes sanctions upon re-
caleitrante, but asuthority of the spirit, an inner discipline
that derives from living faith and cm'lmr!.ttm.arl...."17a

One wonders, in the light of the aver increasing
demanda for authoritative codes end puldea to correct Reform
Jewish practices, how one would go about reconclling the
elogquent summation of Dr. Gordls that Reform Judalsm is
governed by the ™ i of the it." Perhaps there
is no reconziliation between these two winga of the Confer-
ance. One elther belleves in the fresdom of the individual
conacience or ons demands the necessity of codes of authority

through the traditional halacha.

Though the external trappings of Reform and Con-
servatism seem to hsve blended, the convictions of the spirit
are split by a deep chasm which forces each party to go 1ts
separate way In sesking religious fulfillmant.
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Once again we turn our attention to the State of
Tarael, In june, 1951, an inatitute was held in the Republic
of Iareel by the C.C.A.R. This imtituts was attended by
nineteen members of the t:m:t'u-nm.-e.”I The dream of the
founding of an independent Jewish state was now a reality.
8t111, for the men of thas C.C.A.R. who attendsd this Confer-
ence the reality was distressing, for they found Iarael a
land where & majority of Jaws were unaffiliated with formal
religion. The Reform rabbls in attendance at the institute
rationallzed Jaraell secularism by attributing it to the
legal situation of the State which officially recognized
pevelatory Judaism“so thet “no mew form has been devised to
house the fres spirit, to attract the lonely searcher, to
welcoma the rejector of the inflexible."

The visiting rebbis wers also disappointed by the
chauvinistic nationalism which seemed to have replaced the
®ganse of destiny and universal purpﬂlO'ml which they had
The hope was sxpresased

a free

thiaght irherent within Judalam,.
that Israel, in time, would "indigenously ecreate
aymagogue .

Thelr experience of finding only one form of Juda-
ism recognized in the new State of Israsl tempered the desire
of the men to hold an additional imstitute men.]’sa Never-

thelessa, though not snough interest could be generated for

# Revelatory Judalam: That form of Judaism which recognizes
the revelatory character of the Habrew Bible, and Talmud,
and maintaln that its teachings are dependent on the
Revelation at Sinail for suthority.
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another rabbinical institute In Isreel, the Conferemce itself
was still keenly interested in Israsl, and in 1958 several
papers were given at the Confersnce pertaining to the Tarseli
184
Quesation. Among the papers presented was Joshus Treschten-
berg's "Report From Israel.® Dr. Trachtenberg, a Labor
185
Zionist, was Invited by the "C.C,A.H., the Union of
Amsrican Hebrew Corgregations, and the Alumni Aspsocintion of
the Hebrew Union Collepe-Jewish Tnatitute of Religion to
make a survey of the religlous altuation and of the possi-
bilitles of developing liberal Judaim" in In-lwl.mB In his
account of his trip to Israel, Trachtenberg called attention
to the evlla which had befsllen the 1dealistic visionary state
of Zion. These included the growth of m "ubiguitious black
187
market, currency aspeculation,® the deeline of the halutz
idemls and the kibbutz mwamnt.ma and the growth of a
bureaucracy with its graft and g:-m:okl.sln.la9 Concerning the
religlous issues in Israel, Trachtanberg reported that
the officlial rel igious lsadership ap-
pears to be oblivious to the manirest
moral and splpitual needa of the people;
it 1s dedicated to the preservation of
& formal Orthodoxy and to its imposition
upon an umi&lng eommunity by fores
B JOUrSssee
The alienation of Orthodoxy from the
actual sociml situation has Tostersd thes
impreasion that religlon has nothing to

do with to say sbout the conditlon
of life,I81 -

In evaluating the posaibllity of exporting Heform
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Judaism to Israsl, Dr. Trachtenberg stated that what
Israsl neegs [1s] not Reform Judalam
ed we know it here, but its own indi-
genous, authentic re-statement of the
eternal truths of our faith, in a vo-
cabulary which can reach the hearts of
the people, &nd in institutiona of 1ita
own devising which iag revolutionize
its spiritual 1life.

The plea for recognitlon of the Liberal rabbinate
of America was pejected by the Orthodox rabbinate of Israel
in toto. This led to the formation of an American Commlttse
for Libersl Judalsm in Tarael, which was called together
under the auspices of the president of the Confarence, the
president of the College-Inatitute, the prealdent of the
tnion, and the World Unlon for Progressive Judaiam.

The Reform rabbinate was confronted with & rejsc-
tion of its authority, and 1t could not passively accept this
pabuff for Yeither Liberal Judalsm will be mccepted in Israel
snd everywhere in the world, or we will degererats into an

194 The question was now not whether or not

American sect."

Libersl Judalsm would speak for the majority of American

Jewa, but would 1t, in the futurs, speak for the majority

of World Jewry, regardlsss of thelr distinctive nationalities.
To facilitate the introductlon of liberal Judaism

into Iasrael, the 1952 president's message recommendsd “that

this Conference do all in its power to mssist one of its

members to go to Israel to sid in the development of e liberal

religlous movement in that country."

Bl.

The following year the president of the Conferance
recommended thet “there bes promoted the exchange of students
end of teschera betwean Tsrael and the American Liberal
Jewish comunlby."lg& To implesment thls program, the Confer-
ence set aside $500 for support of the Leo Basck School in
Haifa, translated "What is Reform Judaism® into Hebrew along
with the "Columbus Pletform," and Jolned handa with the Union
of American Hebrew Congregations, the World Union for Pro-
pressive Judailsm, and the Hebrew Unlon College-Jewish Insti-
tute of Religlon ir s pllot project that would aend & Reform
Rabbl to Tsrael for a three-year period. This program in-
volved the substantisl sum of SGD.DDO.IW

Through support of the Leo Baeck School, the Liberal
rabbinate of America hoped to make ideologicel inroads into
the religious thought of Israelis. This initlal attempt of
weging an aggressive campalgn against the established reli-
glon of the State of Israel was enthusisstically recelved by
the Conference, but "the help sxpected from the liberal Jews
of Americsa did not materialize .'198 Nevertheleas, the Con-
ference continued to urge thet relevant information concern~
ing Reform Judaism be made avallable in modern Hebrew,and
alao that books of importance in English concerning Reform
Judalsm be ssnt to librariss in 1”“1.19

This situation of belng unable to gain eccleslasti-
cal endorsement from the new Jawlsh state did not dissuade
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the C.C.A.R. from vigorously supporting the "Bonds for larael"
drive in the United Statea and the United Jewiah Appeal, as
well as continuing to urge its members to assist the Hista-
druthn Ivr!th.sm

By 1855 a change of attitude had manifested 1tself
in ths ranks of the Government of Isrsel, end it smppeared to
recognize the valldity of entertaining a libersl Judaism in
Israols, Though this in no way represented & changs of senti-
ment on the part of the Orthodox rabbinate of lsreel, the
Government granted the Hebrew Union College-Jewish Inatitute
of Heligion m choice parcel of land, overlooking the 0ld
City of Jerusalem, for the establishment of & school of
archeology. The proposed school was to include "among other
racilities, a chapel for liberal congregational services "201

To help the new achool of archeclogy become a
reality, the Conferenta urged that lts members give it their
whilehearted finencial endorsement, particularly by having
interested people in their own congregstions and communities
contribute Isrselil bonds. The Covarnment of Iarael would
then redesem the bonds from the Hebrew Union College in place
of ecash for the purpose of paying the costas of constructing
this new school.

Inroads by Heform Judalsm waam serlously belng at-
tempted on all fronts. The National Federation of Temple

Youth, an organization aponsored by the Union of American

Hebrew Congregetions, contributed $5,000 for the purpose of
building a chupel et the Leo Baeck School in Haifa. The
chapel was to bs named in honor of Dr. Abraham Cronbach.
The Conference donated an additicnal $800 for the continued
operation or the m:h(:u:ll..‘E

In the ares of non-religious concerna, the Confer-
ence attempted to support the State of Jlsrael in whatever way
it could, either by encouraging the purchases of bonds or by
attempting to influsnce the American State Department to
"nepotiate a defense sgrsemsnt betwean lsrasel and the United
snu-.“em

Not only did the Conference see fit to involve 1t=-
aell in the forelgn affoirs of Tsrael, but it alao requested
the United States Oovernment to support the “Johnaton Irri-
gation le,‘goa which was an internal as well as external
affair of state.

To strengthen further the emotionsl bond between
Reform Jews and the Jewlsh atate, the Confarence sncouraged
Reform congregations to buy from Israel “bullding materisls

«206

as plywood or marble as wall as ritunl objecta, sacra-

mental wine, and other ob locte that could be used in templu.zm

One 1s reminded of the traditional Jewish custom
of placing & bit of soll from Paleatine in the casket with
a parson who haas dled outalde the Holy Land in order to ease
his way to the Holy Land in his next life. Ona wonders, too,
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what religloua significance building materials from Paleatine
would have for a rational religionist of the mid-twentieth
century. It might suggest that the men of the Reform move-
ment in 1955 were elther more myatically inclined than the
preceding generation of Reformers who felt that material ob=
jecta from ons part of the esarth were as spirituslly andowed
as those from any other section of the planet, or else that
they were hard headed businsss men concerned with Iarael's

balance of foreign exchange.

85.
A decade after the conclusion of the Second World
War, religious affiliation had becomes de rigueur in America,
and America's churches as well as her synagogues had experi-
snced an enormous growth. PBoth American Judaism und American
Christianity were "golng through one of the greatest perliods
of expansion in Congregational tﬂatory.‘ew By 1956 the

Union eluaimed a mombership of 530 temples and the loyalty of

2 million congregants, This represented a "tripling® of their

209

forces in ten years.

During these yeara since the Conference had become
8 backer of & Jewlsh national state, the American Councll
for Judslsm continued to oppose any efforts to identify
American Jews with eny political area other than that of the
United States, How successful the Council was in its activi-
tiss 1s a moot subject; nevertheless, 1t continued to be &
matter of concern for the Conference, since the Conference
felt that the Council had

been engaged in malicious propagende...

for they had 1llogically charged those

of us who are concernsd with Israel as

being faithleas to America. They have

carried thelr postulaticn ao far as to

go to top Government authoritiea, warn-

ing them that we fall America when we

support Israel -- shades of what was

done by the opponents of Reform in B"“‘a:,c

lau end Berlin in the 1B40's and 1850's.

Such charges made by the American Council for Juda-
ism apainat the Conference were not only & threat to the free

sxarcise of & Jew'a politlical liberty, but also were directed

ol
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st stopping one of the prineipls sources of economic aid to
the Jewish state, without which it is questionable ir 1t

could have survived and continued to accept Jewlish immigrants.
Tt was not only s guestion of Jews being umpatriotic Ameri-
cans which was raised by the Council, but the guestion of
whether or not almost 2,000,000 Jews would contimue to exist
in Palestine.

In the face of increasing agitation on the part of

the American Council for Judaism, the Conference peased &
resolution which declared that the Council did not "represent
1iberal Reform Judsism or any other valld interpretation of
Judnl.m-"au This actlon on the part of the Conference was,
in affect, o type of liberal excommunicatlon of those indi-
viduals who belonged to the Americsn Councll for Judaism.
By whati nuthority could a movement founded on revolutionary
and radical prineiples claim that another raedical movement
was not juat sa legitimate &n interpretation of Judalam as
ita own inmterpretation?

The Conferenc) wai, however, in no mood for ration-
al aspuments at that date, for it faarad that the forelgn
policy of the United States weaa “pecoming inereasingly neu-
tralistic in its approach to the problems of the Middle Rast."
The sction taken by the Conference against the Council ean
be sesn as an effort to force that group cutside the Jewish

cosmunity and to cast doubt and suspiclon on its activities

212
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by declaring that it lucked "any...valid interpretation of
Judaism."”

The Conference emcouraged the Govermment of the
United States to imsure the safety of Isreel and to retreat
from its apparent stand of Middle Esstern neutralism concern-
ing the Arab-Isreel conflict. The Conference called for pro-
tection of Israel by the United States and alap recommended
that the Government of the United States sel) arms to Israel
so that she could defend herdelf againat the hostila Arsb
nations, some of which were recelving arma and military sup-
plies from the Soviet 'IJ:'l.lnm-a.m':s

In addition, the Conference also callad for the
Wpeaffirmation of the Tri-partl Declaration of 1850.,.lwhich
promised ] to maintain present frontiera bestween Iarael and
the Arab States" to be puaranteed by Britain, Frame, and
the United sutu.eu They also hoped that 1t would be pos-
sible for the United States to hove a separate “security pact
with l[sr'aeil.."m'5

Commencing in 1955, & new turn of eventa took place
in the foreign relations of Isreel and her immedlate Arab
neighbor, Egypt. The political conditicna which decided this
rew turn of eventa are beyond the seope of this paper. Dus,
however, to the foreign policy of the United Stetes and Egypt,
the Soviet Union entered quite dramatically as a msjor fae-

tor in Middle Esstern affalrs, offering arma snd financial
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nasistance to E:gypt..zm This action of the Soviet Unlon was
carried out in defiance of the Tri-partite Agreement of 1850,
The Soviet support of Epypt was accompanied with a "corres-
ponding attack on Isreel.s.sin the Soviet press and l--.u!.r.-."'a]'.ir

Egypt's ensuing nationelization of the Suez Canal
snd continued relationship with the Soviet Union began to
have its effect mot only on Isprsel but on the Western Democ-
racies as l‘aﬂ..ala Bgypt still refused passags to Iaraell
ships through the Suez Canal, although Article 1 of the Suez
Ccanal Conventlion stated that the Cansl should be an interna-
tional waterwsy to ships of all nations, repardless of na-
ticnality and the state of the forelgn relations of the re-
apective ship wnara.zlg

In ODetober, 1956, the sitvaticn contributed to &
loralized war in the Middle Eest, with an apparent coalltlion
between France snd Great Briteln inveding Egypt es partners,
and Israel acting unilaterally and occupying the Sinal penin-
sula, which was slsc Er ptien territory.

Fer the First time aince its creation, the State
of Isreel was in apparent major disagreement with the aims
of American foreign pollcy, for Amsrica was commitled to
the Tri-partite Declaration of 1850, as well es to the so-
called Elsenhower Doctrine ennounced to the Amsrican people
on October 31, 1956, and requeating that "“the forces of

Tarasl return to thelr own line and that hostilitles in the

89.
area [l.e., in Egypt and Sinal] be brought to a nlou."zzu
This announcement occurred two days af'ter Israel had invaded
the Sinai area of Epypt by dropping air-borne troops in the
vicinity of Mitla, clome to the Suez Cnml.aﬂ

The Conference had met durlng the summer montha
preceding the outbresk of the hoatilities in the Egyptian
area, and by March 4, 1957, Tsrael hed withdrawn from all
the territory she had taken from Egypt, by Tinally glving up
administratior. of the Caza Strip under the threat of world
sanctiona -222

This timetable relieved the Conference of the need
for taking an officlal stand during these trylng days for
the dmericen Jewish community. Fortunstely for all concerned,
the shortness of the hostilitles did not develop political
dirriculties for American Jewa. America nelther imposed
ecoriomie sanctions speinst Tsreel, nor branded her an ag-
greesor nation in the United Netions, but attempted to be a
friend to #ll the nations of thils troubled ann.aaa

Thus the swiftneas of the resolution of hostllities
and the attitude of the United States Government towards the
belligerents afforded 1ittle opportunity to advance the often
put forth thesis thet Amerlcen Jew!sh Zionlsts had a dusl
political allegiance.

When tne Conference convened in Juna, 1857, a peace

of sorts had settled over the Middle Eest, and the threat of

Ll
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continued hostilities had abated for the immediate present
between lsrasl and her Arab neighbors. The Conference felt
that the Middle Esst was the "most potentially dangerous area
in the world," and !t urged thst

the influence of our country should be con-

tinuously exerted toward errenging a fair

and psrmanent peace Aettlement between Israel

and the Arab Statea, which would guarantee

the Integrity of the present territory of

Isrsel and access lor her shlpplngeihruugh

the Suez Cenal and Gulf of Agaba.

The Conference continued to explore ways to tle
American Jews to Tarasl both spirituslly and monatarily. Pro-
grams were suggested to the Confersence =-- such &s the “Adopt
& Settlement Plan,“ sponsored by the Jewish Agency, and a
campalgn to atimulate collections in Temple Sunday Schools
ror the "Central Gonference of American Rabbls Projects for
Iamel.“gga In additlon, they continued to raise funds for
ths Lao Baeck School in Halfa.

In 1958, the Conference again took under advisament
the "eonsideration...of & formal presentation of the guestion
of & Code of Prectice or Ritual Guide for Reform Judaism at
a C.C.A.K. convention in the near t‘ul:i.u:ra."a"a,e

The following year the whole guestion of & puide
for Heform Judalsm was taken up by the Conference and the
often repeated argument was advanced that a pulde for Reform

Judelam was needed because of

91,

cheos caused in the ranks of Reform

Judaiam by the tremendous influx of

Jows coming from the Orthodox end Con-

servative Congregetions in the new

suburban congregations... are they te

be allowed to give direction to Reform

Judalsm, or are we golng to glve bnt

direction by means of 8 guide...2

The pendulum had completed ita awlng, and the aseeds
of expansion had come home sa full grown fruits to be taated.
The seeds sown in the 1940'a had born & rich harvest. The
Reform movement had grown greatly by Incorperating into itas
ranks congregants rom traditional backgrounds who were
seeking to take over and direct the customs and ceremoniea
of Reform Judaism. The theclogy of these new Heform Jaws
might have changed, but thelr love of the ceremonles and
practices of & more treditional Judaism had not been satls-
fied by a chenge of theology. The sarly experisnces and
emotional attachments of childhood are not easily given up,
nor modified.

The logleal ergument was then advanced by Habbi
Selwyn D. Rualander that the C.C.A.H. hed no authority to
write such a code of practice for sll Reform Jewry, and that
there was "no normative philosophical and theclogical climate
in the present Helorm movement...for membership l1s composed
of Haconstructionists, Zionlats, non-Zionlats end anti-

228
Zionlsts."

Rabbl Huslander's asasertlion was indeed trus. Re=

form Judalsm, in relecting the binding authority of the
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Hebrew Bibles and the continuation of this authority in the
Telmud, had itself no authority to write a code of practices
which would be binding on &1l Jews. In the same menner that
Mertin Luther hed questioned the authority of the Holy foman
Catholle Chureh to be the ultimate interpreter of what
Seripture meant, and had thus opened the door for every man
to be his own pope, so did Reform Judaism give authority to
every Jew to interpret Bcripture and observe whatever inter-
psts ha found to be meaningful.

But also aa with Luther, once Reform Judaism had
enunciated this prinelple of indlvidual authority, it wanted
to compromise the principle by formulating its own binding
eccleslastical codes.

We are living today in an age far different in ori-
sntation from the aga that faced the sarly men of the CuCahuiia
or the sge of liberalism which pervaded the 1830's. In the
past twenty yeara catastrophic eventa have bofal len the
household of Tarsel, as well as the rest of mankind. Because
of thess world historic conditions, the climate of the
C.C.A.H. changed from one of 1liberallsm to one where no dir-
ferences of opinion concerning the iInterpretation of Reform
were essily tolerated. But the old splrit of individual
authority for the rabbi and all that it implles in the
humen personallity atructure are far from gone within the

ranks of the Conference. This spirlt may at times sppear

B3,

toc heve mbated, but the heart of Reform Judalsm 1s fresdom
of thought and practice. Though it be in the face of ever
increasing attacks which aeek to put that freedom to an end,
Reform tenaciously clings to its heritage of liberty.

The remarks of Rabbl Joseph R. Marot apalnst the
formuletion of codea of practice plves hope and encourapement
for the future of American Judalam:

T would like to suggest that the resl prob-

lem is not in ouwr laity, but in us, the Re-

form Rabbinste, We ere losing the courage

to explore, to experiment, to ploneer, and

to engender enthusisam for these things. It

has been sald that laymen come to us ror an

interpretation of problems, of course, they

do, They should,..For this we wers ordained.

We are supposed to be teachers in Heform

Judeism., If we will do mg our forebears did

80 well, there will be no °h§£5' We shall

only enhance the brightness.

With such champions of* religloua freedom fighting
for the precious right of lndividual religlous commitment,
Reform Judaism can be certain, though the path will not be
straipght, of & futurs of ecrestivity based on respect for
individual difference and commitment. Only ocut of forces
free to combat with one another will new and novel rell-
glous developments be created in the ranks of American

Reform Judaism.
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